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Date: October 26, 2015

RESOLUTION OF THE SLEEPY HOLLOW LOCAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
DECLARING INTENT TO ACT AS LEAD AGENCY FOR PURPOSES OF THE STATE
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT (SEQRA) WITH RESPECT TO
REDEVELOPMENT OF THE “EAST PARCEL” (AS DEFINED HEREIN)

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow has approved various applications submitted by
Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest in the former General Motors North

Tarrytown Assembly Plant property (the GM Property) for redevelopment of the GM Property; and

WHEREAS, as part of the application processes and previous decisions and agreements between
the Village of Sleepy Hollow and Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest, a
portion of the GM property known as the East Parcel (Section 115.11 Block 1 Lot 2 and sect. 115.11
Block 1 Lot 85, generally the terminus of Continental Street) was to be conveyed to the Village of Sleepy

Hollow, or its designee; and

WHEREAS, the Village, as part of the environmental review for redevelopment of the GM
Property considered at a conceptual level redevelopment of the East Parcel for certain community related
uses such as a new Department of Public Works facility, bus repair garage, overpass connecting the East

Parcel and West Parcel, recreation facilities and parking resources; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow established the Sleepy Hollow Local Development
Corporation (the LDC) as a not-for-profit local development corporation with purposes and powers that
include constructing, acquiring, rehabilitating for use by others and to assist financially with the
construction, acquisition, rehabilitation and improvement, to maintain and/or lease such facilities on its

behalf or for others within the Village of Sleepy Hollow; and,

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow designated the LDC to receive the conveyance and

take ownership of the East Parcel; and
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WHEREAS, the LDC, as the Village’s designee, acquired ownership of the East Parcel on
December 22, 2014 and desires to undertake improvement on the East Parcel for the betterment of the

Village of Sleepy Hollow and its residents; and

WHEREAS, the LDC has assembled conceptual level plans that will be used as a basis for
developing a Riverfront Development Concept Plan (RDCP) for the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC is considering the following improvements as part the RDCP for the East
Parcel: construction of a new DPW facility; construction of a new bus garage repair facility for the
Tarrytown Union Free School District; construction of new recreation facilities; construction of new
parking; and construction of a new overpass connecting the West and East Parcels; and (collectively the

Proposed Action); and

WHEREAS, the LDC, as a “local authority” as defined within Section 2 of the Public Authorities
Law (PAL), further constitutes an “Agency” as defined pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 617.2 (c) and (v),
contemplates financing and undertaking the Proposed Action, and therefore intends to act as Lead
Agency and coordinate the environmental review of the Proposed Action under the New York State

Environmental Quality Review Act, as codified pursuant to the Environmental Conservation Law of the

State of New York (collectively, the SEQRA Review); and

WHEREAS, the LDC recognizes that the Proposed Action might result in adverse impacts in the
form of increased traffic and a change in the character of the traffic on Continental Street between the
East Parcel and Route 9 and will consider the possibility of those impacts and improvements to
Continental Street as measures to mitigate any of those adverse impacts in the SEQRA Review even

though the LDC has no authority to undertake or authorize those improvements; and

WHEREAS, the LDC recognizes that construction of a new DPW facility on the East Parcel may
result in the decommissioning of the existing DPW facility and will consider the possibility of that
decommissioning and the redevelopment of the site of the existing DPW facility conceptually in the
SEQRA Review even though the LDC has no authority to undertake or authorize that decommissioning

and/or redevelopment and that decommissioning and/or redevelopment will be evaluated in greater detail
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under a separate environmental review related to an actual proposal for that decommissioning and/or

redevelopment of that site; and,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Sleepy Hollow LDC does hereby declare its
intent to act as Lead Agency and to undertake a coordinated review of the Proposed Action; and, be it

further

RESOLVED, that according to Section 450-15.B(3) of the Village Code, a draft environmental
impact statement (a DEIS) shall be required; and, be it further

RESOLVED, that the LDC has prepared Part 1 of a long form Environmental Assessment Form
on the Proposed Action (EAF Part 1) and a preliminary Scoping Outline on the Proposed Action and

SEQRA Review for distribution to all interested and involved agencies for their review and input; and,

be it further

RESOLVED, that this Resolution, the EAF Part 1, and the preliminary Scoping Outline and the
LDC’s Notice of Intent to act as Lead Agency shall be filed, circulated, and published forthwith with
among all interested and involved agencies on the proposed Action in accordance with the SEQRA

Review requirements; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the LDC will provide at least 30 days for interested and involved agencies to
respond to the Notice of Intent and preliminary Scoping Outline with a deadline for comments end of the
business day November 30, 2015; and be it further

RESOLVED, that any comment or correspondence on the Notice of Intent, EAF Part 1, and/or
preliminary Scoping Outline shall be directed to Anthony Giaccio, Village Hall, 28 Beekman Avenue,
Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Moved: Seconded:

Vote: Date: October 26, 2015
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.

Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to
update or fully develop that information.

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

A. Project and Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
East Parcel Redevelopment

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):

Continental Street Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):

Redevelopment of the approximately 29 acre East Parcel of the former GM Assembly Plant property for municipal purposes including a relocated
Department of Public Works facility, bus garage repair facility for the Tarrytown UFSD, new recreation facilities. new municipal parking and new overpass
connecting the East and West Parcels. The Proposed Action allows the Village of Sleepy Hollow to: relocate its currently overcrowded and inadequately
sized DPW facility to a new facility to accommodate contemporary DPW operations; create new recreational opportunities for Village residents; create new
parking resources; and create additional access to the Village's waterfront community.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: (914) 366-5105

Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporaton - il:
g Py P P E-Mail: agiaccio@villageofsleepyhollow.org

Address: 28 Beekman Avenue
City/PO: Sleepy Hollow State: NY Zip Code: 10951
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: (914) 320.0875

David Schroedel, Chairman E-Mail: david@finexmanagement.com

Address:
28 Beekman Avenue
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Sleepy Hollow NY 10591
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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B. Government Approvals

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

assistance.)

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)
a. City Council, Town Board, kIYes[INo | village Board - special permit, concept plan TBD
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village Yes[INo Planning Board - site plan TBD
Planning Board or Commission
c. City Council, Town or YesZINo
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies Yes[CONo  |Sleepy Hollow LDC - project funding
e. County agencies IYes[INo | County Planning - referral; County Health - utility [TBD
hookup
f. Regional agencies Yes[No
g. State agencies MIYes[TIJNo |NYSDEC, NYSDOH - brownfields clean up TBD
h. Federal agencies 1Y es[JNo FEMA - floodplain remapping TBD
i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? M1Yes[INo
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? & YesCINo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [ Yesi/INo
C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the [JYesh/INo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
e If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site CIYeskZINo
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action CdYesCINo
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway 1Yes[INo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
Remediaton Sites:C360070B
c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [JYesk/INo

or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
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C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. M Yes[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? M YesCINo
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? O YesINo
If Yes,

i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site?

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located? Tarrytown Union Free School District

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Village of Sleepy Hollow Police Department

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Village of Sleepy Hollow Fire Department

d. What parks serve the project site?
DeVries Park, Barnhart Park, Kingsland Point Park

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all
components)? municipal service, recreation, parking

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 29+/- acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 25+/- acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 29+/- acres
c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? [ YeskZl No
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? CYes INo
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? CYes ZINo
iii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum
e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? [ YeskINo
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: 18 months
ii. If Yes:
e Total number of phases anticipated
e Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month year
e Anticipated completion date of final phase month year
e  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may

determine timing or duration of future phases:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? OYesKINo
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more)
Initial Phase
At completion
of all phases
g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? M Yes[1No
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures 4
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 35 height; 60 width; and 300 length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 33,000+/- square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any [YesINo
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment:
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [] Ground water [[] Surface water streams [_]Other specify:

iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: million gallons; surface area: acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: height; length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):

D.2. Project Operations

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? [ |Yes|/]No
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i .\What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging?
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
e  Volume (specify tons or cubic yards):
e  Over what duration of time?
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? [Jyes_INo
If yes, describe.

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? [Jyes[JNo

iX. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment [JYes/INo
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description):
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? [JYes[JNo
If Yes, describe:

iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? [ Yes[INo
If Yes:

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:

e expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:

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

e proposed method of plant removal:

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

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

¢. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? E1Yes[INo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 1,000 gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? [Yes[INo
If Yes:
e Name of district or service area: Village of Sleepy Hollow
e Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 1 Yes[INo
e Is the project site in the existing district? M Yes[JNo
e [s expansion of the district needed? O YesINo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? M YesCONo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? dyesZINo
If Yes:

e Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:

e  Source(s) of supply for the district:

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? [ Yes/INo
If, Yes:

e Applicant/sponsor for new district:

e Date application submitted or anticipated:

e  Proposed source(s) of supply for new district:

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

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? M Yes[ONo
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 900+/- gallons/day

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

Sanitary wastewater

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 1 Yes[INo
If Yes:
e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: Yonkers
e  Name of district: Saw Mill Valley
e Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? Yes[INo
e Is the project site in the existing district? MYes[INo
e [s expansion of the district needed? [OYesINo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? M Yes[INo

e  Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYesHINo
If Yes:

e Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? [dYes¢INo
If Yes:
e Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e  Date application submitted or anticipated:
° What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge?
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans):

vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste:

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point MYes[INo
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?
If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feet or _20+/- acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or acres (parcel size)
ii. Describe types of new point sources.swales, curbs

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?
on-site surface water facilities

e Ifto surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands:

Pocantico River

o  Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? [dYesiINo
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? M Yes[INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel MYes[INo

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
DPW vehicles similar to those already in use

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)
Heating for new facility similar to that already in operation

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

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit,  [JYes[/]No
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:

i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet OYes[ONo
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)

ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:

Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO,)

Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,O)

Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)

Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SFg)

Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)

Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, MYes[INo
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:

i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): TBD

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

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

If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):

j- Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial [Yesi/]No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:

i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ Morning [ Evening [OWeekend
[0 Randomly between hours of to .
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day:

iii. Parking spaces: Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? M Yes[]No

v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:
Creation of new overpass connecting the East and West Parcels

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within % mile of the proposed site? Yes[]No
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric ~ [/]Yes[ ]No
or other alternative fueled vehicles?

viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing MYes[INo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

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

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

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or
other):

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? [JYes[]No

1. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: 8:00 AM - 7:00 PM e  Monday - Friday: 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM
e  Saturday: 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM e  Saturday: As needed
e Sunday: None e  Sunday: As needed
e Holidays: 9:00 AM - 6:00 PM ° Holidays: As needed
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction,
operation, or both?

Ifyes:

i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:

OYesINo

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? OYyes[No
Describe:
n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? M Yes[INo
If yes:
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:
Fixtures to be determined, typical for municipal facility
ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? OYeskNo
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? OYes¥INo
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:
p- Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) M Yes[INo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored fuel for DPW facility vehicles
ii. Volume(s) TBD per unit time TBD (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities:
above ground storage
q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, O Yes ZINo
insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):
ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? 1 Yes [ONo
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal [ Yes INo

of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
e  Construction: tons per (unit of time)
e  Operation : tons per (unit of time)

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

e  Construction:

e  Operation:

iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
e  Construction:

e  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? V] Yes [] No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): composting facility as part of DPW operations

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

° TBD Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
. TBD Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: NA years

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous [ ]Yesp/]No
waste?
If Yes:

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

ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents:

iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents:

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? LIYes[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[0 Urban [ Industrial [] Commercial k] Residential (suburban) [] Rural (non-farm)
[1 Forest [ Agriculture [] Aquatic /] Other (specify): Parks
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
e Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces 24+/- 20+/- 4
e  Forested 5+/- 5+/- 0

e Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)

e Agricultural
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)

e  Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.)

e Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

e Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

e  Other
Describe: Landscaping 4+/- +4
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? Cdyesl<INo
i. If Yes: explain:

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed M Yes[INo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?
If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
Morse School

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam? [YesiINo
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
e Dam height: feet
e Dam length: feet
e Surface area: acres
e  Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet

ii. Dam’s existing hazard classification:

iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

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

If Yes:
i. Has the facility been formally closed? M Yes[] No

e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation: NYSDEC

ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:
Central portion of the site

iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities:

Buildings will need to accommodate venting

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

i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any M Yes[] No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site M Yes[INo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
I Yes — Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): C360070B

[] Neither database

ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? M yes[INo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): 546031 , C360064 , 360084, 360011 , C360070B,...

iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses?
If yes, DEC site ID number:

[dYesiINo

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

Describe any use limitations:

Describe any engineering controls:

Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place?
Explain:

[JYesi/INo

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? >5 feet

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site?
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %

[JYesl/]No

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: Urban fill 85 2,
RhE 15 %
%

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: 3+/- feet

e. Drainage status of project site soils:[_] Well Drained: 15 % of site
[ Moderately Well Drained: % of site
[] Poorly Drained 85 % of site

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: /] 0-10%: 85 % of site
1 10-15%: 15 % of site
[1 15% or greater: % of site

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site?
If Yes, describe:

[dYesINo

h. Surface water features.

i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers,

ponds or lakes)?

ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site?
If Yes to either i or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.i.
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal,

state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
e  Streams: Name Classification

MIYes[INo
MYes[JNo

MlYes[INo

Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification

°
®  Wetlands: Name Federal Waters Approximate Size
®  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC)

V. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NY'S water quality-impaired

waterbodies?

If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:

dYes/INo

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway?

V1lYes[INo

j- Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain?

MYes[INo

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain?

VIYes[INo

1. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer?
If Yes:

i. Name of aquifer: Principal Aquifer

MYes[INo
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? [dYes/INo
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation:
iii. Extent of community/habitat:
e Currently: acres
e Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  Gain or loss (indicate + or -): acres
0. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as ] Yes[[]No

endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of LYesiINo
special concern?

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? [C1Yes/INo

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

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

a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to [Yes/No
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?

If Yes, provide county plus district name/number:

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? [dYes[[INo
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National [dYesINo
Natural Landmark?

If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark: [1 Biological Community [ Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? 1Yes[INo

If Yes:
i. CEA name: County & State Park Lands, Hudson River

ii. Basis for designation: Exceptional or unique character

iii. Designating agency and date: Date:1-31-90, Agency:Westchester County
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district W Yes[INo
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NY'S Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on, the
State or National Register of Historic Places?
If Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: []Archaeological Site [VIHistoric Building or District
ii. Name: Philipsburg Manor

iii. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for V1Yes[[INo
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? CJYesi/INo
If Yes:
i. Describe possible resource(s):

ii. Basis for identification:

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local CdYes/INo
scenic or aesthetic resource?

If Yes:
i. Identify resource:

ii. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,
etc.):

iii. Distance between project and resource: miles.
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers CJYesiINo
Program 6 NYCRR 666?
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 666? [IYes[INo

F. Additional Information
Attach any additional information which may be needed to clarify your project.

If you have identified any adverse impacts which could be associated with your proposal, please describe those impacts plus any
measures which you propose to avoid or minimize them.

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

Applicant/Sponsor Name Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC Date 10/26/15

LQ/@Z_ Title Planning Consultant to the LDC

Signature
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EAF Mapper Summary Report Monday, October 26, 2015 8:57 AM

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

B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area] Yes
B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area] Yes

C.2.b. [Special Planning District] Yes - Digital mapping data are not available for all Special Planning Districts.
Refer to EAF Workbook.

C.2.b. [Special Planning District - Name] Remediaton Sites:C360070B

E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Yes - Digital mapping data for Spills Incidents are not available for this
Potential Contamination History] location. Refer to EAF Workbook.

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Yes

Listed]

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Yes

Environmental Site Remediation Database]

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - C360070B

DEC ID Number]

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

E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation 546031 , C360064 , 360084, 360011 , C360070B, C360070
Site - DEC ID]

E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features] No

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

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

E.2.h.iii [Surface Water Features] Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and

waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.
E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands Federal Waters

Name]

E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies] No
E.2.i. [Floodway] Yes
E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain] Yes

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report 1



E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain] Yes

E.2.I. [Aquifers] Yes
E.2.1. [Aquifer Names] Principal Aquifer
E.2.n. [Natural Communities] No

E.2.0. [Endangered or Threatened Species] Yes

E.2.p. [Rare Plants or Animals] No
E.3.a. [Agricultural District] No
E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark] No
E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area] Yes

E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area - Name]  County & State Park Lands, Hudson River

E.3.d.ii [Critical Environmental Area - Exceptional or unique character
Reason]

E.3.d.iii [Critical Environmental Area — Date Date:1-31-90, Agency:Westchester County
and Agency]

E.3.e. [National Register of Historic Places] Yes - Digital mapping data for archaeological site boundaries are not
available. Refer to EAF Workbook.

E.3.e.ii [National Register of Historic Places - Philipsburg Manor

Name]
E.3.f. [Archeological Sites] Yes
E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor] No

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



Westchester County GIS :: Tax Parcel Maps
EAST PARCEL LOCATION MAP

VILLAGE OF SLEEPY HOLLOW
Tax Parcel Maps

Address: EAST PARCEL
Print Key: 01/115.11-1-2 SBL: 11501100010020000000

Disclaimer:

This tax parcel map is provided as a public service to Westchester County residents for general
information and planning purposes only, and should not be relied upon as a sole informational
source. The County of Westchester hereby disclaims any liability from the use of this GIS mapping
system by any person or entity. Tax parcel boundaries represent approximate property line location
and should NOT be interpreted as or used in lieu of a survey or property boundary description.
Property descriptions must be obtained from surveys or deeds. For more information please contact
the assessor’s office of the municipality.

http://giswww.westchestergov.com/taxmaps/layout.aspx?r=SLH211945 10/26/2015



10/26/15
Scoping Document

EAST PARCEL REDEVELOPMENT
CONTINENTAL STREET, VILLAGE OF SLEEPY HOLLOW, WESTCHESTER COUNTY
NEW YORK

DRAFT ENVIRONMETAL IMPACT

STATEMENT (DEIS)
Name of Project: East Parcel Redevelopment
Project Location: East side of the Metro-North rail lines, south side of the Pocantico River,

west of Continental Street and north of Barnhart Park
SEQRA Classification: Type 1
Lead Agency: Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation
28 Beekman Avenue
Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591
Lead Agency Contact: David Schroedel, Chairman

Scoping Distribution: Interested and Involved Agencies

Adoption by
Lead Agency: Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC



Prepared Pursuant To 6NYCRR 617.8
October 26, 2015

This document identifies the issues to be addressed in a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the proposed special permit and riverfront development concept plan approval for
proposed improvements on certain properties formerly part of the General Motors North
Tarrytown Assembly Plant site known as the East Parcel. The Village of Sleepy Hollow Code
requires a proposal for a riverfront development concept plan to prepare a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). Accordingly, this Scoping Document addresses the items identified in
paragraphs (f)(1) through (7) of Section 617.8 of the State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) Regulations.

The project site is approximately 28.74 acres and is located east of the Metro-North rail lines, south
of the Pocantico River, West of the Continental Street/Kendal Avenue Extension and Elm Street
and north of Barnhart Park and Beekman Avenue. Access to the site would be from Continental

Street and a new proposed overpass connecting the East and West Parcels.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action is the granting of a special permit and riverfront development concept plan
pursuant to Section 450, Article IV of the Sleepy Hollow Code for portions of the East Parcel.
Improvements include the following:

e Construction of a new DPW Facility;

e Construction of new bus repair garage for the Tarrytown UFSD;

e Construction of an overpass connecting the East and West Parcels

e Construction of new recreation facilities to serve the Village; and

e Construction of new parking facilities.



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT CONTENT

Introductory Material - Cover Sheet that includes:

A.
B.
C.

D.

T aomm

p—

ZZ R

Title (i.e., Draft Environmental Impact Statement)

Identification of the Proposed Action, including name and Location
Identification of the Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation as
the Lead Agency for the Project

The following contact information:

David Schroedel, Chairman

Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC

28 Beekman Avenue

Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Date submitted and any revision dates

Date of acceptance of the DEIS

Deadline by which comments on the DEIS are due

Name and address of Sponsor of Proposed Action, and the name, address and
email address for a contact person representing the Sponsor

The name and address of the primary preparer(s) of the DEIS and a list of
consultants involved with the Project for the Applicant

List of Consultant involved with the Project for the Village

Table of Contents

List of Exhibits

List of Tables

List of Appendices

Executive Summary

The summary should provide the reader with a clear and cogent understanding of the
information found elsewhere in the main body of the DEIS and should be organized as
follows:

A.

monw

Brief but complete description of the Proposed Action, including Site history and
background leading to the proposed development and anticipated build year.
Listing of required approvals and permits.

List of Involved and Interested Agencies.

Brief Description of Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures.
Brief Description of Alternatives to the Proposed Action.

Il. Description of Proposed Action

moaw>

Project Location (including appropriate descriptive graphics).

Description of Site's existing character.

Description of existing Site features.

Description of surrounding land use

Project description, including general building locations, square footages, arrangements,
dimensions, height, general character, architecture, recreational spaces and amentities,



access, off-street parking and traffic circulation, site infrastructure, internal traffic
circulation, associated site improvements, lighting, description of views from and to
Site, connection to surrounding neighborhoods.

General description of utilities and stormwater management.

Construction scheduling, including any phasing and description of project
construction, including site preparation (remediation, erosion and sedimentation
controls and earthwork).

H. Purpose, need and benefits of the Proposed Action.

Q=

I1l1. Required Permits and Approvals, Involved and Interested Agencies
A. Listing of all Village, County, State and federal permits and approvals that may be
required to implement the Project.
B. Listing of all Involved Agencies.
C. Listing of all Interested Agencies.

IV. Existing Environmental Conditions, Anticipated Impacts and Proposed
Mitigation

For the specific issues identified in this Scope, the DEIS should provide a topic-by-
topic analysis of existing environmental conditions, future conditions without the
Project, potential impacts of the Project, and potential measures to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts. Where relevant, cumulative impacts should be discussed,
including both on-Site and off-Site impacts. The identification of potential
mitigation measures in this Scope is illustrative only and not intended to be all-
inclusive or specifically required. Where mitigation is identified, the DEIS
should discuss any adverse impacts associated with and approvals required for
any such measures and identify the entity responsible for implementing any such
improvements and the funding therefor.

A. Land Use and Zoning

1. Existing Conditions
a. Document existing land use within % mile of the subject site
b. Document existing zoning controls within % mile of the
subject site
2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation (if needed)
a. Consistency with the Village Local Waterfront Revitalization
Program
B. Visual Resources
1. Existing Conditions
a. Document the visual character of the Site and the immediately
surrounding area through photographs, cross sections and
narrative.
2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation
a. Preparation of conceptual level graphics to illustrate proposed

building design with use of cross sections and precedent analysis.



b.

Preparation of conceptual landscape plan

C. Stormwater Management
1. Existing Conditions

a. Including a description of local drainage patterns and their
relationship to the Site. Stormwater flow peak rates of runoff
would be provided for 1-, 2-, 10-, 25-, 50- and 100-year storm
events as required by Village and NYSDEC Phase II regulations.

b. Determine discharge points of existing stormwater runoff

c. Provide depth to ground water based on soil survey data

d. Evaluation of floodplain mapping

2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation

a. Provide stormwater runoff quanity (the rate of stormwater runoff
and peak discharge rates for the 1, 2, 10, 25, 50 and 100 year storm
resulting from the proposed conditons

b. Incorporation of green design and low impact development
techniques to mitigate potential stormwater impact.

D. Traffic and Transportation
1. Existing Conditions

a. Evaluation of the following roadways (roadway condition, width,
geometry, on street parking):
- Continental Street
- Kendall Avenue
- Howard Street
- Pocantico Street

b. Evaluation of the following intersections using standard traffic
engineering methodology for determining level of service:
- Continental Street/Kendall Avenue
- Continental Street/Pleasant Street
- Continental Street/Pocantico Street
- Pocantico Street/ Route 9

2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation
a. Future traffic conditions without the Project
b. Future traffic conditions with the Project
E. Natural Resources

I. Existing and No-Build Conditions

a.

b.

Describe topography, soil conditions, surficial geology and ecological
communities or significant habitat areas, if any.

Review Phase 1 Environmental Assessment and other appropriate
documents prepared as part of the previous environmental review
(Lighthouse Landing).



2. Anticipated Impacts

a. Identify and quantify soil and vegetation disturbance and slope
impacts.
b. Identify amount of impervious surface creation.
C. Describe required earthwork.
d. Describe construction methods.
e. Describe any hazardous materials issues.
3. Proposed Mitigation Measures (as applicable)
a. Describe proposed soil erosion and sediment control plan.
b. Describe landscaping plan.
F. Cultural Resources
1. Existing Conditions
a. Conduct and describe results of Stage 1A literature review and
archaeology sensitivity assessment. Include any sites in the area
that are listed or eligible for listing on the State or National
Register of historic Places.
2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures (as applicable)
a. Discuss potential impacts on historic or archaeological resources.
G. Construction
1. Existing Conditions
a. Description of existing soil types and subsurface conditions based
upon soil survey information and documentation prepared as part
of the EIS for Lighthouse Landing
2. Potential Impacts
a. Site Preparation including scarification
b. Delivery of materials
C. Construction Traffic
d. Construction Phasing and staging
e. Dust and noise impacts
f. Days and times of construction

3. Anticipated Mitigation

a.

oo

General description of standard best construction management
practices that avoid or mitigate potential impacts.

Erosion and sediment control plan.

Mitigation for any contaminated soil, if any.

Describe compliance with any applicable local laws or regulations



V. ALTERNATIVES

A. No Action
B. Alternative Layouts
C. Alternative Uses

VI. ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED
IF THE PROJECT IS IMPLEMENTED

Where significant environmental impacts of the Proposed Action cannot be mitigated these
shall be described as unavoidable adverse impacts and identified in this section. Impacts
may be both short- term (construction-related) and long-term in nature.

VIl. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

This section shall assess the natural and human resources that would be consumed,
converted or made unavailable for future use if the Proposed Action is implemented.

VIIl. GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

This section shall assess and analyze, together with the impacts of the Proposed Action,
whether additional off-site growth would be stimulated, where this growth would occur
and the type and magnitude of growth anticipated.

IX. EFFECTS ON THE USE AND CONSERVATION OF ENERGY RESOURCES

This section shall address the energy resources to be used if the Proposed Action is
implemented, the anticipated levels of consumption, and ways to reduce energy
consumption or improve energy efficiency. Topics to be addressed shall include
features of proposed and/or modified buildings that reflect the use of "green/low-
impact" or sustainable building methods and/or technologies.

X.  APPENDICES



Date: December 7, 2015

RESOLUTION OF THE SLEEPY HOLLOW LOCAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
DECLARING ITSELF LEAD AGENCY FOR PURPOSES OF THE STATE ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY REVIEW ACT WITH RESPECT TO
REDEVELOPMENT OF THE “EAST PARCEL” (AS DEFINED HEREIN) AND SCHEDULING A
PUBLIC SCOPING SESSION

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow has approved various applications submitted by
Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest in the former General Motors North

Tarrytown Assembly Plant property (the GM Property) for redevelopment of the GM Property; and

WHEREAS, as part of the application processes and previous decisions and agreements between
the Village of Sleepy Hollow and Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest, a
portion of the GM property known as the East Parcel (Section 115.11 Block 1 Lot 2 and Section 115.11
Block 1 Lot 85, generally the terminus of Continental Street) was to be conveyed to the Village of Sleepy

Hollow or its designee; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow, as part of the environmental review for redevelopment
of the GM Property, considered at a conceptual level redevelopment of the East Parcel for certain
community related uses such as a new Department of Public Works facility, bus repair garage, overpass
connecting the East Parcel and with other GM Property known as the West Parcel, recreation facilities,

and parking resources; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow established the Sleepy Hollow Local Development
Corporation (the LDC) as a not-for-profit local development corporation with purposes and powers that
include constructing, acquiring, rehabilitating for use by others, assisting financially with the
construction, acquisition, rehabilitation and improvement, and maintaining and/or leasing facilities on its

behalf or for others within the Village of Sleepy Hollow; and
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WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow designated the LDC to receive the conveyance and

take ownership of the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC, as the Village’s designee, acquired ownership of the East Parcel on
December 22, 2014 and desires to undertake improvement on the East Parcel for the betterment of the

Village of Sleepy Hollow and its residents; and

WHEREAS, the LDC prepared a conceptual level plan that will be used as a basis for developing
a Riverfront Development Concept Plan (RDCP) for the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC is considering the following improvements as part the RDCP for the East
Parcel: construction of a new Department of Public Works facility; construction of a new bus garage
repair facility for the Tarrytown Union Free School District; construction of new recreation facilities;
construction of new parking; and construction of a new overpass connecting the West and East Parcels

(collectively the Proposed Action); and

WHEREAS, on October 26, 2015, the LDC adopted a resolution declaring its intent to act as lead
agency and coordinate the environmental review of the Proposed Action under the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (collectively, SEQRA Review), as codified pursuant to the
Environmental Conservation Law of the State of New York (SEQRA), and did cause to be circulated a
notice of intent to a list of potential involved agencies, interested agencies and other agencies of interest

and did provide them with an opportunity to respond; and

WHEREAS, the LDC received correspondence from Westchester County, New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation, Westchester County, the New York State Department of
Transportation, the New York State Historic Preservation Office, Historic Hudson Valley, and the Village
of Tarrytown, none of which objected to the LDC acting as Lead Agency for purposes of the SEQRA

Review, and no other agency responded;
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as follows:

Section 1. The LDC, as a “local authority” as defined within Section 2 of the Public
Authorities Law, and an “Agency” as defined pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 617.2 (¢) and (v), hereby
declares itself Lead Agency for the SEQRA Review relating to the Proposed Action.

Section 2. Pursuant to Section 450-15.B(3) of the Village Code, the LDC shall cause to be
and hereby authorizes a Draft Environmental Impact Statement to be prepared in connection with the

SEQRA Review.

Section 3. The LDC previously prepared Part 1 of a Long Environmental Assessment Form
on the Proposed Action (EAF Part 1) and a preliminary Scoping Outline on the Proposed Action and
SEQRA Review for distribution to all interested and involved agencies for their review and input and
contemplates conducting a public scoping session on the Proposed Action (the “Scoping Session”) on
December 21, 2015 at 7:00 PM at Village Hall, 28 Beekman Avenue, Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591 where
all members of the public will be provided an opportunity to be heard, and the LDC hereby authorizes
and directs the scheduling, notice, and conduct of the Scoping Session at that time and place, with any
comment or correspondence on the proposed Scoping Outline to be provided to the LDC, as Lead
Agency, no later than 7:30 PM January 4, 2016, or any later date that the LDC may fix at the Scoping
Session, and directed to Anthony Giaccio, Village Administrator, Village Hall, 28 Beekman Avenue,

Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591 or email at agiaccio@villageofsleepyhollowny.org.

Section 4. These resolutions shall take effect immediately.
Moved: Teresa Oeste Seconded: Michael Dawley
Vote: 5-0 Date: December 7, 2015
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Meeting Date: 01/04/2016
Resolution #: 01/01/2016

RESOLUTION OF THE SLEEPY HOLLOW LOCAL DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION ADOPTING SCOPING OUTLINE FOR THE PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE
REDEVELOPMENT OF THE “EAST PARCEL” (AS DEFINED HEREIN)

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow has approved various applications
submitted by Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest in the
former General Motors North Tarrytown Assembly Plant property (the GM Property) for
redevelopment of the GM Property; and

WHEREAS, as part of the application processes and previous decisions and
agreements between the Village of Sleepy Hollow and Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC
and its predecessors in interest, a portion of the GM property known as the East Parcel
(Section 115.11 Block 1 Lot 2 and Section 115.11 Block 1 Lot 85, generally the terminus
of Continental Street) was to be conveyed to the Village of Sleepy Hollow or its designee;
and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow, as part of the environmental review for
redevelopment of the GM Property, considered at a conceptual level redevelopment of the
East Parcel for certain community related uses such as a new Department of Public Works
facility, bus repair garage, overpass connecting the East Parcel with other GM Property
known as the West Parcel, recreation facilities, and parking resources (the Proposed
Action); and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow established the Sleepy Hollow Local
Development Corporation (the LDC) as a not-for-profit local development corporation
with purposes and powers that include constructing, acquiring, rehabilitating for use by
others, assisting financially with the construction, acquisition, rehabilitation and
improvement, and maintaining and/or leasing facilities on its behalf or for others within
the Village of Sleepy Hollow; and

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow designated the LDC to receive the
conveyance and take ownership of the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC, as the Village’s designee, acquired ownership of the East
Parcel on December 22, 2014 and desires to undertake improvement on the East Parcel
for the betterment of the Village of Sleepy Hollow and its residents; and

WHEREAS, the LDC prepared a conceptual level plan that will be used as a basis
for developing a Riverfront Development Concept Plan (RDCP) for the East Parcel; and
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WHEREAS, the LDC previously prepared Part1 of a Long Environmental
Assessment Form on the Proposed Action (EAF Part 1) and a preliminary Scoping Outline
on the Proposed Action and SEQRA Review for distribution along with the conceptual
level plan, to all interested and involved agencies for their review and input, published the
notice of the scoping session in the Environmental Notice Bulletin and held a public
scoping session on the Proposed Action (the “Scoping Session”) on December 21, 2015
at 7:00 PM at Village Hall, 28 Beekman Avenue, Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591 where all
members of the public were provided an opportunity to be heard; and

WHEREAS, the LDC did close the public scoping session on December 21, 2015
but allowed for additional time so that written comments could be submitted to the LDC
no later than 5:00 PM January 4, 2016; and,

WHEREAS, to date comments have been received from the Tarrytown Union Free
School District in email correspondence dated December 9, 2015, Historic Hudson Valley
in correspondence dated December 31, 2015 and Divney Tung Schwalbe in
correspondence dated January 4, 2016; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, as follows:

Section 1. Based on the comments provided at the Public Scoping Session and
those submitted in writing to date, the LDC, acting as Lead Agency, has revised the initial
scoping outline to reflect the substantive comments submitted and does hereby adopt the

amended Scoping Outline.

Section 2. A copy of the amended scoping outline shall be placed on the Village
of Sleepy Hollow Web-site for public review.

Section 3. These resolutions shall take effect immediately.

Moved: Director Wray Seconded: Director Scarpati Vote: 5-0

Page 2 of 2
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RESOLUTION

The meeting of the Directors of the Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation was
convened on January ___, 2016, at p.m.

The following resolution was duly offered and seconded, to wit:
Resolution No. 1- _ -2016

RESOLUTION APPROVING SEGMENTATION AND MAKING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION
PURSUANT TO THE STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT WITH RESPECT TO
THE “EAST PARCEL” (AS DEFINED HEREIN) FILLING OPERATIONS AND SITE
PREPARATION PERMIT APPLICATION

WHEREAS, the Village of Sleepy Hollow (Village) has approved various applications submitted
by Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest in the former General Motors
North Tarrytown Assembly Plant property (GM Property) for redevelopment of the GM Property; and

WHEREAS, as part of the application processes and previous decisions and agreements between
the Village and Lighthouse Landing Ventures, LLC and its predecessors in interest, a portion of the GM
Property known as the East Parcel (Section 115.11, Block 1, Lot 2 and Section 115.11, Block 1, Lot 85,
generally the terminus of Continental Street) was to be conveyed to the Village or its designee; and

WHEREAS, the Village, as part of the environmental review for redevelopment of the GM
Property, considered at a conceptual level redevelopment of the East Parcel for certain community
related uses such as a new Department of Public Works facility, bus repair garage, overpass connecting
the East Parcel with other GM Property known as the West Parcel and now known as Edge-on-Hudson,
recreation facilities, and parking resources; and

WHEREAS, the Village established the Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation (LDC)
as a not-for-profit local development corporation with purposes and powers that include constructing,
acquiring, rehabilitating for use by others, assisting financially with the construction, acquisition,
rehabilitation and improvement, and maintaining and/or leasing facilities on its behaf or for others
within the Village; and

WHEREAS, the Village designated the LDC to receive the conveyance and take ownership of
the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC, as the Village's designee, acquired ownership of the East Parcel on

December 22, 2014, and desires to undertake improvement on the East Parcel for the betterment of the
Village and its residents; and

{00673999.DOC.} 1-
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WHEREAS, the LDC prepared a conceptual level plan that will be used as a basis for devel oping
aRiverfront Development Concept Plan (RDCP) for the East Parcel; and

WHEREAS, the LDC is considering the following improvements as part the RDCP for the East
Parcel: construction of a new Village Department of Public Works facility, construction of a new bus
garage repair facility for the Tarrytown Union Free School District, construction of new Village
recreation facilities, construction of new parking, and construction of a new overpass connecting the
East Parcel with the West Parcel now known as Edge-on-Hudson (collectively, Proposed Action); and

WHEREAS, the Proposed Action will require preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
under the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act as codified in the Environmental
Conservation Law of the State of New York (SEQRA) pursuant to Sleepy Hollow Village Code
Section 450-15.B(3); and

WHEREAS, on October 26, 2015, the LDC adopted a resolution declaring its intent to act as
lead agency and coordinate the environmental review of the Proposed Action under SEQRA
(collectively, SEQRA Review) and caused to be circulated a notice of intent to a list of potential
involved agencies, interested agencies, and other agencies of interest and provided them with an
opportunity to respond; and

WHEREAS, on December 7, 2015, the LDC became lead agency for SEQRA Review of the
Proposed Action (Lead Agency); and

WHEREAS, on January 4, 2016, the LDC as Lead Agency adopted a Scoping Outline for
SEQRA Review of the Proposed Action; and

WHEREAS, the East Parcel currently consists of bituminous pavement and concrete parking
surfaces, vegetated strips and hillsides between pavement and the property lines, a closed bituminous
ramp and viaduct bridge, vegetated open and closed drainage ditch system, and rail sidings within gravel
bedding with bituminous and concrete access strips; and

WHEREAS, the East Parcdl is subject to a Site Management Plan prepared as an element of the
remedial program at the GM Property under the New York State Brownfield Cleanup Program
administered by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) dated
December 2013 (Site Management Plan); and

WHEREAS, the Site Management Plan requires fina barrier cap system throughout the East
Parcel consisting of either or a combination of two foot thick soil cover for landscaped or naturally
vegetated areas, pavement (or similar hard surfaces) over non-vegetated areas, and/or permanent
buildings or similar structures; and

WHEREAS, a portion of the East Parcel islocated in an area currently designated as a floodplain
and other portions of the East Parcel are located in an area currently designated as a floodway, and as a
result thereof, any development of the East Parcel will require raising the existing grade by a minimum
of fivefeet in order to properly protect proposed improvements; and
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WHEREAS, the LDC has identified a source of the needed fill material from a location in the
City of Yonkers under control of Sprain Road Associates (Fill Provider) which is under a NYSDEC
Consent Order to remove the material from the Y onkers site and which as a result thereof is being made
available to the LDC on the East Parcel free of charge; and

WHEREAS, NYSDEC considered the LDC's use on the East Parcel of fill from the Fill
Provider’s Y onkers site, and by electronic message dated November 20, 2015, NY SDEC approved the
same pursuant to the Site Management Plan, subject to certain conditions with which the LDC will
comply; and

WHEREAS, at a meeting of the Sleepy Hollow Village Planning Board (Planning Board) on
November 19, 2015, LDC representatives made a preliminary presentation on the specifics of the
proposed fill material, its location, and issues related to its condition and need for removal; and,

WHEREAS, on or about November 30, 2015, the LDC submitted to the Planning Board (i) an
application pursuant to Sleepy Hollow Village Code Chapter 190, Excavation, Filling and Topsoil
Removal for a Filling Operations Permit to import by the Fill Provider from its Yonkers site
approximately 100,000 cubic yards of fill onto the East Parcel and make certain improvements in
connection therewith, including the erection of construction trailers and security gates and cameras (Fill
Permit), (ii) a Short Environmental Assessment Form on the work to be done under the Fill Permit, (ii) a
Construction Management Plan on work to be done under the Fill Permit, (iii) a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan on work to be done under the Fill Permit, (v) a Filling Operations and Site preparation
Plan on work to be done under the Fill Permit, and (vi) a Floodplain Development Permit Application on
work to be done under the Fill Permit (collectively, Fill Application); and

WHEREAS, at a meeting of the Planning Board on December 10, 2015, representatives of the
LDC discussed with the Planning Board the details of the work to be done under the Fill Permit,
including the use of proposed construction related equipment, proposed routing of materials, and erosion
control; and

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2015, representatives of the Fill Provider conducted a
demonstration of a rock crushing machine on the East Parcel at which time noise measurements were
taken from various locations on the East Parcel and in the surrounding neighborhood; and

WHEREAS, on January 6, 2016, representatives of the Fill Provider conducted a demonstration
of a rock breaking machine on the East Parcel at which time noise measurements were taken from
various locations on the East Parcel and in the surrounding neighborhood; and

WHEREAS, at a meeting of the Planning Board on December 17, 2015, the Planning Board
opened a Public Hearing on the Fill Application; and

WHEREAS, no potentially significant adverse environmental impacts are identified in the Short
Environmental Assessment Form submitted to the Planning Board as part of the Fill Application;
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NOW THEREFORE, pursuant to Part 617 of Title6 of the New York Code of Rules and
Regulations, beit:

RESOLVED, that the LDC as Lead Agency finds and determines that:

1 The Fill Permit and work contemplated under the Fill Permit will not commit the LDC or
the Village to undertake or approve any future devel opment of the East Parcel.

2. Any future development of the East Parcel beyond the work contemplated under the Fill
Permit will require full environmental review, including the preparation of an
Environmenta Impact Statement.

3. The Fill Permit and work contemplated under the Fill Permit will not restrict the ability
of the LDC or the Village in the future to consider alternatives to the Proposed Action
and/or any mitigation in connection with the Proposed Action or any other action that
otherwise would be available in connection with development of the East Parcel.

4, The Fill Permit and work of the sort contemplated under the Fill Permit will be required
under the NYSDEC Site Management Plan and the Village Floodplain Devel opment
Regulations for any further improvement or development of the East Parcel.

5. The Fill Permit and work contemplated under the Fill Permit have utility and importance
independent of the Proposed Action.

6. Segmentation and consideration of the Fill Application separate from the SEQRA
Review of the Proposed Action will be no less protective of the environment than
consideration of the Fill Application as part of the SEQRA Review of the Proposed
Action.

RESOLVED, that the LDC as Lead Agency determines that segmentation and consideration of
the Fill Application separate from the SEQRA Review of the Proposed Action is permissible pursuant to
6 N.Y.C.R.R. 8617.3(g)(1) for the reasons set forth.

RESOLVED, that after preparation and review of the Short Environmental Assessment Form
and other material submitted to the Planning Board as part of the Fill Application, the LDC as Lead
Agency determines that the Fill Permit and work contemplated under the Fill Permit are consistent with
the environmental review and Findings made by the Village Board of Trustees as part of the
environmental review for redevelopment of the GM Property and reaffirms the Village Board of
Trustees determination that work of the sort contemplated under the Fill Permit as called for by the
Village Floodplain Development Regulations and the NY SDEC Site Management Plan meet the goals
and policies presented in the Village's Local Waterfront Development Program, and that the Fill Permit
and work contemplated under the Fill Permit will not have any significant adverse environmental impact
under the criteriaset forthin 6 N.Y.C.R.R. §617.7.

RESOLVED, that the either the Chairman of the Board of Directors and the Executive Director
of the LDC is authorized and directed to prepare and file a negative declaration for the Fill Permit and
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work contemplated under the Fill Permit under 6 N.Y.C.R.R. 8617.12 in accordance with and to the
extent required by law.

On motion duly made by Director and seconded by Director :
the foregoing resol ution was placed before the Board of Directors of the Corporation:

Yea Nay Abstain Absent

David Schroedel
Kenneth Wray
Anthony J. Scarpati
Michael Dawley
Teresa Oeste-Villaviga
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Scoping Document

EAST PARCEL REDEVELOPMENT
CONTINENTAL STREET, VILLAGE OF SLEEPY HOLLOW, WESTCHESTER COUNTY
NEW YORK

DRAFT ENVIRONMETAL IMPACT

STATEMENT (DEIS)
Name of Project: East Parcel Redevelopment
Project Location: East side of the Metro-North rail lines, south side of the Pocantico River,

west of Continental Street and north of Barnhart Park
SEQRA Classification: Type 1
Lead Agency: Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation
28 Beekman Avenue
Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591
Lead Agency Contact: David Schroedel, Chairman

Scoping Distribution: Interested and Involved Agencies

Adoption by
Lead Agency: Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC



Prepared Pursuant To 6NYCRR 617.8
December 7, 2015, Revised January 4, 2016

This document identifies the issues to be addressed in a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the proposed special permit and riverfront development concept plan approval for
proposed improvements on certain properties formerly part of the General Motors North
Tarrytown Assembly Plant site known as the East Parcel. The Village of Sleepy Hollow Code
requires a proposal for a riverfront development concept plan to prepare a Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). Accordingly, this Scoping Document addresses the items identified in
paragraphs (f)(1) through (7) of Section 617.8 of the State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) Regulations.

The project site is approximately 28.74 acres and is located east of the Metro-North rail lines, south
of the Pocantico River, West of the Continental Street/Kendal Avenue Extension and Elm Street
and north of Barnhart Park and Beekman Avenue. Access to the site would be from Continental
Street and possibly a new proposed overpass connecting the East and West Parcels (the West

Parcel also known as Edge on Hudson).

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Proposed Action is the granting of a special permit and riverfront development concept plan
pursuant to Section 450, Article IV of the Sleepy Hollow Code for portions of the East Parcel.
Improvements include the following, hereinafter, the Project:

e Construction of a new DPW Facility;

e Construction of new bus repair garage for the Tarrytown UFSD at an estimated 3,800

square feet as illustrated on the 2005 Richard Daley 2005 East Side Master Plan;
e Construction of an overpass connecting the East and West Parcels
e Construction of new recreation facilities to serve the Village; and

e Construction of new parking facilities.



ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT CONTENT

Introductory Material - Cover Sheet that includes:

A.

B.
C.

D.

= omm

[l

Zzo R

Title (i.e., Draft Environmental Impact Statement)

Identification of the Proposed Action, including name and Location
Identification of the Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation as
the Lead Agency for the Project

The following contact information:

David Schroedel, Chairman

Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC

28 Beekman Avenue

Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Date submitted and any revision dates

Date of acceptance of the DEIS

Deadline by which comments on the DEIS are due

Name and address of Sponsor of Proposed Action, and the name, address and
email address for a contact person representing the Sponsor

The name and address of the primary preparer(s) of the DEIS and a list of
consultants involved with the Project for the Applicant

List of Consultant involved with the Project for the Village

Table of Contents

List of Exhibits

List of Tables

List of Appendices

Executive Summary

The summary should provide the reader with a clear and cogent understanding of the
information found elsewhere in the main body of the DEIS and should be organized as

follows:

A.

moaw

Brief but complete description of the Proposed Action, including Site history and
background leading to the proposed development and anticipated build year.
Description of the historical planning background for redevelopment of the East

Parcel.

Listing of required approvals and permits.

List of Involved and Interested Agencies.

Brief Description of Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures.
Brief Description of Alternatives to the Proposed Action.

Description of Proposed Action

A.
B.
C.

Project Location (including appropriate descriptive graphics).
Description of Site's existing character including noise.
Description of existing Site features.



o

Description of surrounding land use

E. Project description, including general building locations, square footages, arrangements,
dimensions, height, general character, architecture, recreational spaces and amenities,
access, off-street parking and traffic circulation including potential modifications to
existing roadways, site infrastructure, internal traffic circulation, associated site
improvements, lighting, description of views from and to Site, connection to
surrounding neighborhoods including the proposed overpass connecting the West
and East Parcels. Description of proposed parking resources including projected
number of spaces, and possible cooperative agreement for use of parking facilities
by Philipsburg Manor Restoration.

F. General description of utilities, including the Westchester County trunk sewer
line and stormwater management.

G. Construction scheduling, including any phasing and description of project
construction, including site preparation (remediation, erosion and sedimentation
controls and earthwork).

H. Purpose, need and benefits of the Proposed Action.

I11. Required Permits and Approvals, Involved and Interested Agencies
A. Listing of all Village, County, State and federal permits and approvals that may be
required to implement the Project, including anticipated sequencing of approvals.
B. Listing of all Involved Agencies.
C. Listing of all Interested Agencies.

IV. Existing Environmental Conditions, Anticipated Impacts and Proposed
Mitigation

For the specific issues identified in this Scope, the DEIS should provide a topic-by-
topic analysis of existing environmental conditions, future conditions without the
Project, potential impacts of the Project, and potential measures to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts. Where relevant, cumulative impacts should be discussed,
including both on-Site and off-Site impacts. The identification of potential
mitigation measures in this Scope is illustrative only and not intended to be all-
inclusive or specifically required. Where mitigation is identified, the DEIS
should discuss any adverse impacts associated with and approvals required for
any such measures and identify the entity responsible for implementing any such
improvements and the funding therefor.

A. Land Use and Zoning

1. Existing Conditions
a. Document existing land use within % mile of the subject site,
including the Philipsburg Manor Restoration site.
b. Document existing zoning controls within %4 mile of the
subject site
C. Document prior planning studies prepared by the Village and

others for the East Parcel
2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation (if needed)



a. Consistency with the Village Local Waterfront Revitalization

Program
b. Relationship to Approved Projects within the RF District
B. Visual Resources
1. Existing Conditions
a. Document the visual character of the Site and the immediately

surrounding area through photographs, cross sections and
narrative. Selected areas to include western property line of the
Philipsburg Manor Restoration site, the Manor House and the Mill

Pond Bridge.
2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation
a. Preparation of conceptual level graphics to illustrate proposed

building design, roadway configurations and overpass with use of
cross sections and precedent analysis.

b. Preparation of conceptual landscape plan including a general
discussion of potential visual buffering and screening from
surrounding uses.

C. Consideration of effects of site lighting and photometrics.

C. Stormwater Management
1.  Existing Conditions
a. Including a description of local drainage patterns and their

relationship to the Site. Stormwater flow peak rates of runoff
would be provided for 1-, 2-, 10-, 25-, 50- and 100-year storm
events as required by Village and NYSDEC Phase II regulations.
General discussion of historical flooding events on the East Parcel
and their relationship, if any, to stormwater management analysis

b. Determine discharge points of existing stormwater runoff

c. Provide depth to ground water based on soil survey data

d. Evaluation of floodplain mapping

e. Evaluation of the Proposed Action and the applicability of the
Community Risk and Resiliency Act and 6 NYCRR Part 490,
Projected Sea Level Rise, as applicable.

2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation
a. Provide stormwater runoff quantity (the rate of stormwater runoff

and peak discharge rates for the 1, 2, 10, 25, 50 and 100 year storm
resulting from the proposed conditions

b. Site design and its relationship to Chapter 220 of the Village Code,
Flood Damage Prevention and its relationship to local floodway
and flooding conditions and surrounding properties including
DeVries Park and the Philipsburg Manor Restoration.

c. Incorporation of green design and low impact development
techniques to mitigate potential stormwater impact.



D. Traffic and Transportation
1. Existing Conditions

a.

b.

lmz)

Existing site access including Viaduct and Continental Street

Evaluation of the following roadways (roadway condition, width,
geometry, on street parking):

- Continental Street

- Kendall Avenue

- Howard Street

- Pocantico Street

Evaluation of the following intersections using standard traffic
engineering methodology for determining level of service:

- Continental Street/Kendall Avenue

- Continental Street/Pleasant Street

- Continental Street/Pocantico Street

- Pocantico Street/ Route 9

Evaluation of existing pedestrian and other means of non-
motorized access to the East Parcel from surrounding properties
including Barnhart Park

Conduct automatic data recording along Continental Street
Parking

Description and evaluation of existing viaduct from Beekman
Avenue

2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation

a.

°opo o

f.

Future Site access including proposed Overpass and Continental
Street

Future traffic conditions without the Project

Future traffic conditions with the Project

Future pedestrian conditions with and without the Project
Proposed Parking Resources and any operational characteristics of
shared use of parking.

Disposition of existing viaduct

E. Natural Resources
1. Existing and No-Build Conditions

a.

b.

C.

Describe topography, soil conditions, surficial geology and ecological
communities or significant habitat areas, if any.

Review Phase 1 Environmental Assessment and other appropriate
documents prepared as part of the previous environmental review
(Lighthouse Landing), including the DEC-approved East Parcel Site
Management Plan dated December 2013.

Existing wetland conditions

d. Discuss existing DEC-approved East Parcel Site Management Plan

dated 2013 and East Parcel environmental easements.



2. Anticipated Impacts

a. Identify and quantify soil and vegetation disturbance and slope
impacts.

b. Identify amount of impervious surface creation.

C. Describe required earthwork, including methane gas from former
municipal landfill.

Describe construction methods.
€. Describe any hazardous materials issues.
f. Wetland impacts
3. Proposed Mitigation Measures (as applicable)

a. Describe proposed soil erosion and sediment control plan.

b. Describe landscaping plan.

C. Compliance with New York State Environmental Remediation
Program Brownfields Cleanup Agreement and any orders, decision
documents and easements associated with the cleanup program.

d. Compliance with DEC-approved East Parcel Site Management
Plan dated 2013

e. Wetland mitigation

F. Cultural Resources
1. Existing Conditions

a. Describe results of Stage 1A literature review and archaeology
sensitivity assessment completed as prior environmental reviews.
Include any sites in the area that are listed or eligible for listing on
the State or National Register of historic Places.

2. Anticipated Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures (as applicable)

a. Discuss potential impacts on historic or archaeological resources
related to the introduction of additional traffic and potential change
in existing viewsheds.

G. Construction

1. Existing Conditions

a.

Description of existing soil types and subsurface conditions based
upon soil survey information and documentation prepared as part
of the EIS for Lighthouse Landing. Relationship of proposed
construction activities and the DEC-approved East Parcel Site
Management Plan dated December 2013.

2. Potential Impacts

me Ao o

Site Preparation including scarification
Delivery of materials

Construction Traffic

Construction Phasing and staging

Dust and noise impacts

Days and times of construction



g. Foundation support for new structures
h. Coordination with removal of existing pedestrian connector from
East Parcel to West Parcel.

3. Anticipated Mitigation
a. General description of standard best construction management
practices that avoid or mitigate potential impacts.

b. Erosion and sediment control plan.
c. Mitigation for any contaminated soil, if any.
d. Describe compliance with any applicable local laws or regulations
e. Compliance with DEC-approved East Parcel Site Management Plan
dated 2013
H. Utilities
1. Existing Conditions
a. Water supply, including lines connecting to adjacent properties
b. Sanitary sewer, including County Trunk sewer
C. Electric supply
2. Potential Impacts
a. Water and sewer demands
3. Anticipated Mitigation
a. Backfill for public utilities.

ALTERNATIVES

A No Action

B. Alternative Layouts, including an evaluation of the Alternative Plan, Historic
Hudson Valley Exhibit E — Philipsburg Manor Expansion Site, originally
prepared March 31, 2005.

C. Alternative Uses (different recreation resources such as an indoor recreation
facility with community space)

D. Alternative Site Layout that incorporates prior conceptual plans for Historic
Hudson Valley.

E. Alternative shared parking arrangements with Historic Hudson Valley

F. Alternative Site Access

G. Alternate layout incorporating the layout as submitted by the Tarrytown

Union Free School District.

ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS THAT CANNOT BE AVOIDED
IF THE PROJECT IS IMPLEMENTED

Where significant environmental impacts of the Proposed Action cannot be mitigated these
shall be described as unavoidable adverse impacts and identified in this section. Impacts
may be both short- term (construction-related) and long-term in nature.



VII.

VIII.

IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

This section shall assess the natural and human resources that would be consumed,
converted or made unavailable for future use if the Proposed Action is implemented.

GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

This section shall assess and analyze, together with the impacts of the Proposed Action,
whether additional off-site growth would be stimulated, where this growth would occur
and the type and magnitude of growth anticipated, such as the potential redevelopment
of the existing Village of Sleepy Hollow DPW facility.

EFFECTS ON THE USE AND CONSERVATION OF ENERGY RESOURCES

This section shall address the energy resources to be used if the Proposed Action is
implemented, the anticipated levels of consumption, and ways to reduce energy
consumption or improve energy efficiency. Topics to be addressed shall include
features of proposed and/or modified buildings that reflect the use of "green/low-
impact" or sustainable building methods and/or technologies.

APPENDICES
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ANDREW M. CUOMO ROSE HARVEY
Governor Commissioner

December 07, 2015

Mr. David Schroedel
Village of Sleepy Hollow
28 Beekman Avenue
Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Re: DEC
East Parcel Redevelopment - Sleepy Hollow
East Parcel at Continental Avenue, Sleepy Hollow, NY
, NY
15PR06724

Dear Mr. Schroedel:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the project in accordance with the New York State
Historic Preservation Act of 1980 (Section 14.09 of the New York Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation Law). These comments are those of the OPRHP and relate only to
Historic/Cultural resources. They do not include potential environmental impacts to New York
State Parkland that may be involved in or near your project. Such impacts must be considered
as part of the environmental review of the project pursuant to the State Environmental Quality
Review Act (New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 8) and its implementing
regulations (6 NYCRR Part 617).

Based upon this review, it is the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation’s opinion that your project will have no impact on archaeological and/or historic
resources listed in or eligible for the New York State and National Registers of Historic Places.

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

Sincerely,

KA. Rponst
Ruth L. Pierpont

Deputy Commissioner for Historic Preservation

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 ¢ (518) 237-8643 * www.nysparks.com



segion 3 Main Office
21 South Putt Corners Road, New Paltz, NY 12561-1620
P: (845) 256-3033 | F: (845) 255-3042

December 4, 2015

- Anthony Giaccio
Village of Sleepy Hollow Administrator
28 Beekman Avenue

“Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Re:  Former General Motors site — East Parcel redevelopment
Village of Sleepy Hollow, Westchester County
CH 6171
Response on Lead Agency

Dear Administrator Giaccio:

The Department of Environmental Conservation has reviewed the Full Environmental
Assessment Form and draft Scoping document, received November 6, 2015, regarding
the proposed redevelopment of the “East Parcel” of the former General Motors site in
the Village of Sleepy Hollow. This area is part of the NYS DEC Brownfield Cleanup
Program site C360070B, Former General Motors North Tarrytown. DEC has no
objection to the Village assuming Lead Agency for this review. Comments on DEC
jurisdiction follow.

Protection of Waters and Wetlands
The following stream(s)/pond(s)/waterbody(ies) is(are) located within or near the site
you indicated:
Name Class DEC Water Index Number Status
APocantico River SB  H-20 Non-protected

A Protection of Waters permit is not required to disturb the bed or banks of “non-
protected” streams. Even if a permit is not required, the developer is still responsibie for
ensuring that work shall not pollute any stream or waterbody. Care shall be taken to
stabilize any disturbed areas promptly after construction, and all necessary precautions
shall be taken to prevent contamination of the stream or waterbody by silt, sediment,
fuels, solvents, lubricants, or any other pollutant associated with the project.

The site is not within a New York State protected Freshwater Wetlands pursuant to
Article 24 of the Environmental Conservation Law; Tidal Wetlands pursuant to Article 25
of the Environmental Conservation Law are only mapped south of the Tappan Zee
Bridge. Please contact the United States Army Corps of Engineers in New York City
regarding any permitting they might require. If a permit is required from the Army Corps
of Engineers pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, then a Water Quality
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Re: Former General Motors site — East Parcel redevelopment
Village of Sleepy Hollow, Westchester County
CH 6171
Response on Lead Agency

Certification pursuant to Section 401 will be required. Issuance of these certifications in
New York State has been delegated to DEC.

Threatened and Endangered Species

There are no records of any state-listed species on this site. The absence of data does
not necessarily mean that rare or state-listed species, natural communities or other
significant habitats do not exist on or adjacent to the proposed site. Rather, our files
currently do not contain information which indicates their presence. For most sites,
comprehensive field surveys have not been conducted. We cannot provide a definitive
statement on the presence or absence of all rare or state-listed species or significant
natural communities. Depending on the nature of the project and the conditions at the
project site, further information from on-site surveys or other sources may be required to
fully assess impacts on biological resources

Environmental Remediation

As indicated in the Full Environmental Assessment Form, this site includes areas
subject to remediation under the Brownfields Cleanup Program. All development of
these lands must be in compliance with the Environmental Remediation Program
Brownfields Cleanup Agreement and any specific orders, decision documents, and
easements associated with the cleanup program. This should be included as a section
in the Scoping document with discussion of the requirements and any restrictions on the
redevelopment.

If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me at (845) 256-3014 or by email
at ~oieler anel eIV
Respectfully,
‘1«»-,7‘?’; o R
%fﬁﬁ.iv'-t—fi"‘?”/é,’/""ﬂ// "
Rebecca S. Crist
Deputy Regional Permit Administrator

Ecc: David Schroedel, Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation
Heather Gierloff, NYSDEC Bureau of Habitat
Jamie Verrigni, DEC Division of Environmental Remediation
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639 Bedford Road
Pacantico Hills, NY 10591

hudsonvalley.org

December 7, 2015

Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation
Attn: Anthony Giaccio, Village Administrator
28 Beekman Avenue

Sleepy Hollow, New Ydrk 10591

Subject: East Parcel Redevelopment

Dear Anthony:

We are in receipt of the Sleepy Hollow LDC's resolution dated October 26, 2015, in which it is noted
that the LDC wishes to assume the role of Lead Agency concerning the envircnmental review of the
proposed redevelopment of the East Parcel of the former General Motors Corporation site. Historic
Hudson Valley has no objection to the proposed Lead Agency designation.

Historic Hudson Valley, as an abutting landowner and possible future owner of a portion of the East
Parcel, also welcomes the opportunity to participate in the DEIS scoping and planning processes for
the East Parcel. To that end, we have conducted a very preliminary review of the Full EAF/Part 1 and
draft Scoping Document, both dated October 26, 2015, which were circulated with the LDC's October
26, 2015 resolution. We note that a conceptual site plan for the East Parcel was not included with
those documents and neither includes any specific mention of Historic Hudson Valley's potential
future use of a portion of the East Parcel. It is our understanding, however, that the DEIS Scoping
Document is continuing to undergo revision and additional time will be available for us to provide
comments on an updated version of the decument once the LDC has been officially designated the
Lead Agency.

In order for us to be properly prepared for future LDC meetings, we would appreciate being included
on the list of Interested Agencies and to receive all relevant documents pertinent to the process in
advance of such meetings. Please also include Joanne P. Meder, AICP as our agent and advisor in this
matter when various notices are given and documents are distributed. Thank you in advance.

Sincerely,

A

Waddell W. Stillman, Prasident
Historic Hudson Valley



ggﬁgé’cifcw 555 Pleasantville Road
South Building

Egjjﬁ%ﬁﬂé Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510
Tel: 914.747.1120

NEW JERSEY )
NORTH CAROLINA  Fax: 914.747.1956

PENNSYLVANIA www.wspgroup.com
SOUTH CAROLINA
VIRGINIA

June 30, 2016

Richard Gross

Village of Sleepy Hollow Department of Public Works
38 River Street

Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591

Re: Re-Development of the East Parcel, Sleepy Hollow, New York — DEIS

Dear Mr. Gross:

As part of the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) being drafted for the above referenced
project, we are required to provide a "Capacity to Serve” letter from all involved utility owners,
with one of those owners being the Village of Sleepy Hollow.

The proposed East Parcel project site consists of approximately 28.74 acres and is located east
of the Metro-North rail lines, south of the Pocantico River, west of the Continental Street
extension and north of Beekman Avenue.

The development of the East Parcel involves providing water service (as well as other utilities)
to the proposed Department of Public Works (DPW) Facility. The existing DPW Facility is
planned to be demolished once the new facility is constructed.

Other planned services/amenities for the East Parcel project are:

Community Center
Amphitheater
Baseball Field
Flexible Work Space

Currently, a Village-owned 18" water main traverses the East Parcel from Continental Street,
continues west under the Metro-North rail lines and enters the West parcel.

The conceptual plan is to utilize the existing 18" water main as source of domestic and fire
protection for the DPW Facility and all the planned services/amenities on the East Parcel.

The estimated East Parcel domestic water demands for the East Parcel project are listed in
Table 1 below.
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Table 1: East Parcel Domestic Water Demands
Uses Quantity Units Flow Water
(gpw)’ (gpd)
DPW Garage 10? person 15 190
Vehicle Wash 1,495 square feet 4.9 7,325
Community Center 90 person 5 450
Amphitheater 1,000 person 5 5,000
Baseball Field 1,500 person 5 7,500
195° x 330 Soccer 1.5 ac-in 38,510 4,125
Field?
Flexible Work Space 100 person 5 500
Total Flow (gpd) 25,090
Peak Flow (gpm)* 52

! Flows are displayed in gallons per unit (gpu) and are based upon the 2014 NYSDEC Design Standards for

Intermediate Sized Wastewater Treatment System:

S.

2 The projected employee count for the proposed DPW Facility is 35. Currently, there are approximately 25
people employed at the current DPW Facility. Domestic Water Demand reflects increase in employee count

only.

3 Per the 2012 Sports Turf Managers Association (STMA) recommendations, a typical full size soccer grass
field requires 1.0 ac-in of water per week for irrigation, with 25% coming from rain events.
4 Peak flow rate calculated as three (3) times average daily rate and displayed in gallons per minute (gpm).

In addition, for fire protection, a hydraulic model was used to determine that the total estimated

fire flow for the proposed DPW Facility will be 3,000

gpm.

We are requesting a letter from the Village stating that the existing 18” water main has the

capacity to accept the additional proposed domestic and fire flows.

If you should have any questions, please contact me @ 914.747.1120.

Very truly yours,
WSP | PB

Christopher Tallarini, P.E.
Senior Project Engineer

Cc: Anthony Giacco, P.E. — Village of Sleepy Hollow
David Smith — Planning & Development Advisors

David Schroedel — Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC
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June 27, 2016

Marian Pompa, P.E.

Associate Engineer

Westchester County Department of Environmental Facilities
270 North Avenue

New Rochelle, NY 10801

Re: Re-Development of the East Parcel, Sleepy Hollow, New York — DEIS

Dear Mr. Pompa:

As part of the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) being drafted for the above referenced
project, we are required to provide a "Capacity to Serve” letter from all involved utility owners,
with one of those owners being Westchester County.

The proposed East Parcel project site consists of approximately 28.74 acres and is located east
of the Metro-North rail lines, south of the Pocantico River, west of the Continental Street
extension and north of Beekman Avenue.

The development of the East Parcel involves providing sanitary sewer service (as well as other
utilities) to the proposed Department of Public Works (DPW) Facility. The existing DPW Facility
is currently located on Beekman Avenue and will be demolished once the new facility is
constructed.

Other planned services/amenities for the East Parcel project are:

Community Center
Amphitheater
Baseball Field
Flexible Work Space

Currently a Village-owned 24" (as per Village-supplied survey) traverses the East Parcel from
Continental Street and connects to the 30" Westchester County Trunk Sanitary Sewer on the
east side of the Metro-North rail lines. From this point the 30” trunk sewer continues west under
the Metro-North rail lines and eventually to the Yonkers Joint Wastewater Treatment Plant
(YIWWTP).

The conceptual plan is to utilize the existing 30" trunk sewer to convey sanitary wastewater from
the DPW Facility and all the planned services/amenities on the East Parcel to the YJIWWTP.
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The estimated sanitary wastewater flows for the East Parcel project are listed in Table 1 below.

Table 1: Average Daily Wastewater Discharges

Uses Quantity Units Flow! Wastewater?

(gpw) (gpd)

DPW Garage 35 person 5 590
Vehicle Wash (DPW) 1,495 square 49 6,595

feet

Community Center 90 person 5 405
Amphitheater 1,000 person 5 4,500
Baseball Field 1,500 person 5 6,750

195" x 330" Soccer Field 1.5 ac-in 38,510 NA3

Flexible Work Space 100 person 5 450
Total Flow (gpd) 19,290

Peak Flow (gpm)* 40

We are requesting a letter from the WCDEF stating that the existing 30” sanitary trunk sewer
has the capacity to accept the additional proposed sanitary sewer flows as listed in Table 1.

If you should have any questions, please contact me @ 914.747.1120.

Very truly yours,
WSP | PB

Christopher Tallarini, P.E.
Senior Project Engineer

Cc: Anthony Giacco, P.E. — Village of Sleepy Hollow
David Smith — Planning & Development Advisors
David Schroedel — Village of Sleepy Hollow LDC



Tarrytown UFSD

REQUEST FOR A NEW REPAIR FACILITY FOR THE PUBLIC SCHOOLS OF

THE TARRYTOWN’S
Suggestions for Building Size: |
125 Eéet Wide |
110 Feet Deep

30 Feet Tall | |

With Drive In & Drive Out Doots. |

Wlth an dﬁfside 'péd in the reé_.'r 'o.f; 50’ Feet |

INSIDE OF BLDG ‘ |

Would iiké :t'.b put the drive on lift recessed in the grdund so‘there is no tﬁpping hazérd
and have access to drive in or drive:o'ut on it, ‘ :

IN THE MIDDLE OF THE GARAGE |

Dead Bay for vehicles that need répairs or DOT vehicles Next o that will be the Van
Lift. Possibly a second roll around lift to work on vans or big busses.

NEED TO BE MOVED

Two (2) lifts, and other garage equipment,
Garage wired up for 220 electricity so we can weld.,

We need two oil reel stations installed in the ceiling, We need bulk storage for motor
oil, transmission fluid, anti-freeze and waste oil. We need a second floor for an office
for staff and D.O.T. with a bathroom and a shower with an eye wash in case anyone
gets contaminated by fluids. ‘ .

Underneath the offices, on the first floor of the bldg, will be the parts room and maybe
a small lunch room. The Village of Sleepy Hollow is building a wash bay and we would
like to get access to so we can wash the district’s school buses. The Village will have to
increase their storage capacity for diesel fuel and gasoline :
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Historic Hudson Valley and Philipsburg Manor’s
cultural and economic contributions to Sleepy Hollow

Once the center of a 52,000-acre commercial empire that encompassed most of Westchester County,
Philipsburg Manor is today a National Historic Landmark owned by Historic Hudson Valley. Its mill and
manor house are both iconic structures, serving as a visual representation of the greater Village’s history
and often featured on the covers of regional destination guides and maps.

In the early 2000s, supported by the National Endowment for the Humanities, Historic Hudson Valley
completed a major reinterpretation that changed the focus at Philipsburg Manor, where enslaved
Africans were the backbone of labor during the site’s colonial era, to emphasize the story of slavery in
the colonial north, giving the site national prominence as the only living history museum in the north
where reinterpreting 18th-century slavery is a major focus.

To accomplish this mission, Philipsburg Manor welcomes thousands of schoolchildren each year through
New York State curriculum based programs, is open to the general public for tours, and has a robust
calendar of special events including Horseman’s Hollow, a haunted attraction in October inspired by
Washington Irving's The Legend of Sleepy Hollow. It also serves as the visitor center for Kykuit, the
Rockefeller estate.”

Easily and directly accessible via Route 9, Philipsburg Manor is by every metric Sleepy Hollow’s largest
cultural institution and welcomes close to 110,000 visitors annually to the Village. It attracts an
additional 175,000 to “Greater Sleepy Hollow” country, many of whom spend time and money in the
Village of Sleepy Hollow.? HHV’s promotional efforts give wide visibility to not only its own programs but
to the Village as a destination.

Cultural institution partners such as the Sleepy Hollow Cemetery and Old Dutch Church laud HHV for
these efforts, and have continually encouraged the organization to develop more large-scale
programming that will bring visitors and dollars to the Village. Philipsburg Manor provides seasonal
(April-December) anchoring experiences that the cemetery, the Old Dutch Church, and the Village itself
rely on to generate visibility and visitation. HHV generates significantly more visitation than any other
organization.

While some of these HHV visitors are local, many are day trippers and overnight guests who enjoy
extended time here, spending money locally.

Last year, more than two-thirds of the nearly 28,000 visitors to Horseman’s Hollow at Philipsburg
Manor, one of HHV’s largest events, came from outside Westchester and Rockland. That figure is even
greater among the 33,000 Kykuit visitors who visit Sleepy Hollow and the Kykuit Visitor Center at
Philipsburg Manor in a steady stream during its May-November season.©



As a result of their point of entry to Sleepy Hollow through the portal of Philipsburg Manor based
programs, these visitors spend money in town. More than half of these visitors eat locally, 25% shop in
town, and nearly 25% are staying nearby overnight.® At a minimum, that equates to about 50,000
restaurant meals and many thousands of register transactions at locations other than Philipsburg
Manor.

Historic Hudson Valley has the interest as well as the capacity, expertise, and organizational
infrastructure to create additional programming at Philipsburg Manor.

As it considers its options, parking is a major consideration for how Historic Hudson Valley develops,
plans, sites, and scales its events. Analysis of current programming shows the need for 600 spaces on
peak dates and an additional 100 spaces for future programming.®

If Historic Hudson Valley had to curtail events at Philipsburg Manor that rely on a significant supply of
parking, it would not downsize locally but instead shift those events to locations outside of Sleepy
Hollow, taking with them at least $1 million in annual economic impact, leaving a significant hole for
many local businesses.” In addition, this will deal a significant blow to the viability of Philipsburg Manor’s
education and tour programs. Quite simply, Historic Hudson Valley relies on revenue generated by
special events at Philipsburg Manor to fund educational programming at the site, which as Sleepy
Hollow’s major cultural institution, is a source of significant pride for the Village.

Historic Hudson Valley is currently considering additional, new events for Philipsburg that have high
visitation potential. To be successful, its strategy relies on its ability to carry these events forward in
multiple year engagements. This requires long-term commitments and stability in its infrastructure,
including parking.

” Westchester Magazine calls Kykuit Westchester’s top cultural attraction, and the Westchester County Office of
Tourism and Film cites it as a primary draw for the county as a whole.

® Historic Hudson Valley sales and survey data.

¢ Historic Hudson Valley sales and survey data.

® Historic Hudson Valley sales and survey data.

® The “Horseman’s Hollow” special event in 2015 had 26,286 scanned (not tickets sold) attendees. This is an
average of 2,022 a night, with peak nights nearing 3,000 visitors on site. In addition, Philipsburg Manor is the
parking and welcome center host for visitors attending “Irving’s Legend” at the Old Dutch Church, which attracts
approximately 320 per night. Exit survey data shows that these events combined average roughly 3.75 people per
party, who come in roughly 1.5 cars. Thus on the most peak nights, there are about 850 parties, representing 1,275
cars, or about 182 per half hour. We know from experience with these events that visitors are on site for 90
minutes on average. Ninety minutes of onsite time translates to 546 cars parked at once, not including staff or
vendors, which account for another 50 parking spaces. Inspired by the success of these events and the
encouragement of neighboring cultural institutions, Historic Hudson Valley is developing new programming ideas,
some of which would overlap with these existing events. Historic Hudson Valley thus needs 600 parking spaces to
successfully continue its current programming and an additional 100 spaces for future expansion.

F Historic Hudson Valley sales and survey data.
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Alternative Shared Parking Layout for East Parcel

Building on the conceptual plans for the East Parcel that have been under review to date, the attached site
layout entitled “Historic Hudson Valley/Sleepy Hollow LDC Shared Parking Concept,” presents an alternative
vision for the northern portion of the East Parcel. This layout continues to incorporate the same features that
have been depicted in other conceptual plans examined to date, but reinterprets the way in which those
features are accommodated on the site and also introduces a few new elements.

This new site layout will produce benefits for Historic Hudson Valley (HHV) and the Sleepy Hollow Local
Development Corporation (LDC), as well as the Village at large. It is designed to accommodate HHV's
longstanding need for parking on the East Parcel to support Public Events at the adjacent Philipsburg Manor
Restoration site, a need that is recognized by the LDC and has been accommodated continuously over many
decades by the owner(s) of the East Parcel, originally General Motors Corporation and now the LDC. At the
same time, the new site layout incorporates some additional design modifications and environmental
enhancements that HHV believes will produce a more attractive public space and offer the LDC considerably
more programming flexibility in this portion of the East Parcel.

Key features of the alternative site layout and its primary benefits are summarized below.

Key Features of the Alternative Site Layout
¢ Shared parking areas that could accommodate 577 vehicles.

Unlike the most recently examined conceptual plan for this portion of the East Parcel, which depicted an L-
shaped shared parking area that was estimated to accommodate “approximately 500 spaces,” the alternative site
layout includes two parallel areas for shared HHV/LDC parking that could accommodate 577 Village Code-
compliant parking spaces. As before, the site layout continues to show a primary vehicular access to the shared
parking areas off the proposed Continental Street extension, but now also depicts potential internal vehicular
and pedestrian linkages between the shared parking areas on the East Parcel and the overflow parking lot on the
adjacent Philipsburg Manor site (which would likely result in the loss of a few parking spaces if those linkages are
made). The existing driveway access to the Philipsburg Manor overflow parking lot near the existing terminus of
Continental Street would continue to function and would be regularly used to provide access to the overflow
parking lot at times when HHV does not need to use the shared parking areas on the East Parcel. Maintaining
ease of access to the overflow parking lot directly from Continental Street on a regular basis is also important
because that parking lot is a primary drop-off location for visitors to the Philipsburg Manor site and is also one of
the locations where handicapped accessible parking is provided.

Both parking areas on the East Parcel would be designed with parking bays having a north-south orientation.
The parking area labeled “Shared Parking Area #1” would have a capacity of 265 spaces with a paved surface.
The parking area labeled “Shared Parking Area #2” would have a capacity of 312 spaces with a grassed surface.”
As previously acknowledged by the LDC, gates or some other suitable type of barriers would need to be installed

A Multiple options exist for creating a grassed surface treatment in areas to be used for parking, including alternatives to grasscrete. Some of those
alternatives allow for the establishment of a uniform grassed surface area over a completely concealed structural framework that still meets necessary
drainage requirements. Unlike grasscrete, which is an open concrete grid that will always remain visible at the surface even when grass is planted in the
openings, the other alternatives with the concealed structural framework would have a surface area that may be better suited for use as a flexible event
space where members of the public may regularly gather and be walking around.
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at strategic locations to ensure that access to one or both shared parking areas can be securely controlled by
HHV at times when it has exclusive use of those parking facilities to support Public Events at Philipsburg Manor.

¢  MLB regulation baseball field

The alternative site layout continues to accommodate a regulation size baseball field in the same general
location as identified on the most recently examined conceptual plan for this portion of the East Parcel, with
ample area provided for spectators to gather behind home plate and the first and third base lines.

¢ Supplementary parking for baseball field

Unlike the most recently examined conceptual plan for this portion of the East Parcel, the alternative site layout
includes a new conveniently located parking area with 27 spaces and a vehicular turnaround area immediately to
the west of the baseball field near DeVries Park.

¢  Flexible event/ park space

The alternative site layout continues to include an area that would have a grassed surface and could be used for
multiple purposes, but the area available for those purposes would be much larger on the alternative site layout
than the area depicted on the most recently examined conceptual site plan for the East Parcel.

Benefits of the Alternative Site Layout

¢ By converting the previously identified “L” shaped parking lot into a rectangular shaped parking lot, a more
efficient parking layout with a greater capacity can be achieved without jeopardizing any of the other
features that were identified in the most recently examined conceptual plan for this portion of the East
Parcel.

¢ The alternative site layout for shared parking will better meet HHV's need for 600 to 700 supplementary
parking spaces to support Public Events at Philipsburg Manor. This layout also offers additional
opportunities — not yet identified — to create some more overflow parking in selected locations on the East
Parcel, such as along the southerly side of the baseball field.

¢ The selection of Shared Parking Area #2, rather than Shared Parking Area #1, as the area to receive the
grassed surface will result in the creation of a large area of “green” space in this portion of the East Parcel,
composed of the baseball field and the adjacent grassed areas to the east and south of the baseball field.
Not only will stormwater benefits accrue from the use of such a surface treatment, as originally
contemplated, but the modified location of the parking area with the grassed surface will allow for multiple
such areas to be located adjacent to each other, thereby creating a substantially larger area of usable open
space north of the proposed Continental Street extension. This attractive, naturally landscaped area could
function effectively as flexible event/park space, where activities such as picnicking, festivals, and other
types of community events could be accommodated in multiple configurations. Though not yet detailed on
the alternative site layout, opportunities would also exist to introduce pedestrian circulation features in
appropriate locations in order to connect this flexible event/park space to other focal points and activity
centers further south on the East Parcel.
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CALCULATION SHEET PAGE _1 of _10 TASK. No.: 3
PROJECT TITLE East Parcel, Sleepy Hollow NY PROJECT NO. 1188137A
SUBJECT _Hydraulic Analysis for the East Parcel Redevelopment

MADE BY Meghan R. Furton DATE June 2016

CHECKED BY Gregory M. Shaffer DATE June 2016

1. Statement of purpose

The purpose of this calculation is to perform a hydraulic analysis of the Pocantico River Reach between U.S.
Route 9 (Broadway) and the Hudson River to determine flooding conditions at the East Parcel location. The
flood events simulated in this study include the 100-year flood event and various climate risk projections of
the 100-year flood event. Climate risks encompass sea-level rise and increase in precipitation over the
design life of the East Parcel Redevelopment Project.

2. Project description, site inspections and surveys
Project description

The East Parcel Project consists of the redevelopment of the former General Motors North Tarrytown
Assembly Plant Site. The main components of the project include new Department of Public Works (DPW)
buildings, recreational facilities, a Community Center, an Amphitheater, and supporting vehicular and
pedestrian facilities. The project site, approximately 28.7 acres, is located east of the Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (MTA) Metro-North rail lines and south of the Pocantico River. According to the
latest Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) published in
December 8, 2014 (Map Number: 36119C0253G) (Reference 7), the entire site is categorized as an AE area.
AE areas correspond to the 100-year floodplain (1% probability of flooding every year) and are considered
to be at a high risk of flooding under the FEMA National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) — see Figure 1.

Figure 1: FEMA FIRM for the East Parcel Redevelopment Project Location.



CALCULATION SHEET PAGE 2 of _10 TASK. No.: 3
PROJECT TITLE East Parcel, Sleepy Hollow NY PROJECT NO. 1188137A
SUBJECT _Hydraulic Analysis for the East Parcel Redevelopment

MADE BY Meghan R. Furton DATE June 2016

CHECKED BY Gregory M. Shaffer DATE June 2016

Site inspections and Surveys

WSP | Parsons Brinckerhoff performed two sites inspections as well as topographic and bathymetric
surveys for the Project.

The site inspections were completed On April 5 and June 15, 2016. During these visits, our hydraulic
modelers verified the basic construction details, materials, and dimensions of the crossing structures along
the Pocantico River, determined Manning’s roughness coefficients for the different types of land use and
land cover and inspect the Hudson River shorelines. Five structures were inspected including the US Route
9 Bridge, the Sleepy Hollow Dam, the Devries Road Bridge, the culvert underneath the Metro-North
Railroad and the arch bridge under the road leading to the Kingsland Point County Park.

In addition to the site inspections, a bathymetric survey was performed for the hydraulic study needs. The
survey extended from US Route 9 and ended in the Hudson River. A boat was used to perform the survey.
The survey limits for this surveyed corridor extended to the top of bank and included any permanent
structures that fell within the limits. Survey of structures was limited to the location of information need to
display position and clearance. An approximate 50’ grid was used for the location of topographic shots. To
ensure accuracy; control was run the length of the site using doubled angles and GPS using high accuracy
equipment (Leica GS15). All locations were performed from this control using a Leica robotic total station.
Using the GPS values, the survey was placed into the following coordinate system: NAD83 NY EAST
NAVDS8S.

3. Approach and Methodology

The hydraulic modeling was performed using the Hydrologic Engineering Center River Analysis System (HEC-
RAS 5.0.1). A two-dimensional (2D) hydrodynamic model was developed, capable of integrating complex
channels and structures under dynamic hydrologic conditions. A 2D unsteady-flow model solving the 2D
Saint-Venant equation (full momentum) was developed for this Project.

Several flood conditions were simulated including the 100-year flood event and various climate risk
projections of the 100-year flood. These climate risks scenarios were assessed over the design life of the East
Parcel Redevelopment Project. For each flood event, water surface elevations, depths and velocities were
computed.

The data and information used to develop the hydraulic model include FEMA data, the latest topographic
and land use and land cover data for the region as well as the survey and field reconnaissance data collected
on site.

Manning’s Roughness Coefficients

Manning’s roughness coefficients (Manning’s N), which represent the frictional resistance water experiences
when passing over land and channel features are critical parameters for hydraulic models. The Manning’s N
assigned to the study area were determined from the different land uses and land cover in the area.
Orthoimageries (Reference 8) were used to determine the land use, vegetation type, and surface material of
the study area (Reference 2). The range of possible Manning’s N values were limited to the coefficients used
in the 2014 Flood Insurance Study (FIS) for the Lower Pocantico River, which are 0.04 to 0.12 for the channel
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and overbank areas. In places where the study area is covered in an impervious surface, the typical Manning’s
N value of 0.016 was increased to 0.04 to satisfy the condition imposed in the FEMA analysis. Table 1 gives
the Manning’s N values for each land use present in the area.

Table 1: Manning’s N Values

Land Cover Manning’s N value
Pocantico River channel 0.05
Dirt 0.04
Grass 0.04
Gravel 0.04
Hudson River channel 0.05
Impervious surface 0.04
Scrub 0.075
Tall Grass 0.05
Trees 0.12

Model’s Boundary Conditions

Upstream Boundary Condition

Unsteady models require hydrographs to be used as upstream boundary conditions. For the present analysis,
we developed Pocantico River’s unsteady hydrographs at the US Route 9 location. A ramp-up period and a
sustained peak flow duration followed by a decrease in flow was used to approximate a synthetic discharge
hydrograph.

Peak discharge flows provided in the FEMA 2014 FIS (Reference 6) for the analyzed area was used for this
model. Data from the last cross section of the hydraulic model (directly upstream from the Hudson River)

was used. The peak flows used in this analysis are shown below in Table 2.

Table 2: Peak Flow

Flood Event 100-year Climate Risk Climate Risk Climate Risk
flood Low Projection Med. Projection High Projection
Peak Flow (cfs) 3041 3193.05 3345.1 3801.25

Downstream Boundary Condition

The model’s downstream boundary conditions were determined in the Hudson River which is a tidal river
subject to coastal effects. The FEMA coastal analysis available in the 2014 FIS gives significant wave heights
and storm surge (stillwater) elevations for various storm return periods at different transects along the shore.
The outlet of the Pocantico River is located north of transect 88 and south of transect 89. The characteristics
of these two transects, which are the same values, were used for the model.

Table 3 shows the 2014 FIS Coastal Transect Parameters and the resulting downstream Boundary Conditions
used.
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Table 3: Downstream Boundary Condition Parameters

Flood event 100-year flood Low Medium High

Significant wave height (ft) 5.1
Stillwater elevation (ft) 8.5 9.44 10.53 12.56
Constant Hudson River Elevation (ft) 13.6 14.54 15.63 17.66

2D HEC-RAS Model Geometry and Meshing

After establishing the boundary conditions and roughness coefficients for the study area, the terrain and
hydraulic structures were also incorporated into the hydraulic model. The terrain resulted from combining
the bathymetric survey data from the Pocantico River channel (Reference 1) with a 1-meter resolution DEM
using the Geographic Information System (GIS) Software (Reference 9).

In addition, a 2D computation mesh was generated across the area of study with face points evenly
distributed throughout the mesh.

The hydraulic structures were added to the model geometry as 2D Area Connections within the same 2D
Area. The terrain, 2D mesh, and connections are shown below in Figures 2 through 4 as they appear in the
model geometry.

An unsteady computational time step of 3 seconds was selected for this study to fully capture flooding
parameters over the analyzed storm durations. The mesh cell spacing was 30 ft. by 30 ft. except in regions
near the connections, where a finer mesh size is used. The unsteady Saint Venant equations were used for
the 2D flow computation mesh and the hydraulic structure connections. The initial water surface elevation
for the study area was the same as the constant stage elevation at the Hudson River for each flood event.
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Figure 2: Terrain contour map used in hydraulic analysis. Contours are spaced 4 ft. apart.
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Figure 3: Hydraulic model’s 2D meshing area. The dashed red and black lines represent mesh boundary and
internal connections.
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Figure 4: Land Use and Land Cover Data shown with Orthoimageries

Climate Change Risks

In accordance with the New York Community Risk and Resilience Act (CRRA) and associated Regulations
entitled Chapter 6 of the New York Codes, Rules and Regulations (NYCRR) Part 490, Projected Sea-level Rise
(Part 490), future physical climate risks caused by storm surges, sea level rise and flooding were determined
in this study (Reference 4). The impacts of climate change on the study area were considered by increasing
both the riverine flow in the Pocantico River and including sea level rise projections in the Hudson River. A
project design life of 50 years is considered for the East Parcel Redevelopment Project. Consequently, the
targeted projection year of 2070 was considered in this study. The sea level rise projections used are found
in the ClimAID report developed by the New York State Energy Research and Development Authority
(NYSERDA) (Reference 3, Reference 5). The effects of climate change on precipitation and storm patterns not
as well understood, so for this analysis, the given peak discharge value was increased to simulate the
unknown effects of climate change. In addition to the expected case for the 100 year flood event, the three
additional flood events generated based on climate change projections are shown below in Table 4.
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Table 4: Climate Change Parameters

Projected risk severity in 2070 Low Medium High
Sea level rise (inches) 11.3 24.3 48.7
Increase in Peak discharge 5% 10% 25%

4. Hydraulic Analysis Results

Table 5 provides a summary of results for the computed water elevations at key locations.

Table 5: Water Elevations at Project’s Key Locations

Proposed DPW facilities | Devries Park Sleepy Hollow

Dam

FEMA 100-year flood 18 18 18.1
Simulated flood events

100-year flood 14.2 14.2 14.8
100-year flow + low climate risk projection 14.7 14.7 14.9
100-year flow + medium climate risk projection 15.7 15.7 15.9
100-year flow + high climate risk projection 17.7 17.7 17.8

Inundation maps displaying inundation extents and associated hydraulic parameters (water depths,
elevations and water velocities) for the different simulated cases are provided in Appendix B. Complete
model output files are provided in Appendix C.

5. Conclusions and Recommendations

The water elevations obtained for the simulated flood scenarios are significantly lower than the ones
provided in the latest FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map for the region. In addition, some assumptions used
in this study are conservative and could be further refined leading to potential further reductions in flood
elevations. This depends on the result of ongoing conversations we have initiated with FEMA.

Based on these results, we believe that a Conditional Letter of Map Revision (Conditional LOMR) should be
considered for the East Parcel Redevelopment Project. Conditional LOMR is a first step in the LOMR process
which enable communities to revise existing FEMA regulatory floodway and Base Flood Elevations.
Reducing the Base Flood Elevation (100-year flood) for the subject area could result in potential cost
savings and environmental benefits. Additionally, the incorporation of climate change adaptation provides
an opportunity to capitalize on grant mechanisms currently available.
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PHOTOGRAPHS
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Photograph 1: The wooden Sleepy Hollow Dam and bridge looking downstream. There are 20 wooden piers, each
about 0.6 ft wide, above the dam crest, spaced approximately 10 ft. apart on center. In the gap to the middle left of
the photo, there is a spillway which is 6 ft. wide. There are flashboards in place in the spillway which are removed
when a storm is forecast, and have not been included in the model.

Photograph 2: Devries Ave. Bridge, looking upstream from the west bank of the Pocantico. The channel is lined with
thick scrub. The deck of the bridge is lower on the west side, at an elevation of 7.7 ft., and higher on the east side at
9.4 ft. Though the bridge has an open bottom, it is modeled as a box culvert which is conservative because the cross
section of the box is less than the cross section under the bridge, meaning it has less conveyance.
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Photograph 3: The box culvert under the Metro-North railroad crossing, looking upstream. The top of the box is at an
elevation of 7.4 ft. with an embankment elevation of 12.2 ft. The culvert is 60 ft. wide.

Photograph 4: The arch bridge at the most downstream crossing of the Pocantico River, looking downstream towards
the Hudson River. The top of the arch is at an elevation of 13.7 ft. while the high point of the stone wall is at an
elevation of 18 ft.
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APPENDIX B:
INUNDATION MAPS FOR FLOOD EVENTS
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Info. Box 4 - Metro-Morth Railroad

Terrain Elevation (ft) 10.6

Peak Water Surface Elevation (ft) | 15.7

Peak Water Depth (ft) 5.1

Peak Water Velocity (ft/s) 0.4

Info. Box 1 - Sleepy Hollow Dam

Peak Water Surface Elevation (ft) | 15.9
Peak Water Depth (ft) 9.4
Peak Water Velocity (ft/s) 3.5
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Planning & Development Advisors

Creating value by unlocking opportunities

January 7, 2016

To: Lisa Santo, Chairwoman and Planning Board Members
From: David B. Smith

Re: Noise Evaluation

Cc: Sean McCarthy
David Schroedel and LDC Board
Anthony Giaccio
Clinton Smith

On December 16, 2015, representatives of Sprain Road Associates (the Fill Provider) conducted a rock crushing
demonstration on the East Parcel to assist the Planning Board, and other Boards in the Village, with a better
understanding of the anticipated noise levels associated with construction related activities on the East Parcel.
As part of the December 16, 2015 demonstration, representatives of HDR Engineering conducted field
measurements and circulated a technical memo on noise measurements during operation of the rock crusher
from selected points in the adjacent neighborhood, see attached. Their findings, with one exception, indicated
that the operation of the rock crusher would be within an acceptable range and compliant with the Village of
Sleepy Hollow Noise Ordinance. The one exception was the Elm Street location where noise levels were
slightly above allowed limits. It is noted that there are no residences in close proximity to the Elm Street
location and that the rock crusher equipment is proposed to be located in a more central location of the East
Parcel based on the filling plan prepared by Dolph Rotfeld’s office, which was a mitigation measure suggested
by HDR.

On January 6, 2016, between approximately 9:45 AM and 10:30 AM, a demonstration of the rock hammer
equipment was conducted. The rock hammer was attached to the excavator that was already at the site, so
that piece of the equipment was used and monitored, along with an idling rock crushing machine all the while
the Village was actively loading tractor trailers with mulch with a front end loader. James Natarelli, from Dolph
Rotfeld’s office, was present and recorded noise measurements in the vicinity of the equipment, at the Kendall
Avenue and Elm Street locations used in the HDR monitoring. Noise levels observed: mid-80’s dBA located
approximately 50 feet from equipment, mid-50’s dBA at Kendall Avenue and the upper 60’s dBA at the Elm
Street location, which is consistent with the type of equipment being demonstrated and the previous HDR
readings. Again, as noted above, moving the proposed operations to a more central location on the East
Parcel as indicated on the Filling Plan, would be a mitigating measure, particularly for the ElIm Street location.

It is noted that the Village of Sleepy Hollow has already undertaken an extensive environmental review
associated with the then Lighthouse Landing project, which included a separate chapter on Noise Impacts and
specific Environmental Findings with respect to noise. Figure 1 and related text below is taken from the

101 Lee Avenue
Yonkers, New York 10705
914.552.8413 |
email: davidbsmith1992 @gmail.com



Lighthouse Landing Draft Environmental Impact Statement, illustrating noise related impacts associated with
construction related activities.

Figure 1 Noise Tables and text from Lighthouse Landing DEIS
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The DEIS further notes: that the anticipated equipment is not used in each phase of construction.
Further, equipment used is not generally operated continuously, nor is all of the equipment operated
simultaneously. There will therefore be times when no equipment is operating and noise will be at
ambient levels. Construction activities are also scheduled to occur during daytime hours, when many
people are at work or away from home™.

The construction noise levels presented in Table No. Ill.K-8 are those that would be experienced for
people outdoors. A building (house) will provide significant attenuation for those who are indoors.
Sound levels can be expected to be up to 27 dBA lower indoors with the windows closed. Even in homes
with the windows open, indoor sound levels can be reduced by up to 17 dBA (USEPA, 1978).
Construction noise will be temporary in nature?.

Source: Lighthouse Landing DEIS

The only relevant reference in the Lighthouse Landing Environmental Findings Statement relative to noise was
the use of good business practice to ensure that mufflers are maintained on all construction equipment?3,

! Lighthouse Landing DEIS, 01/11/05, p. Ill.K-11
2 lbid.
3 SEQRA Adopted Findings, 7/24/07, p. 109
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The Fill Provider has indicated that the following types of machinery would be used on site as part of the filling
operation activities: rock crusher, excavator, hammer, bulldozer and front loader. The only piece of
equipment not noted on Table IIl.LK-6 above is an excavator, however additional documentation® notes that
an excavator typically generates a noise level of 81 dBA at 50 feet from the noise source comparable to the
rock crusher noted in Table I1I.K-6 and subject to the December 16, 2015 noise monitoring demonstration. It
is important to note that during the December 16, 2015 demonstration, both the excavator and the rock
crusher were being operated simultaneously.

With respect to the rock hammer portion of the operation, discussions with the Fill Provider indicated that of
the material proposed to be brought to the East Parcel, their estimate is that less than 20 percent would
require hammering prior to crushing, see photo-documentation provided as part of the public hearing
presentation. The Fill Provider has indicated during the east Parcel demonstrations that the concrete panels
located at the Saw Mill Road site would be broken up at that location and not the East Parcel.

Additional input from the Fill Provider has indicated that site operations would include multiple pieces of
equipment. One of the issues that the Village will need to weigh and balance is the intensity of the activity on
site and the length of time it will take to bring all of the material to the site and process it. While construction
activities are temporary in nature, limiting pieces of equipment needed, will likely prolong the time needed to
process the material. The contemplated operation and activities are within the range of impacts anticipated
in the environmental review previously conducted by the Village.

* FHWA, 2006
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Photo-documentation of Sprain Road Associates site 1014 Saw Mill River Road as presented in the Public
Hearing presentation December 17, 2015.
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Memo

To:  Clyde Joseph

From: Christopher Coccaro Project: Tappan Zee Hudson River Crossing

CC: Elena Barnett

Date: December 21, 2015

RE: Noise Monitoring — East Parcel of Former General Motors Assembly Plant, Sleepy Hollow, NY

Introduction

On Wednesday, December 16, 2015, Tappan Zee Constructors, LLC (TZC) collected noise measurements
associated with rock crushing at the East Parcel (EP) of the former General Motors Assembly Plant (GMAP).
Noise measurements of the operation were collected for comparison to Sleepy Hollow Village Code 272 —
Noise. Village Code 8272-5a Permitted Noises states that “sounds created by persons engaged in
construction work between the hours of 8:00am and 7:00pm weekdays” is a permitted noise within the village.
However, to further investigate the potential noise within the village, monitoring of the rock crushing operation
was collected adjacent to the equipment, at EIm Street, at Kendall Avenue, at Pocantico Street, and at

Devries Park.

Noise Measurements

Measurements of the rock crusher included ambient noise levels of the EP, the crusher running while not
crushing stone (idling) and the crusher actively crushing stone. A summary of these noise results is provided

in Table 1 below.
Table 1 - Rock Crusher Noise

Measurement Noise Level (dBA Lnax)
Ambient Noise 46
Rock Crusher (Ildling)* 89
Rock Crusher (Crushing Stone)* 93
Passing Diesel-Electric Train 75

! Collected 32 feet east of equipment

Noise levels at Property Lines

Following collection of the noise from the rock crusher at an offset of 32 feet, several measurements were
collected at noise sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the rock crushing operation. Based on input from the
members of the Sleepy Hollow Board of Trustees in attendance measurements were collects at the locations

shown in Figure 1.

Tappan Zee Constructors, LLC 555 White Plains Road Page 1 of 3
Tarrytown, NY




Figure 1- Noise Sensitive Receptor Measurement

Measurements were collected at each location for approximately one minute each. A summary of these noise

results is provided in Table 2 below.

Table 2 — Summary of Noise Sensitive Receptor Measurements

Location Distance to Rock Noise Level
Crusher (feet) (dBA Lax)
Elm Street 307 61
Kendal Avenue 670 50
Pocantico Street 1,230 Not Applicable*
Devries Park 1,270 55

* Rock crusher was not audible at this location. Inspector confirmed the equipment was in operation
when at this location.

Tappan Zee Constructors, LLC 555 White Plains Road Page 2 of 3
Tarrytown, NY



Sleepy Hollow Village Codes — Noise

Chapter 272, Noise, of the Sleepy Hollow Village Code describes the policy of the Village to “...prevent any
unnecessary loud, disturbing and unnecessary noise.” Per §272-3A(1) Prohibited noise levels, noise levels in
the village may not exceed 70 dB for noise with a frequency of 63 Hertz (Hz). Per §272-3A(2) further qualifies
this by providing a 5 dB increase in permitted noise for operations during daytime hours, however also
removes 5 dB for noise of periodic character. Once applying these correcting factors, 70 dB at 63 Hz is the
guiding noise level. These values differ from those in Table 2 which are A-weighted. Table 3 provides a

summary of the noise levels in the 63 Hz Octave Band Center at the locations monitored in Figure 1.

Table 3 — Summary of Noise Measurements and Village Noise Codes

Octave Band Center Sleepy Hollow EIm Street Kendall Street Devries Park
Frequency in Hertz Noise Limits
(CPS) Sound Pressure Level in Decibels
63 70 73 63 64

Note: Pocantico Street is omitted as the Rock Crusher was not audible at this location and therefore not applicable

Overall the noise levels recorded from the operation of the rock crusher within the village meet the noise
ordinance with the exception of noise monitoring at EIm Street which was the closest location to the position
of the rock crusher. This can be mitigated by moving the crusher to another location on the EP if deemed

necessary.

Tappan Zee Constructors, LLC 555 White Plains Road Page 3 of 3
Tarrytown, NY
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Executive Summary

Introduction

VHB Engineering, Surveying and Landscape Architecture, P.C. (VHB) has been retained
by the Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation (SHLDC) to conduct a traffic
impact study documenting the potential traffic impacts associated with the
redevelopment of the East Parcel of the former General Motors facility located in the
Village of Sleepy Hollow, Westchester County, NY. The traffic impact study quantifies
both the existing traffic conditions along area roadways surrounding the site and the
projected future traffic conditions expected with and without the proposed
redevelopment of the site.

This traffic study has been prepared as part of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for the proposed action and is in accordance with the requirements
of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and the Scoping
Document (adopted 1/4/2016) for the proposed action. This document provides a
detailed description of the study methodology, analysis, and key findings.

Project Description

The East Parcel is located to the east of the Metro-North Railroad line, south of the
Pocantico River and Devries Park, west of Kendall Avenue and north of Barnhart Park
and Beekman Avenue. The SHLDC is proposing to construct a new, expanded
Department of Public Works (DPW) facility to replace the existing DPW facilities which
are situated in multiple locations in the Village. The redevelopment will also include a
school bus repair garage for the Tarrytown Union Free School District, three recreation
fields for the Village and associated parking (approximately 850 parking spaces will be
provided). It is anticipated that the East Parcel's parking areas would be available for
use by patrons at the neighboring Philipsburg Manor historic site during special events,
which generally occur a few times a year on weekends.

Existing access to the East Parcel is through an extension of Continental Street, which
will be maintained and improved from Kendall Avenue to Pocantico Street to
accommodate two-way traffic. The existing viaduct from Beekman Avenue to the East
Parcel, which is currently closed due to structural issues, is proposed to be demolished.
A new overpass will be constructed over the Metro-North railroad tracks, which will
connect the East Parcel to the West Parcel of the former GM property and provide a
secondary means of egress for the West Parcel.

Study Locations

Per the Scoping Document, the following four key intersections were identified as
requiring analysis:
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» US Route 9 (Broadway) and Pocantico Street/Old Broadway/Philipsburg
Manor driveway

» Pocantico Street and Continental Street

» Continental Street and Pleasant Street

» Continental Street and Kendall Avenue

Existing & Future Traffic Volumes

To assess existing traffic conditions in the vicinity of the site, peak hour manual turning
movement traffic volumes were recorded in February 2016 at the four key intersections.
The existing traffic volumes were adjusted for seasonality then grown to account for
anticipated increases in background traffic by the time the project is completed,
establishing the future traffic volume conditions without the proposed redevelopment
of the East Parcel. The future traffic volumes include increases associated with the Edge
on Hudson development located on the West and South Parcels, and anticipated
development activity in the Village of Tarrytown.

Project-Development Traffic

Traffic anticipated to be generated by the project was forecast based on driveway
counts at the existing DPW facilities and on published trip generation data. Based on
these projections, the proposed action is projected to generate 23 new vehicular trips
during the typical weekday AM peak hour, 87 new trips during the typical weekday PM
peak hour and 110 new vehicular trips during the typical Saturday midday peak hour.
The proposed connection of the East Parcel to the West Parcel will also provide an
alternate means of access to and egress from the Edge on Hudson development on
the West Parcel, thereby alleviating traffic conditions on Beekman Avenue.

During events at the sports fields or special events at the neighboring Philipsburg
Manor site (during which patrons will use the East Parcel parking areas), as many as
570 vehicles could enter and exit the East Parcel in one hour. The largest traffic-
generating events will likely occur on Saturdays. It is noted that Phillipsburg Manor
currently has periodic events and many of these trips may already be on the
surrounding roadways. For the purposes of this analysis, it was conservatively assumed
that event trips would be all newly added to the studied intersections.

The site-generated traffic volumes for a major event were assigned to the area
roadways based on the previously-approved distributions for the East Parcel contained
in the FEIS for the Edge on Hudson development to yield the future traffic conditions
with an event at the proposed development.

Future Traffic Conditions

Capacity analyses were conducted at the study intersections to assess the quality of
traffic flow in the study area under existing conditions and future conditions with and
without the proposed action. Based on a review of the peak-hour traffic volumes, it
was determined that all intersections currently experience good (Level of Service B or
better) operating conditons during all three peak hours. In the future without the
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project but with forecast increases in traffic volumes, longer peak-hour delays will be
experienced on the Pocantico Street approach to US Route 9 and this condition will
worsen in the future with the redevelopment of the East Parcel. To reduce peak-hour
delays, it is recommended that the traffic signal timing be modified by allocating more
green time to the Pocantico Street signal phase. This retiming will have a minimal
impact on the other movements and is recommended regardless of whether or not the
project proceeds.

For the Event peak hour, the analysis indicates that, with the additional Event traffic,
significant delays will be experienced on the Pocantico Street approach to US Route 9
and on the Continental Street approach to its unsignalized intersection with Pocantico
Street. During events, which will occur only a few times during the year, it is
recommended that special traffic management measures be instituted at these
locations. These measures will allow visitors to arrive at and depart from these events
while still providing adequate capacity to accommodate everyday, non-event traffic.

Pedestrians and Cyclists

At a minimum, it is recommended that the sidewalk along Continental Street be
extended from Pleasant Street into and through the site, that Continental Street is
widened to provide at least one 12-foot wide lane in either direction, to accommodate
cyclists. Alternatively, a 10-foot wide shared use bike-pedestrian path could be
constructed parallel to Continental Street from Pocantico Street to the site.

Alternatives

Two alternatives to the proposed action were evaluated qualitatively to determine
traffic impacts relative to the proposed action. These alternatives are described below.

Alternative Uses - Indoor Recreation Facility with Community Space

This alternative would replace one of the outdoor recreation fields with an indoor
recreation facility with community space. The traffic generated by an indoor field
would be similar to traffic generated by an outdoor field, however, while the use of
outdoor fields typically occurs from spring to autumn, an indoor facility would allow
for year-round use in any weather condition.

Alternative with a Larger School Bus Repair Facility

This alternative would replace the proposed 3-bay school bus repair facility with a 12-
service bay facility. With the larger facility, it is estimated that, 18 additional trips would
be added to the surrounding street system during the weekday AM and PM peak hours.
Given this relatively minor increase, it was determined that the results of the analysis
would remain essentially unchanged from the proposed action.
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Conclusions

Based on the findings above, is concluded that, with the recommended signal timing
modifications and event traffic management measures, the proposed East Parcel
redevelopment will not have a significant adverse impact on area traffic operating
conditions and will provide improved traffic operating conditions along the lower
portion of Beekman Avenue.
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Introduction

VHB Engineering, Surveying and Landscape Architecture, P.C. (VHB) has been retained
by the Village of Sleepy Hollow Local Development Corporation (SHLDC) to conduct a
traffic impact study documenting the potential traffic impacts associated with the
redevelopment of the East Parcel of the former General Motors facility located in the
Village of Sleepy Hollow, Westchester County, NY. The traffic impact study quantifies
both the existing traffic conditions along area roadways surrounding the site and the
projected future traffic conditions expected with and without the proposed
redevelopment of the site.

This traffic study has been prepared as part of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for the proposed action and is in accordance with the requirements
of the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and the Scoping
Document (adopted 1/4/2016) for the proposed action. The purpose of this study is to
determine whether any significant traffic impacts would result from the proposed
development and to propose and evaluate mitigation measures, if required.

______________________________________________________________|
Project Description

The East Parcel, as depicted on Exhibit D-1, is located to the east of the Metro-North
Railroad line, south of the Pocantico River and Devries Park, west of Kendall Avenue,
and north of Barnhart Park and Beekman Avenue. The East Parcel contains the remains
of building footprints and parking areas of the former GM assembly plant, with a
portion of the parking area currently used by the DPW for its composting operations.
The SHLDC is proposing to construct a new, expanded DPW facility to replace the
existing DPW facilities which are situated in multiple locations in the Village. The
redevelopment will also include a school bus repair garage for the Tarrytown Union
Free School District, three recreation fields for the Village and associated parking
(approximately 850 parking spaces will be provided). It is anticipated that the East
Parcel's parking areas would be available for use by patrons at the neighboring
Philipsburg Manor historic site during special events, which generally occur a few times
a year on weekends.

Existing access to the East Parcel is through an extension of Continental Street, which
will be maintained. The section of Continental Street between Pleasant Street and
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Kendall Avenue that is currently restricted to one-way westbound traffic flow is
proposed to be widened, allowing Continental Street to have two-way flow for its entire
length. This will reduce the amount of vehicles that travel on Kendall Avenue and
Howard Street that are destined to Pocantico Street, currently the only travel route
available for eastbound vehicles exiting the East Parcel. The existing viaduct from
Beekman Avenue to the East Parcel, which is currently closed due to structural
deficiencies, is proposed to be demolished. A new overpass will be constructed over
the Metro-North railroad tracks, which will connect the East Parcel to the West Parcel
of the former GM property. This overpass will provide a secondary point of egress for
the West Parcel, resulting in a shorter travel route from the West Parcel to Pocantico
Street and Route 9. The overpass will also provide access to Beekman Avenue from
the East Parcel.
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Study Methodology

The focus of this study was to evaluate traffic flows and operating conditions on the
roadways and intersections projected to be used by motorists traveling to and from
the East Parcel redevelopment and to quantify the potential traffic impacts on these
roadways and intersections.

As identified in the Scoping Document, the project study area consists of the four
intersections listed below.

>

>
>
>

US Route 9 (Broadway) and Pocantico Street/Old Broadway/Philipsburg
Manor driveway (signalized)

Pocantico Street and Continental Street (unsignalized)

Continental Street and Pleasant Street (unsignalized)

Continental Street and Kendall Avenue (unsignalized)

The greatest cumulative impacts of project-related traffic are likely to occur during the
weekday AM and PM peak hours and during the midday peak hour on a Saturday,
when ambient traffic activity is greatest and when the project will generate the most
traffic. As such, traffic operating conditions at the study intersections were analyzed
during these three peak periods.

As detailed hereafter, a review of these detailed analyses revealed that potential
traffic impacts for typical operating conditions will be greatest on weekday evenings
and that event traffic impacts will be greatest on Saturday afternoons. The specifics
of these two peak periods are presented in detail in this report.
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Existing Conditions

Evaluation of the traffic impacts associated with the proposed East Parcel
Redevelopment requires a thorough understanding of the existing roadway system in
the vicinity of the site. The existing conditions observed in the study area include an
inventory of roadway and intersection geometry, traffic control devices, traffic signal
timings, and the collection of traffic volumes. This information is provided in the
following section.

______________________________________________________________|
Study Roadways and Intersections

US Route 9 (Broadway) is a state highway that generally runs in a south to north
direction within New York State beginning in New York City and continuing to the north
to the Town of Champlain, near the Canadian border. In the vicinity of the site, US
Route 9 is classified as a principal arterial. Between NY 448 (Bedford Road) and a point
approximately 120 feet to the south of its intersection with Pocantico Street, Route 9
is a three-lane roadway (two southbound lanes and one northbound lane). To the north
of this point, Route 9 is a four-lane roadway with two travel lanes in each direction.
Route 9 is generally 40 feet wide, but widens to 55 feet for a short distance south of
Pocantico Street. Within the study area, Route 9 has a posted speed limit of 30 miles
per hour (mph) and on-street parking is not permitted along either side of the roadway.
The pavement is in generally good condition. Sidewalks are provided on both sides of
the road to the south of the Pocantico Street and Old Broadway intersection and on
the west side of US Route 9 to the north of the intersection.

Pocantico Street is a 30-foot wide Village roadway that connects US Route 9 to the
north with Beekman Avenue to the south. Pocantico Street provides one travel lane in
each direction and has a posted speed limit of 25 mph, except between EIm Street and
Beekman Avenue where a school zone speed limit of 15 mphis in effect. The pavement
is in generally good condition. Within the limits of the study area, on-street parking is
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permitted only on the west side of the roadway (with street cleaning restrictions on
Mondays and Thursdays from 8AM to 9AM) and sidewalks are provided along both
sides of the road.

Continental Street is a Village roadway that runs in an east-west direction, beginning
at Pocantico Street to the east and continuing to its terminus at the East Parcel. An
overflow parking lot for the adjacent Philipsburg Manor historic site is located at the
western end of Continental Street, with all vehicular access to this lot provided via
Continental Street. Continental Street provides two-way travel except for the portion
between Pleasant Street and Kendall Avenue where only westbound travel is permitted.
The roadway varies in width from 18 feet to 42 feet. Between Pocantico Street and
Pleasant Street the roadway measures 23 feet wide; in the segment with one-way flow
between Pleasant Street and Kendall Avenue, the roadway narrows to a width of 18
feet. To the west of Kendall Avenue, the roadway is 42 feet wide. The pavement is in
generally fair to good condition.

On-street public parking is permitted only on the north side of the roadway between
Pocantico Street and Pleasant Street (with street cleaning restrictions on Tuesdays and
Thursdays from 10AM to 11AM). Between Kendall Avenue and the East Parcel, parking
is available on both sides of the street for permit holders only. Parking in the narrow
one-way section of Continental Street is not permitted at any time. Sidewalks are
provided along both sides of the road, except for the one-way segment where no
sidewalks are provided and to the west of Kendall Avenue, where a sidewalk is provided
along the south side of Continental Street only.

Kendall Avenue is a Village roadway that runs in a north-south direction, beginning
at Continental Street to the north and continuing to the south to Beekman Avenue.
The pavement is in generally fair to good condition. Between Continental Street and
Howard Street and between EIm Street and Beekman Avenue, Kendall Avenue is a one-
way southbound roadway. Kendall Street has two-way traffic flow for a short segment
beginning at Howard Street and continuing for approximately 125 feet south to #90
Kendall Avenue; to the south of this point and continuing to Elm Street, Kendall Avenue
provides one-way travel in the northbound direction only.

In the vicinity of the proposed project, between Continental Street and Howard Street,
the pavement is 24-feet wide and there is on-street parking on both sides of the
roadway. Street cleaning restrictions prohibit parking between 9AM and 12PM on the
east side on Tuesdays and Thursdays and on the west side on Mondays, Wednesdays
and Fridays. Between Continental Street and Howard Street, sidewalks are provided
on the west side of Kendall Avenue and on the east side for a short segment starting
at Howard Street and continuing for approximately 80 feet to the north to #67 Kendall
Avenue.

Howard Street is a 25-foot wide Village roadway that runs in an east-west direction,
beginning at Kendall Avenue and continuing to the east to its terminus at North
Washington Street. The pavement is in generally fair to good condition. Between
Kendall Avenue and Pocantico Street, Howard Street has two-way traffic flow with
parking permitted on both sides of the roadway. With vehicles permitted to park along
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both sides of the roadway, the available travel way measures only 10-feet wide for two-
directional flow; effectively making Howard Street a one-way road.

Street cleaning restrictions prohibit parking between 8AM and 12PM on the north side
on Tuesdays and Thursdays and on the south side on Mondays, Wednesdays and
Fridays. Between Pocantico Street and North Washington Street, Howard Street is a
one-way eastbound roadway with parking permitted on both sides of the street, except
during street cleaning periods (north side between 9AM and 12PM on Tuesdays and
Thursdays; south side between 9AM and 12PM on all days except Tuesdays and
Thursdays). Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Howard Street for its entire length.

Descriptions of the four study locations are provided below.

US Route 9 (Broadway) at Pocantico Street/Old Broadway/Philipsburg Manor Driveway

US Route 9 (Broadway) forms the north and south legs to this signalized, five-legged
intersection with Pocantico Street, Old Broadway and a driveway to Philipsburg Manor.
Each US Route 9 approach provides two lanes; a shared left-turn/through lane and a
shared through/right-turn lane. Pocantico Street, Old Broadway and the Philipsburg
Manor driveway each provide one shared left-turn/through/right-turn approach lane.
The intersection is controlled by a three-phase, semi-actuated traffic signal. The Route
9 approaches operate together during the first signal phase. The Pocantico Street and
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Old Broadway approaches run concurrently during the second phase followed by the
Philipsburg Manor driveway approach which operates during the third signal phase.

Sidewalks are provided on both sides of US Route 9 to the south of the intersection
and on the west side to the north of the intersection. Sidewalks are provided on both
sides of Pocantico Street. On Old Broadway, a sidewalk runs along the west side of the
roadway; on the east side of the roadway, a sidewalk is provided to a point
approximately 150 feet to the north of the intersection. Sidewalks are not provided on
the Philipsburg Manor driveway. Crosswalks are provided along the north leg of Route
9 and across Old Broadway. There are no pedestrian buttons or displays at the
intersection.

Pocantico Street at Continental Street

The Continental Street approach to this unsignalized “T" intersection with Pocantico
Street provides one eastbound shared left-turn/right-turn lane. Pocantico Street
provides a northbound shared left-turn/through lane and a southbound through/right-
turn lane. Exiting movements from Continental Street are controlled by a “Stop” sign.

Sidewalks are provided along both sides of Continental Street and Pocantico Street,
however, there are no crosswalks.
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Continental Street at Pleasant Street

The Pleasant Street southbound approach to this unsignalized “T" intersection with
Continental Street provides one shared left-turn/right-turn lane. Continental Street has
one-way westbound traffic flow to the west of Pleasant Street and two-way flow to the
east of this intersection. The westbound Continental Street approach provides one
shared through/right-turn lane and the intersection is controlled by a “Stop” sign on
the Pleasant Street approach. Sidewalks are provided on both sides of Pleasant Street
and on both sides of Continental Street to the east of this intersection. There are no
crosswalks at this intersection.
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Continental Street at Kendall Avenue

Kendall Avenue provides one-way flow in the southbound direction with one receiving
lane at this unsignalized “T" intersection with Continental Street. To the east of Kendall
Avenue, Continental Street is one-way westbound and has one shared left-
turn/through lane. The eastbound approach of Continental Street consists of a
channelized right-turn lane. There are no “Stop” or "Yield” signs controlling either the
eastbound right-turn movement or the southbound through movement on Kendall
Avenue to the south of Continental Street. A sidewalk is provided along Continental
Street on the south side of the channelized right-turn lane which continues along the
west side of Kendall Avenue. Crosswalks are not provided at this intersection.
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Existing Traffic Data

To assess existing traffic conditions in the vicinity of the site, peak hour manual turning
movement traffic volume counts were recorded at the four study intersections in
February 2016. Automatic traffic recorder (ATR) 24-hour counts were also conducted
on Continental Street near the Pocantico Street intersection during the same period as
the manual counts. The ATR counts collected traffic volumes and travel speed
measurements.

The manual counts were recorded during a typical weekday AM peak period (7:00 to
9:00 AM) and a typical weekday PM peak period (4:00 to 6:30 PM) (when school was
in session) and a typical Saturday midday peak period (11:00 AM to 1:30 PM), all in
February 2016. . The manual traffic counts included classification (cars, trucks and
buses), and tallies of pedestrians and bicyclists.

The traffic counts were tabulated and the peak hours identified as 7:45 to 8:45 AM, 4:45
to 5:45 PM and 12:00 to 1:00 PM for the weekday AM, PM and Saturday midday
periods, respectively. The peak hour volumes were compared to the ATR counts along
Continental Street which confirmed the peak hours. The manual counts were adjusted
as needed to provide for balanced flow between intersections. The balanced volumes
were then increased by 7.4 percent to account for seasonality (based on NYSDOT data).
The balanced peak hour traffic volumes are depicted on Exhibits D-2 and D-3.

A review of the exhibits indicates that, overall, the PM peak hour volumes are slightly
higher than the AM peak hour volumes. Both the AM and PM peak hour volumes are
higher than the Saturday peak hour volumes. However, in the future, with the projected
increases in background traffic and the addition of the Event trips, the Saturday peak
hour will have the highest traffic volumes, followed by the PM peak hour. Therefore,
this report includes analysis of the weekday PM peak hour and the Saturday Event
midday peak hour.
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Exhibit D-2 — Existing Traffic Volumes — Weekday AM and
PM Peak Hours
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Exhibit D-3 — Existing Traffic Volumes — Saturday Midday
Event Peak Hour

| Saturday Event Hour |
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A review of the ATR data indicated that weekday traffic volumes on Continental Street
just west of Pocantico Street vary from 295 to 373 vehicles per day, with the highest
volumes recorded on Thursday. Traffic volumes of 314 and 276 were recorded on
Saturday and Sunday, respectively. Daily, traffic volumes vary between next to nothing
(between 2:00 am and 4:00 am overnight) to a maximum of 37, 39 and 32 during the
weekday AM, PM and Saturday peak hours. The ATR data also indicate an average
speed of 12 mph in the eastbound direction and 16 mph in the westbound direction.
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Future Conditions

An analysis of future conditions, both with and without the proposed redevelopment
of the East Parcel (“Build” and “No-Build” conditions, respectively), was performed for
each of the peak hours to evaluate the effect of the proposed action on future traffic
in the area, both during typical daily activity as well as for event days. The No-Build
condition represents the future traffic conditions that can be expected to occur, if the
proposed redevelopment does not materialize. The No-Build condition serves as a
comparison to the Build condition, which represents expected future traffic conditions
resulting from both project and non-project-generated traffic. The East Parcel
redevelopment is anticipated to be completed in 2018, however, traffic volumes in the
study area were projected to the year 2026, reflecting the year when the West Parcel
project is expected to be completed.

No-Build Condition

Traffic growth is typically a function of the expected land development, economic
activity and changes in demographics in the region. To estimate the rate at which traffic
can be expected to grow during the study period, both historical growth and planned
area developments are reviewed and considered, as described below.

Background Traffic Growth

It was determined that an annual growth rate of 0.25 percent would be appropriate to
account for typical, non-development-specific background traffic growth. The existing
traffic volumes for all three peak hours were increased by a total of 2.5 percent to
represent the grown volumes. The critical PM and Saturday peak hour volumes shown
on Exhibit D-4.
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Exhibit D-4 — Grown Traffic Volumes
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Planned Vicinity Developments

The Planning Boards of the Villages of Sleepy Hollow and Tarrytown provided
information on proposed vicinity developments in the area. The following describes
the development projects identified in each Village.

Village of Sleepy Hollow

The Edge on Hudson project (formerly known as Lighthouse Landing) is a proposed
mixed-use residential and commercial development to be constructed on the West
Parcel of the former GM property. The current development program consists of 1,077
residential units and 207,215 square feet of commercial space. The project will be
constructed in multiple phases, with expected completion by 2026. The traffic volumes
associated with the Edge on Hudson development were obtained from the traffic study
provided in the October 4, 2005 Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) for the
project. The FEIS volumes were adjusted based on the currently proposed development
size and distributed to the roadways based on the FEIS distribution patterns.

For the No-Build analyses in this report, it was assumed that the East Parcel will be
undeveloped and there would be no vehicular connection between the West Parcel
and the East Parcel. Therefore, all access to Edge on Hudson would be from the West
Parcel access points along Beekman Avenue. For the Build condition, it was assumed
that the proposed connection between the East and West Parcels would be constructed
and that 36 percent of the Edge on Hudson trips would access the West Parcel using
this new connection (via Continental Street through the East Parcel).

Village of Tarrytown

Development activity in Tarrytown includes four projects currently in the concept or
approval stages that are in the vicinity of the Tarrytown Railroad Station, expansions to
the Tarrytown Honda dealership and JCC on Hudson, the completion of the Hudson
Harbor development and a proposed aquatic center located adjacent to Pierson Park.
A brief description of each project and the expected trips to be added to the study
locations is provided below.

e The Village is beginning the process to consider the redevelopment of several
sites near the train station. Development on these sites may include
residential, recreational, music/event space and commercial uses. It is not
expected that these projects will add significant traffic to the study
intersections.

e The Tarrytown Honda automobile dealership is located along the east side of
South Broadway, between Walter Street and the 1-287 ramps. The owner is
proposing to build an expansion to the dealership on a separate parcel to the
north of the I-287 ramps, which is currently occupied by the Eldorado West
diner. The net increase in trips from the current restaurant use to the auto
dealership is not expected to be significant in the East Parcel study area.

e TheJCC on Hudson expansion is located next to the Doubletree Hotel on Route
9 south of 1-287. This proposed expansion is intended to relieve current
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overcrowding conditions and is not expected to result in a significant increase
in traffic in the East Parcel study area.

e Hudson Harbor (formerly known as Ferry Landing) is located to the west of the
Tarrytown Railroad station and currently has 174 of its 238 approved
residential units completed (73 percent completed). The traffic to be
generated by the remaining 64 units (27 percent) was estimated based on the
Ferry Landing traffic volumes on Figure 6.5b contained in the FEIS for the Edge
on Hudson development.

e The proposed aquatic center will have an outdoor pool and a building housing
locker rooms/changing rooms and a fitness center. The Village anticipates that
the pool will be used by visitors to other destinations in the area. Therefore, it
is not expected that there will be significant traffic generated by the aquatic
center and only minimal trips will be seen traveling through the study
locations.

The vicinity development traffic volumes from the Sleepy Hollow and Tarrytown
projects for the critical PM and Saturday peak hours are shown on Exhibit D-5. The
volumes shown on Exhibit D-5 were added to the grown traffic volumes shown on
Exhibit D-4 to represent the No-Build traffic volumes, shown on Exhibit D-6.
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Exhibit D-5 - Vicinity Development Traffic Volumes

| PM Peak Hour
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Exhibit D-6 - No-Build Traffic Volumes
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The No-Build volumes from the FEIS for the Edge on Hudson development were
compared to the No-Build volumes for the proposed action (less the Edge on Hudson
trips). The comparison was performed at the two common study intersections, Route
9 and Pocantico Street/Old Broadway and Pocantico Street and Continental Street. This
comparison, shown in Table 1, indicates that the FEIS trips at the Route 9 intersection
with Pocantico Street/Old Broadway are higher than the No-Build trips for the
proposed action during each peak hour (146 to 275 trips higher). At the Pocantico
Street/Continental Street intersection, the No-Build volumes are similar, with the
proposed action’s No-Build volumes slightly higher (24 trips) during the AM peak hour
and slightly lower (29 trips) during the PM peak hour. On Saturday, the volumes are
identical.

Table 1 - No-Build Volume Comparison

. FEIS Proposed Action IR )
Intersection from FEIS

AM PM SAT AM PM SAT AM PM SAT

US Route 9 (Broadway) & Pocantico St/Old

I~ . 1864 | 1897 | 1572 | 1718 | 1684 | 1297 | (146) | (213) | (275)
Broadway/Philipsburg Manor Driveway

Pocantico St & Continental St 469 567 399 493 538 399 24 (29) (0)
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|
Site-Generated Traffic

The SHLDC is proposing to construct a new, expanded DPW facility to replace the
existing DPW facilities which are situated in multiple locations in the Village. The DPW
operations will relocate to the new facility. The redevelopment will also include a
school bus repair garage (with 3 service bays) for the Tarrytown Union Free School
District and three recreation fields for the Village (two multi-purpose fields and one
baseball field). The anticipated project site-generated trips for the uses proposed for
the East Parcel were determined based on the methodologies described below.

DPW Facility — The hours of operation for the DPW are Monday through Friday from
6:45 AM to 3:00 PM. The DPW currently has 26 employees which is expected to
increase to 35 employees with the larger facility and relocation of operations to the
East Parcel. The main DPW facility is located on River Street, opposite Horan's Landing.
In addition to the River Street facility, the DPW uses the West Parcel for storage of
garbage trucks and the East Parcel for composting operations. The former GM South
Parcel is used for DPW employee parking. Employees also park along River Street and
at Horan's Landing.

To identify the existing DPW trip generations, traffic counts were conducted by VHB at
the above noted locations on Monday February 22, 2016 from 6:30 to 9:00 AM and
from 2:00 to 6:00 PM. The traffic counts were tabulated and the peak hours identified.
The AM and PM peak hours for the DPW occur earlier than the established roadway
peak hours. During the roadway peak hours (7:45-8:45 AM and 4:45-5:45 PM), the
DPW generates 23 AM trips and 5 PM trips.

During the DPW peak hours (6:30-7:30 AM and 2:15-3:15 PM), the DPW generates 49
AM trips and 39 PM trips, respectively. Although the Continental Street ATR data are
somewhat limited, they indicate that traffic volumes during these hours are
approximately 42% and 22% lower that during the busiest hours of traffic activity on
the surrounding roadways, respectively. The DPW trips during the roadway peak hour
are only 47 percent of the trips at the DPW during the busiest hour of activity at the
DPW in the AM and are only 13 percent of trips at the DPW during the busiest hour of
activity at the DPW in the PM To represent future DPW trips with the expansion, the
existing DPW trips were adjusted based on the increase in employees (from 26 to 35).
The expansion will result in 11 new trips during the AM peak roadway hour and 3 new
trips during the PM peak roadway hour.

Recreation Fields — Trips associated with the two multi-purpose fields and the baseball
field were estimated based on a review of data provided by the 9th Edition of the
Institute of Transportation Engineers’ (ITE) Trip Generation Manual and on traffic counts
collected at similar sites. ITE trip rates for Land Use Code 488 (Soccer Complex),
indicate that the three fields would generate 3 trips during the AM peak hour, 53 trips
during the PM peak hour and 91 trips during the Saturday peak hour. A review of other
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studies indicate that multi-purpose fields generate up to 35 trips per field during the
peak hour while baseball fields generate slightly fewer trips (30 trips per field). To
provide a conservative analysis, the trips generations for the East Parcel ballfields were
estimated to be 3 trips during the AM peak hour, 75 trips during the PM peak hour and
110 trips during the Saturday peak hour (higher than the ITE rates).

School Bus Repair Facility — The bus repair facility will have 3 service bays and will be
in operation on weekdays. The facility will not be used for storage of school buses. Trip
estimates were made based on the number of service bays and employees. It is
anticipated that the school bus repair facility will generate 9 trips during the AM and
PM peak hours and no trips during the Saturday peak hour.

Saturday Event at Philipsburg Manor — With a large event at the adjoining Philipsburg
Manor, overflow parking will be available for event attendees in the East Parcel parking
areas which will have 850 parking spaces. To provide for a worst case analysis, it was
assumed that two-thirds of the parking area would be turned over during the peak
Saturday midday hour, resulting in 570 entering trips and 570 exiting trips. These trips
were assigned to the roadways based on the East Parcel distributions. It is noted that
Phillipsburg Manor currently has periodic events and many of these trips may already
be on the surrounding roadways. For the purposes of this analysis, it was conservatively
assumed that event trips would be all newly added to the studied intersections.

For weekday events, it was considered unlikely that there will be the rolling turnover of
spaces that is contemplated for the weekend event. Thus, on weekdays it is expected
that, at most, there will be either 570 vehicles arriving at an event during the peak hour
or 570 vehicles departing from an event during the peak hour. Since this is half of the
weekend event trip rate, it was concluded that the weekend (Saturday) event would be
the most critical and was, therefore, selected for analysis purposes.

A summary of the trip generation projections for the proposed East Parcel
development is presented in Table 2. Asindicated in this table, the project is projected
to generate 23 new vehicle trips during the weekday AM peak hour, 87 new trips during
the weekday PM peak hour and 110 new vehicle trips on a typical Saturday. On a
Saturday with a large event, the East Parcel will generate 1,140 new trips during the
Saturday event peak hour.
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Table 2 - Trip Generation Summary

New Trips
Land Use AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday Typical Peak | Saturday Event Peak
Hour Hour
Enter Exit Total | Enter Exit Total | Enter Exit Total | Enter | Exit | Total

DPW Facility 6 5 11 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
Expansion
Recreational Fields 2 1 3 50 25 75 53 57 110 0 0 0
Sch.o.ol Bus Repair 6 3 9 3 6 9 0 0 0 0 0 0
Facility
Large Event 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 570 570 | 1,140
Total New Trips 14 9 23 54 33 87 53 57 110 570 | 570 | 1,140

Note: The DPW and school bus repair facilities are closed on weekends. On Saturday during a large event, no activities will be held at the

recreational fields.

As can be seen from Table 2, the proposed action will generate more traffic on weekday
evenings and Weekends than during weekday mornings and that it will generate more
traffic when there is a weekend event than at any other time. A review of the counted
intersection data revealed that traffic volumes at the studied intersections during the
weekday AM peak hour are 7.5% lower than during the weekday PM peak hour and that
that traffic volumes at the studied intersections during the midday peak hour on
Saturdays are 26% lower than during the weekday PM peak hour. Considered together,
it is apparent that the proposed action will have the greatest potential to impact traffic
on a typical day during the weekday PM peak hour and on an event day during the
midday hour on a Saturday. For this reason and to keep the discussion of changes in
traffic volumes resulting from the proposed action focused, even though a complete
detailed analysis was conducted of all four peak-hour conditions, only the details of the
typical PM and event Saturday conditions are presented in the main body of this report.

In the FEIS for the Edge on Hudson development, the East Parcel development was to
consist of a DPW facility and two soccer fields; a slightly smaller development than the
proposed action, with one fewer ballfield and no school bus repair facility. This study
conservatively used a slightly higher trip generation rate for the ballfields than the FEIS,
based on available data. Using the standard ITE rates for ballfields, the increase in trips
associated with the current proposal for the East Parcel is 16, 23 and 33 trips during the
AM, PM and Saturday peak hours, respectively. This represents an increase of between
2.5 percent and 3 percent of the entire FEIS project traffic. This increase is driven mostly
by the addition of the third ballfield and is not considered significant.
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Trip Distribution and Assignment

The changes in traffic volumes associated with the proposed action were determined in
accordance with the following multi-stepped process:

Peak-hour traffic volumes generated by the proposed Edge on Hudson
development were reallocated to reflect the change in access to this
development (construction of the connection between the East and West
Parcels and two-way flow on Continental Street) which will result from the
proposed action. (It is noted that the construction of the connection between
the East and West Parcel is projected to significantly reduce the volume of
Edge on Hudson Traffic along Beekman Avenue - particularly between
Pocantico Street and River Street. This is an unquantified traffic benefit of the
proposed action).

Peak-hour traffic volumes which currently travel to and from the existing DPW
facilities and parking areas were reallocated to reflect that fact that these
facilities will now be consolidated on the East Parcel. These trips, which are
already on the streets of the Village of Sleepy Hollow and which will be added
to by the expansion, have been redistributed based on the proposed East
Parcel access modifications.

The reallocated traffic volumes for the Edge on Hudson development and
existing DPW facility for the typical weekday PM peak hour and the Event
Saturday peak hour are shown in Exhibit D-7.

Peak-hour traffic volumes generated by the proposed development on the
East Parcel (DPW expansion, Bus service facility, sports fields and associated
parking as shown in Table 2) were assigned to the studied intersections, as
describe below.

Trip arrival and departure patterns, which show how the newly-generated trips will travel
to and from the site, were determined based on the distributions for the East Parcel
contained in the FEIS for the Edge on Hudson development. The FEIS distributions were
adjusted to reflect the proposed overpass connecting the East Parcel with the West Parcel
and the proposed two-way traffic flow on Continental Street. The projected directional
distribution of trips to and from the proposed development is depicted on Exhibit D-8
for the arrival and departure distributions.
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Exhibit D-7 — Reallocated Edge on Hudson and DPW
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Exhibit D-8 — Arrival and Departure Distributions
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Note: 28 percent of the project’s entering trips and 41 percent of the exiting trips will access the East Parcel via the
overpass connecting the East Parcel to the West Parcel.

As shown in Exhibit D-8, 72 percent of the entering trips and 59 percent of the exiting
trips will enter the East Parcel via Continental Street. The remaining 28 percent of
entering trips and 41 percent of exiting trips, which are not shown on the exhibit, will
access the East Parcel from Beekman Avenue via the new overpass connecting the West
Parcel to the East Parcel. The new trips generated by the East Parcel redevelopment
during the PM peak hour and Saturday Event peak hour were assigned to the area
roadways in accordance with the trip distribution patterns. The resulting new trips added
to area roadways are presented on Exhibit D-9.

The East Parcel site-generated volumes, reallocated Edge on Hudson traffic volumes
and redistributed DPW traffic volumes were all added to the No-Build peak-hour traffic
volumes shown on Exhibit D-5 to establish the Build peak-hour traffic volumes for the
PM peak hour and Saturday Event peak hour, which are depicted on Exhibit D-10.
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Exhibit D-9 - East Parcel Redevelopment - Project Trips
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Exhibit D-10 — Build Traffic Volumes
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Traffic Operations

To assess the quality of traffic flow in the study area during the peak hours, intersection
capacity analyses were conducted for Existing, No-Build, and Build (with the proposed
East Parcel redevelopment) traffic volume conditions. The following section
summarizes the methods of capacity analyses used in this study and documents the
results.

Method of Capacity Analysis

The intersection capacity analyses were conducted based on the evaluation criteria
contained in the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual' (HCM). As documented in the HCM,
intersection performance is influenced by a number of factors, including: traffic
demand; lane configurations; lane widths; turning restrictions; roadway grades; speeds;
and signal phasing and timing settings for signalized intersections. The existing
physical roadway characteristics and signal phasing and timing settings at the
signalized study intersection were determined by collecting field measurements.

Synchro 8 software was used to model the study intersections based on the parameters
mentioned above. Synchro 8 software is widely used by traffic engineering
professionals, is approved for use by NYSDOT, and is consistent with the procedures in
the HCM.

Capacity analyses results are reported using a variety of performance measures,
including “Level of Service” (LOS). The level of service designation is an index based on
the average control delay experienced by a vehicle traveling through the intersection.
Similar to a report card, LOS designations are letter-based, ranging from A to F, with
LOS A representing the best operating condition (lowest vehicle delays) and LOS F
representing the worst operating condition (highest vehicle delays).

LOS is reported differently for signalized and unsignalized intersections. For signalized
intersections, the analysis considers the operation of all traffic entering the intersection,
and the LOS can be reported for individual turning movements, approaches, or for the
intersection as a whole. For unsignalized intersections, the most critical lane group

! Highway Capacity Manual 2010; Transportation Research Board, National Research Council, Washington, DC (2010).

30 Traffic Operations



delay on each approach is typically reported and the overall intersection LOS is not
calculated. Thus the LOS designation is for the critical movement exiting the side street,
which is generally the left turn out of the side street or side driveway. As such, LOS is
reported only for left-turns from the main street and for all movements from the side
street.

|
Intersection Capacity Analysis

Intersection capacity analyses were conducted for the Existing condition and future
No-Build and Build conditions for each of the key intersections. The results of the
capacity analyses for the PM and Saturday Event peak hours are summarized in Table
3. The detailed Synchro capacity analysis worksheets are contained in the Appendix.

Table 3 - Capacity Analysis Summary — Weekday PM & Saturday Event Peak Hours

PM Peak Hour Saturday Event Peak Hour
Intersection Lane Existing No-Build Build Existing No-Build Build
Approach Group| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay
US Route 9 EB-Philpsbg Mnr | LTR D 36.3 D 36.3 D 36.3 D 38.8 D 39.3 D 39.3
EB Pocantico| LTR D 46.7 E 62.9 F 91.4 D 44.9 D 54.1 F 270.2
(Broadway) &
. WB Old B'way| LTR C 23.8 C 23.7 C 23.7 C 27.0 C 26.2 C 26.0
Pocantico St/Old
- NB Route 9| LTR B 10.2 B 11.1 B 11.4 A 9.7 B 11.2 B 13.3
Broadway/Philipsburg
. SB Route 9| LTR B 10.7 B 12.0 B 12.2 B 10.5 B 12.9 B 14.7
Manor Driveway -
Intersection| B 17.0 C 213 C 28.2 B 17.1 C 21.0 F 86.3
Pocantico St & EB| LR B 11.2 B 12.4 C 17.1 B 10.3 B 11.5 F 585.0
Continental St NB[ LT A 0.4 A 0.3 A 1.8 A 0.4 A 0.3 A 6.4
(unsignalized) SB[ TR A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0
Continental St & EB| LR A 0.0 A 0.0
Pleasant St WB| TR A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0
(unsignalized) SB| LR A 8.7 A 8.7 B 10.7 A 8.7 A 8.7 C 215
Continental St & EB| R A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0 A 0.0
Kendall Ave EB| TR A 0.0 A 0.0
(unsignalized) WB| LT A 5.8 A 5.9 A 11 A 5.0 A 4.7 A 0.5

Source: VHB, using Synchro 8.0 software. Delay is reported in seconds per vehicle.

Existing Conditions - As indicated in Table 3, under existing conditions, the signalized,
five-legged intersection of US Route 9 (Broadway) and Pocantico Street/Old
Broadway/Philipsburg Manor driveway currently operates at acceptable level of service
(LOS) “B" for each peak hour. Individual movements operate at LOS “"D" or better
during each peak hour. At each of the three unsignalized intersections, the minor street
turning movements operate at acceptable LOS “B” or better for each peak hour. The
results of the capacity analyses for the future No-Build and Build conditions for each
peak hour are described below.

Future Typical Conditions (PM Peak Hour) - In the future, without the proposed

redevelopment (No-Build conditions), but with forecast increases in traffic volumes,
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longer delays will be experienced on the Pocantico Street approach to the signalized
Route 9 intersection and this condition will worsen in the future with the East Parcel
redevelopment, primarily because of the connection of the East and West Parcels. To
reduce delays under No-Build and Build conditions, it is recommended that the traffic
signal timings be modified by allocating more green time to the Pocantico Street signal
phase. With the retiming, the delays will be reduced and the intersection will operate
at an overall LOS “C" and all movements will operate at LOS “D" or better, as indicated
in Table 4.

Table 4 - Capacity Analysis Comparison — with Signal Timing Modifications

PM Peak Hour

Build with
Intersection No-Build Build L.
Lane Retiming
Approach Group| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay
EB-Philpsbg Mnr| LTR D 36.3 D 36.3 D 36.3
US Route 9 -
EB Pocantico| LTR E 62.9 F 91.4 D 49.3
(Broadway) & ,
. WB Old B'way| LTR C 23.7 C 23.7 C 20.7
Pocantico St/Old
- NB Route 9| LTR B 11.1 B 11.4 B 14.3
Broadway/Philipsburg
. SB Route 9| LTR B 12.0 B 12.2 B 15.2
Manor Driveway -
Intersection| C 213 C 28.2 C 21.9

At the three unsignalized intersections, as shown in Table 3, for the typical PM peak
hour, the minor street turning movements will operate at LOS “"C" or better under the
No-Build and Build conditions.

Future Event Conditions (Saturday Peak Hour) - In the future, without the proposed
redevelopment (No-Build conditions), but with forecast increases in traffic volumes,
longer delays will be experienced on the Pocantico Street approach to Route 9, as
indicated in Table 3. Under Build conditions, with the added Event traffic, there will be
a significant increase in delay on the Pocantico Street approach. It is recommended
that, as part of an overall “event traffic management plan”, on the few days a year with
large events occurring (up to 20 events per year expected), traffic management police
officers be deployed to accommodate peak hour traffic flows during the busiest hours
on event days. Related to the deployment of police officers at this intersection is the
recommendation that the signal phasing be modified so that the green phase for the
Philipsburg Manor Driveway precede the phase for Pocantico Street. This will make it
easier for police officers to direct traffic at events as they can simply allow the Pocantico
Street signal phase to be extended into the Broadway signal phase, without using up
the entire Broadway phase. With the deployment of police officers (with or without
the suggested modification in phase sequencing), the intersection will operate at an
overall LOS “C" during large events, as indicated in Table 5, below.
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Table 5 - Capacity Analysis Comparison — with Event Police Management

Saturday Event Peak Hour

No-Build Build L
Police Control
LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay | LOS | Delay
US Route 9 EB-Philpsbg M.nr LTR D 39.3 D 39.3 D 39.2
EB Pocantico| LTR D 54.1 F 270.2 D 45.4
(Broadway) & WB Old B' LTR C 26.2 C 26.0 B 16.1
Pocantico St/Old way - - -
- NB Route 9] LTR B 11.2 B 13.3 C 29.4
Broadway/Philipsburg
. SB Route 9] LTR B 12.9 B 14.7 C 31.3
Manor Driveway -
Intersection| C 21.0 F 86.3 C 34.5

At the three unsignalized intersections, as shown in Table 3, the minor street turning
movements will operate at LOS “B” or better under the No-Build condition. With the
added event traffic, the minor street movements will operate at LOS “C" or better with
the exception of the Continental Street approach to the Pocantico Street intersection.
This approach will operate at LOS “F” under Build conditions. To reduce the delays
during the busiest event hours, it is recommended that a police officer also be
deployed at this intersection to manage traffic flows. If possible, it is also
recommended that the Continental Street approach to Pocantico Street be widened to
allow for the construction of a separate left-turn lane on this approach. With the
implementation of this widening and if the intersection is converted to all-way STOP
control, adequate capacity will be provided to accommodate event traffic without the
presence of a police officer.

In summary, as shown in Table 6, event traffic volumes can be mitigated and
accommodated at this intersection either by the deployment of a police officer to direct
traffic or by providing a separate left-turn lane on Continental Street and installing
STOP signs on Pocantico Street. In the event that the latter is selected, analysis has
determined that it would have little impact on everyday conditions and that LOS “C”
conditions would prevail on all approaches.

Table 6 — Capacity Analysis Comparison — Pocantico St. & Continental St.
intersection

Saturday Event Peak Hour

Build with All-
Build with |(way Stop & EB
Lane No-Build Build Police Control| Widening

Approach [Group| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay| LOS | Delay
EB| LR B 11.5 F 585.0 D 52.8

EB[ L D 29.8
EB[ R B 12.1
NB[ LT A 0.3 A 6.4 D 51.7 F 51.7
SB| TR A 0.0 A 0.0 B 10.0 E 38.8
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Build analyses conducted with the typical AM and Saturday peak hour volumes with
the identified improvements revealed that the levels of service experienced during
these periods will be identical to the LOS during typical PM peak hour conditions, with

similar or slightly better delays.
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Evaluation

Since the proposed redevelopment of the East Parcel will provide ball/sports fields, it
is recommended that provisions be provided to accommodate cyclists and pedestrians.
At a minimum, this should include extending the sidewalk along Continental Street
from Pleasant Street into and through the site, and ensuring that Continental Street is
widened to provide at least one 12-foot wide lane in either direction, which would
provide sufficient room to accommodate cyclists on the roadway. Alternatively, a 10-
foot wide shared use bike-pedestrian path could be constructed parallel to Continental
Street from Pocantico Street to the site.
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Alternatives

Two alternatives to the proposed action were evaluated qualitatively to determine
traffic impacts relative to the proposed action. These alternatives are described below.

Alternative Uses - Indoor Recreation Facility with Community Space

This alternative would replace one of the outdoor recreation fields with an indoor
recreation facility with community space. The traffic generated by an indoor field
would be similar to traffic generated by an outdoor field, however, while the use of
outdoor fields typically occurs from spring to autumn, an indoor facility would allow
for year-round use in any weather condition.

Alternative with a Larger School Bus Repair Facility

This alternative would replace the proposed 3-bay school bus repair facility with a 12-
service bay facility. With the larger facility, it is estimated that, during the AM peak
hour, the number of project trips for the proposed action would increase from 23 to
41. During the PM peak hour, the number of trips would increase from 87 to 105. On
Saturdays, the repair facility is closed, therefore, the Saturday peak hour trips for the
project would remain unchanged at 110 trips. Given the minor increase in AM and PM
peak hour project trips (18 trip increase each peak hour), the results of the analysis
would remain basically the same as for the proposed action.
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Conclusions

Based on the results of the analyses conducted for the purpose of this report, VHB has
arrived at the following conclusions:

The proposed action will add 23 new trips to the surrounding roadways during
the typical weekday AM peak hour, 87 new trips during the typical weekday
PM peak hour and 110 new trips during the typical Saturday peak hour.

During special events, it is conservatively estimated that a maximum of 1,140
trips (many of which may already be on the surrounding roadways) will be
added to the surrounding roadways during the Saturday Event peak hour.

The combined background traffic and project traffic are highest during the
weekday PM peak hour and the Saturday Event peak hour.

During the PM peak hour under future Build conditions with the project, the
site-generated traffic will result in minimal increases in delays at all locations
except for the the Pocantico Street approach to US