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correct. Lead role in DEC for the above items is

vested in the Division of Operations Central Office.

This Memorandum of Understanding will become effective

upon its execution by each of the parties hereto.

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

wee o ol

e—

Thomas C. Jofling, ﬁmeissioner

pate _MHael ({ (T7/

OLYMPIC REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

e oDt Boner

Ned Harkness, President, C.E.O.

Date %CE/M,% 5-] /?7/




APPENDIX T

REVISTON/AMENDMENT TO UNIT MANAGEMEINT PLANS

Any material modification or amendment to the unit

" management plans is to conform to the guidelines

and criteria of the SILMP, and will be made

following the same procedure prescribed in the

master plan for original unit management plan
preparation.

A proposed amendment will be presented in its

complete form and content, inciud;ng indication

of the specific sectiﬁns of the existing management

plan being amended, and be accompanied by:

fA} An evaluation of whether or not the propcsed.
amendment will require a reexamination of the
inventory and assessment section of the plan.

(B) " If the améndment represents a departure £rom
the goals and objectives stated in the plan,

a discussion of impacts of the new objectives
on facilities, public use and resources of the
unit.

(C) An assessment of whether or nﬁt the proposed
amendment is consistent with carzying capacity
of the area.

(D) A schedule for the implementation of proposed

management actions.



Any action to amend a unit ﬁanagement plan in
connection with a2 proposed management action
ds €o Be initiated no later than the required
site-specific environmental assessment
pursuant to SEQR.
Consistent with the DEC-ORDA management agreements,
ORDA and DEC will cooperate and provide such staff
assistance as maf be necessary in the preparation
of amendments to the unit ménagement plans. ﬁoth
agencies wiil designate an appropriate representa-
tive tc.be the lead contact person in the matteg.

Division of Responsibility shall be as follows.

ORDA =

Develop and make appropriate revisions, in
response to comments, to all documents. These
will include the actual plan and accompanying
SEQR.

. Provide for public comment including hearings/
meetings. Make a record of comments and
responses. :

Print and distribute all draft and final
documents. "

Present draft documents to designated DEC
contact for DEC review, including the SEQR
committee, posting in the Envirconmental
Notice Bulletin, APA review and DEC
Commission's final approval.



DEC

Provide assistance to designated ORDA
representative on format and procedure.

Coordinate APA review and comments.

Coordinate DEC review, comments and -f£final
approval. '

Coordinate all notices in the ENB.
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TO:  Executive Staff, Division and Regmnal Directors

. FROM: Hank Willian3

R=: ORCANIZATION AND DELEGATION MEMORANDUM "B_i 06 %
Purosoce: ; ’ : ) -

~ To establish a policy regarding the prohibition of cutting, removal or
destruction of trees and other vegetation on 21l Torest Preserve lands pursuzat
to Article XIV of the Constitution of New York Stzte.

Backeground:
( g Acticle XIV of the Constitution specificzlly states that the timber on the
: ZTorest Preserve shzll not '"...be solé, rermoved or cdestzoyed.! OCves- the yezrs

it has been necessasy to occaciopzlly cut trees in the interecst of public safety,
overzll p-otection of the P—eee'—ve and for the development of facilities. Such
cut:'_':g hes been sanct mued Oucrh Conﬂtutaonal Amencme=zt or by Opinion of

Section 9-0105 of the Zavironmental Conservation Law provides that
the Division of Lands and Torests has Tesponsibdbility for the ''care, custody znd
cont-ol" of the Adirondack 2nd the Catckill Torest Prese-ve. In accordance
with this responsibility, all cons:iruction of new Jacilities, expansion or mocili-
cation of existing facilities and maintenznce of facilities, that will result ic the
cutting, removal or destruction of vegstatioe on z2nv of the lands constituting the
Torest “reserve snall reqguire approval of the Director of the Divisioz of Lance
and Torests in accordance with the following Procedure. Fowever, uacder no
circumstances will approval be granted for the cutting of trees for firewood,
timber or other forest products purposes.




Construction of New Tacilities and the Expansion or Modificzation

i Existing racilities

All projects that involve the cutting, removzl or destruction of tre
or other vegetztion in the Torest Freserve must have zpproval {rom
the Director of the Divicion of Lande and Torestis to be anplied £

tm.e iollowing m=znner:

1. Recionzl

! will be submitied by the Regionzl Director

z
ne . Divicico 0of Lznde znd Tarests

or 2pproval will be sudmitted by the Director of the
=

Recuests v
Division sescon

ple for the fzciliiv to the Director of the Divisica

of L.zacds sng

< The locztion of the project inclecdizng 2 mzp delinezting the projec:

. A description of the projec:t znc its puspose
A cournt, by species, of zll tress 10 be cut, zemoved or desiroved
A cdelineztion of asezs wnere vegetziion, in zcdcliion to trees threz
iackas or rmore in cizrmeter, ic to be cistu-bed

e« A listing of zay protecied species of vegetztion located within
three hundred fest of the z-ez to be distnrbed curing the project

. A descriotion of mezsuses to be taken to mitigate the impzct on
end restoration-of vegetztion, if zpprop-izze, to the zrez imzacied

All decigsions to approve any cuatting, removal or destructioa of trees will

be subject to individuzal SZQR determinztions.

Routine Maintenance

Responasibility for approval of 21l routine maintenance projects involvizg
the cuctting, removal or cestruction of treec or other- vegetation is
delegzted to the Regionzl Forester for the rezion in which the project is
to occur.



Soutine maintenance projects include the following activities:

Maintenance of foot trails, cross-country =ki trails, etc.,
including "the cutting of the few trees necessary...,"

(1934 A.G. 268 January 18, 1934,

Bounda:y line surveys and the maintenance of such boundary.
lines as 1 2id to the conservation work of the S:iate...where

‘the nu:*-;bev- of smzll trees utilized or removed. . .zppear immaterizal

(1934 4, CG. 309 Sepnternber 20, 1934.)

Removel of ""dezd timber, either standing or fzllern...ior fuel
at the public camp sites...." (1932 A. G, 313 Cctobexr 30, 1934.)
Mzintenznce of scenic vist long t-zils when ''t-ee zemoval may

int of immmsterialiby. " (1933 A.CG. 27«

zs
not be suifficient to pass the p
Jenuary 17, 1935.)
Removzl of dead 2nd hzzzrdous trees in ceveloped zreas s
czampgrounds and ski centers "that eacznger people. " (1935 A. G, 3C
June 26, 1985.)

I

Szlvage of windiall timber when ""such blowdeown timbes constitutes
2 fize hazazd." (19530 4,G,: 152 December 28, 1950.
Segionzal Tacilities

Raguests for zpprovel of routine mazintenznce projects will be

mace OV the fzcility smanager to r_':e. Regionzl Direc:or of the Region-
in which the facility is locz:izd, o will édirect them to the
Regional rorester.

Reguests for approval oi routine maintecance projecis chouid he
Fitaa

sRhrmiEe ww

g 25 sooa in aévance of the cate of beginning of t

maintenzace work as possible 2nd incluce 2 description of the project a::d
17

its location.

3 pricr written or verkal zoproval cannot be obtzined,

hazardous trees involving imminent danger to human safety or damage to
facilities may be removed without prior aporoval. HNowever, such action
must be reported within 24 hours following removal of the tres(s).
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T HEMRY G. WILLAMS, So——urz-er

July 29, 1986

h

TO: EZIxecutive StaffZ, Division-.-and Regional Diresctors

- -

FROM : Hank Wi

SBzckcround:

The above memorandum wes p-omulgatad on Februazw 16, 1284 "To
establish'a policy regarding the prohibition of cutting, removal
cr dest-uction of trees and ocher vegstation on all Forast
?resarve lands pursuant to Article XIV of the Constitution of
New York State.” . 08 '

Since that time it has come to our attantion that the
procedures established in the memorandum co not include provision
for adeguata notice to the public as to the numbes of traes
proposad to be cuf and the size of the land arsza involved on
specific projects.
~mancdment :

Therefore, Pact A. under Z Memorancum £84-05 is
amended and expandad by the a he fuollowing paracsezpn at
the end of such Past A. cn pa 2 Memorgandum. )

ANY constoucticn or recoastotuction activity
invnlving land undar the ju-isdiction of the

capaztnent of EIavironmental Coansazvaticn
wizhin the Adi-ondack or ths= Tarskill Park---
recacz=less of the classiiication of such
land--chat is a Tvpe I action oz otherwise
—acuizes notlce in thes Eavizcamental Notice
Sullatcin will incluce infozmation in such
nocice as to the (1) aczeage or extent of fthe
land arz2a orooosad to be involwved and

(2) number of tzess in excess of three inches
stump diameter proposed to be cut, removed or
destzoved. A copy of such notice as it
apneared ino such Bulletin (with the date of the
Bulletin noted) will be inclucded and made a
part of the information ccnstituting the
"request for approval® jus:c above desczoibed.



/ APPENDIX III
e
.- - .'.T. ..... S :-—:HEHORANDUH et -

Julv 3, 19856 '

TO: Ch; £, Bureau of Preserve Protectiion and Manacement
Regional Supervisors foxr Neturel Rescuzces - '

FRCM: WNozman J. VanValkenbuzgh =~ =+ -~ - -~ :

ION —-- LTF¥-84-2 Supplement

SUBJEZCT: DIVISION DIRZICT
) TOPIC. Cuctting, Removal or Dastructioﬁ
0L T-=es andé Octher Vecaitaztion on
ro-ast P-esarcve Lands
AS vou will =T=call, Commissioner Williams promulcatad
Organization anéd Seli=cetion HMemorandum #84-06 on FTebruary 15,
1984 for the puzzos: o "...esteblish(ing) 2 policy —eca-h;ng tha
pronibiticn of cut:zlnxg, removal or dest-uction of toees, and other
vecetation on all Fczast Praserve lands pursuant to Asticlis XIN
of the Constitution of New York Stats." In order to implementc
the p-ovisions of £84-06, this Divisica iszued procesduras on
tdav 31, 1934 uncder designation LF-84-2. -

Howeves, the guestion of whether or neot live-standing
could be cut and used for maintanance of trails including -~
consstzucszion of st-uctusaes such as oot b:idc&s d=w tz=ad
watar bac-s” ramained. Accordingly, an oninion on this guesti
was formelly rescuested of the AItosney CGaneral oa cha::e*
19653. A coov of such secress is avstached hezeso for iaformacion
ane clagificarcion purposas.

m

A reply from the Attorney General uncer date of June 24,
1986 has now besn recsived. A coov of such rformal Ogiaion
No. 86~7F3, vhich zllows for the “supercvised selective
curting...of only those few scattezed trTees necesssasy o= the
maintenance of popular and steep trails to lessen so'1
comcaczion, erosion and the dest-uction of vegetation® within
other specified coanstraincs and parameters, is attached and mace
a pact of this memorandum.



iish Formal Opinion No. 85-r2 in hanéd, it i
now revise Division Direc:iion-L7-83-2 to incorp
authorities. Accordingly, paragraph 1 (page 4)
LF-384-2 is hereby deleted and the following sub

1. Maintenance of foot trails, snowvmcbil
L] 1

o
CTO0SS-countc-y sk trails, horse trairls.

This includes p-ojects that involve blowdown removel,

hazard tree elimination (3° or more in diameter), p-oblenm
t-ee removal (3" or mcre.in diameter), mowing, etc.
Applications may be submitted by Area if appropriet

(i.e., High Peaks Wilde-ness Arsa, St. Regis Canoce A“ea, '

Saranec Laks Wild Forast, Whiteface Mountain Intensive Use

Arsa, etc.). Trails should be listed separately with the

total length of the trail- covered bv a single Application,

if eppropriate, and' in priocrity order of neecded maintenance..
Live-standing trees may be cut or usad for the construction

of bridges, crv tresad, watecbars o- others n*no: t-ail structures

only aZter considerinc the following alternatives ané in’

accordance witch the following concitions: : <

A. Alternatives to any type of trail haezésning oc
structural cdevelopment must be consicdercac,
especielly in wilderness arsas whera such

t-uctures diminish the charectzar of the
‘arsa. Such alternatives includs the closing
or limitation of use of a trail where the impac:t cf
such use is "laading to degradation oI the other
resources ané tha charactar of the Foras:t Praszc-ve.
A sacond elternative is to *e1oca:a thas toai
in such a wav thaet trail hacdening would not be !
necessary. )

is cdetermined that structures ac-e neecea
the suz-face of the t-ail or the safety oI tha
public, the Zollowing materials shoulcd be considered
in order af priority:

B. If,-after considering the avbove altarnativ

1. Native rockXx or- stone f-om near- the site.

2. Native rock or stone from another location
brought to the site.

3. Peeled, but untr-eated timber or logs {Zom
another location broughi to the site.



e

4. On-sice trees in accordance with the conditions
under C. following.

C. If on-site t-ees are to be used, such use must be in
accordance with the following conditions:

1. The Regional Forester or his desicnated xren-—
resentative must approve all trees to be cut,
after considerzing any other previous cuttincg
that has been done in the arse.

2. Cutting must be discreet with tops fully lopped
and dispexsed out of sight of the tzails, and
with stumps cut £flush to the g-ound.

3. Live tr-ees must be between thrae Lo twelve
inches in diametez (D3H), and must be at least
100 feet apac-t.

4. Structures reguiring the use of live on-site
tre2es are not to be replaced more Zrsguently
than 7-10 wearzs, wnich is ths rance of nommal
liZs expectaancy. ; ’

Dazd andd downed material pey be used for such pursesas
although consideration must be given to human saiaty and the
longsvity or lifs ol such str-uctures when such matariel is
us=<. '

— -‘\.
..._\“
. Dirzcztor
AtTtachments =
‘ee: D. Grants .
A. Doig y

Ju Lorxz

G. Colvin

G. Soves

Ka WEEH

R. Bernhae=zd

Regional Directors

Bureaus of Fish and wWildlife
Bureaus of Lands and rorests
Bureaus of Marine Resources
Bureaus of. Mineral Resources
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TU: Oilef, Bureau of rreserve Prctecticn and Management
Regicnal Supezvisors for wacural Resources

FiU: Norman J. Vanvalkenburgh o = = &
’ L

SITIRCT: DIVISION DIRECTIUN — [T-B4-2, -
. TOPIC: Cutting, Removal or Lestructicn of Trees and Other .-
' Vegetation cn FOrest Preserve LANCS .. irem oo ax o @ omtas o

- ’ 2 1 - - . e " ¢ e, e e

= S o it o s 0t T eatn e L ees Y I - . .-

PURKCSE: The purpose of this memorandua is to establish administrative proce-
gures for the imolem=ntaticn of Ccnmicsioner Williams' Organization
ar@ Lelegation Menwrancum £84-06 relating to the constzucticn cf new
facilities, the expansiecn cr nextificztion of existimg Zacilities an
routine mzintcnance projects on lands ot the Forest Presezve.

o

PASR HANL: Such Orgenization and Delegation Memoranoum states, in pars; _
"Secticn 9-01US cf the Environmental Consarvaticn Law provices thet
the Division of Larcs ana rorests has resgonsibility for the ‘care,
custedy ard concsol! of the Adgironcack and the Cacskill Ferest
Freserve. In accordance with this responsibility, all censtruction
ot new facilities, cxpansion cr mecii{fication eof exlisting fecilities
and maintenance of facilities, that will rasuvlt in the cutting,
remcval or destzucticn of vegetation on anv Of the lands consti-—
futing The borzst Braserve spall reguire appEréval €T the Direcior
¢ tne Divisign o Lanas ang Forests...." In orCco to cariny ot
this gicecticn and- wolicy, the succeediny pricecures will te tol- -
lowed by regional ang nen-regionalized perzonnel in reguesting
awproval tor such projecis on lanss of the Ferast Presesve that
involve the cutling, removal anc/or cascructicn cf vegetazicn. In
all cases, the previsions and constzaints of the @rganization and
L=legation Menorancum will L2 reccgnized and comgliec with.

Eb0 I - Construczion of hew Facilities ana tae Exoansion o kociZicaticn of
kxlsCiny baciilicres ' 5

PROCESS AlD CALENDAR

ucInoer=lovenler

} lteytenal uperacions 2 1. .Followiny ccncepzuzl ezzroval of the pro-
Supeovisor Or lanager ot ject Ly the Keyiormzl 2m=/0C epLropriatc

2 e

von-Reyicnalizea racilicy Centzzl Divisiponal wkZizas, prepgartes a
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.

Regional Supzrvisor for
Natural ‘Rescurces

lkegicnal forester

.

s m mm m e et ey L 1 T

4. r‘:nLc—::s rec

5. Teviews Fcrest Pres

==,

Forest Preserve Project fork Plan {n the
form ettached hereto es Azpendix A for
cach progesed projec:., S
,-';ach such Plan shall include: (1) A ce-
criptica of the project and les pu-pese,

s e (2) A sketch mep celineating the project

“: v ard showing its location, (3) A coun: by
specics and size closs, of all tress to

be cut, removed or ces:iroved, (4) Idenci-.

ficaticn of eny protected spacies of vey-
etaticn within 300' cf the arcea o b2

disturbsd, (S} A cescripcicn cf easures
. to b2 teken to mitigate the impdct en

vegetetive cover, and (6) Propesed wse of
motorized eguipment or moter vehicles,-if
any. ¥ .

TSubmitbs ccmoleted Work Plan to the Ut T TR

. Begionzl Supverviscr for Naturzl kesourcces,

3. PReviews Work Plan Loz completeness ang -

confonnsnce to Celecation Memorandum
£84-00¢ ang ferwards to the Regiconal
foreste:r. .

= ©

exve Project Work Plan
Lo decevmine i projecs is approgriats
takiny into consiceraticn Foresc Freserve
land claessification, Lnit lenagement vlan
gcu. is apd. manacemant chec ives ' for the
lond areza invelved,

6. Mekes on—silke fiela inspcctions as

necessary and agpropriace

7. Insuzes that $TUR *-’t;u:'.rsnﬁas forcagh

IJI’OJCC'— have been addrozzed

8. Ccosults with Qperaticns Superviscr or

Facility rerzgec to eflsct any changes or
mxdification to work Flan. ¢

9. Signs vork Plan signifving avproval cf

inaicates aisarprcoval by stacing resscns
in Coaaeents Section.: If approvea, fov-
waves Wook Plan through Regional Super=
viser for hatural Sescusces to Reglicnal
Director or aputopriate Livisieon Directoc,
in the case c( non-zegyicnalized tocil-
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QE) December (cont'a) fties. 1IZ disaepuroved, returns bork
3 ' Bdlan to oziginatoc. 8
e . AT - .. - l0. Campletes Regional Loy, - 7 .
J&"IU&:‘V < ia== 2 e ety s e w T Tt o... T .. -- L A -
Pegional Director or 11. Reviews rorest Preserve Project bork
Director of bivision ; rlan.
. respensible for Facility ' .
. 12. &Signs Yotk Plzn signifying agproval or
incic2tes diseppreovel by statiny reasons
’ in Comments saction. .
i g ' e 3 O 13. If approved, forwards wotk Plan to Dir-—
= : A ) . ector of Lancs and Forests. If dissp- "*
25 e PR SRS Al B B " proveag, returns Work Plan thycuzh Reg-— -
) o - a4 , . lonal Supervisor for Watural Resources -
Tealo,  w sl moeag e, g sw o om 4 - and Regional Forester to originatcr.
February - j . ' =
Director of Lands . ' 14, Effescts review of Vork Plan by epcrc—
and korests priate Centrel CELiice stafs to decermine
- that Plan confemns to Divisien ge2ls and
Y . is in Rewpling with respensibility for
- carc,'cuscoay and contrel of lancs of
' ' 5 Lhe Forzest Prage:ve,

r -
15. signs Vork Plan signifving aouroval cr
indicates disauvproval by statiry rceascns
in Coomaznts seciinn, .

lan to Reyiornal Dizector

16. Returrs Liczk F
or aunrogciate Division Direcicro.
march
Reylonal Director cr " 17. Distributes Wwerk Plan through Reglcnal
. Cirvector of bivisicn Superviscr for Ratural gasources ard:
responsible for Paciliviy Regicrel Forester to criginacor.

Current Fiscal Year

Reyional Operaticns . 18. aplements project in accorcancez with
Qupervisor or hansyer oI ¥<3rx Plan agprovals and coaciticns. -
Won=keylonalized Facility ’ :

Regyional lorescter _ 19. Monitors imnlesentation of vork Plan to
insure cenIormance to gp.covals and

@ 2 . i ’ onditions.
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Cur-zent “iscal Year .(ccnc'o) .+ 20: Cn ceopleticn cf project, completes
S B 2 e SRR L Inspection heport (See Aocemaix C
el e e CRUTTELT T T, 0T U attechea) and reteins in Project file.

PAKT IT ~ Rcutine Maintenance Projects

PRUCESS

2pplication fcr rvutine raintenance projects on lands of the torest
Freserve shall Le submittca cn the form attached hersto as Aprendix D as scon as
possible in eavance of the starting cate of the project. The Acplication should
be airectea to the Eegione) Supervisor for Watural Rescurces who will Forward it
° to Lhe keyional Forester. The Auplication will e reviewed as ragidly es
._w“"lble by the :\\:g‘an Ec.n:r:sLur- and a c‘:.l:r:,.‘mmdt‘c. mzce as lo apurcoval or

*--- alsapproval. - i 5%
whean acy :r:oval have been granted, a'cooy of the pclicaticn will be for-
wardeq to apuropriate kegionsl Lanas ant Forests 1,ev-sc,nn Lo asstre proper .

nocirficacion and provice for .monitering of the ..'rcgec...

ALplicancts should censicer the tollcw;w quicelines when subwmitting
’ project regu2sis:

D Ts i2intenance of todt trails, snownobile trails, czuss—countov ski trails,
horse tra yile,. GEC. )

4
This includes projects that involve blewdewn I'E"\lOJc.l hzzard t-ee elimi-.
nation (3" or mcre in diameter), problem trze rshoval (3" or more in

ciamneter}, mo~ing, etc.

Aublications imay be- submitted by Area iZ approuriate (iJe., High Beoaks
Wwileerness Arca, SL. Reyls Cance Arcs, Sarenas Lake ila Yesoat, whniteface
pouncain Intensive Use Area, ecc. ). Tralls showlo b> listec saparzvely with

- the total lengtn ct tre ctrail coversc by a single A.,pl.'.caL*on, if apgTo-
priace and in priccity orger of meesed maintznancz. Ik _is ~loavly unse--
Stoug tnas live szapnis; Foogs ave ngt pa e oor or uscd for eonserucsicon of
bric.es, cry t-ead, water pBars or other strucuturas. Dzad anc ¢ownea
materia: M3y & WSSO LT Sucn purposes eluhough consigeratien must be yiven
to human sarecy and the lengevity or life of such structures when such

material is u=sed. .
2. Maincenance of raaos, ‘uhzope lines; oower lines, ski lirets, cowmhill ski
' trayls, cano@ Carivs. BArking areas, ovenines arcunc PBuilcinys, scenic
viscas, etc.
- 1':.1'11-;:. incluces prozects that involve the removal of hazazcous, problem or

veye Lrees 3™ or movre in glamecers.

vy

Projuces should e listed ingiviouwally tuc, sevesal may be suamitzed on
a simgle Auplicacien it taey are similar ip natere (L., ‘plhone lines Ay
By & )., TTur cuunts e asvigabic where sare chon on occasicndl live Lise

PP D 2. 40 0"
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I ; must be cut to avoid potential ceameyc to the faciliz. .- cuettien. Felleqg
e # e e e T "
- trees mey not &e utllized LCr any purpose aca sheulz oA -ietlersd ‘near the

site so &5 not to interfere witil the Zacilicy and o o~ “"P=iiusive.

3., kemcval of dezg ang hezarcous trees in.develoved areer. ©- -0 iz camcersuncs

.. . ano skl centers that cotcnctially encanger cegale. : s
Tnis incluces prujects involvlry, remaval of Juzz z--- /0 zzarcdous trees
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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:
Olympic Sports Complex at Mount Van Hoevenberg 2018 Unit Management Plan (UMP) Amendment

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

The Olympic Sports Complex in the Mount Van Hoevenberg Intensive Use Area located off of NYS Route 73, Town of North Elba, Essex County.

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

See the following page that lists the management actions proposed in the 2018 UMP Amendment.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: (518) 302-5332
NYS Olympic Regional Development Authorit -Mail:
ymp 9 P y E-Mail: bhammond@orda.org

Address: Olympic Center, 2634 Main Street
City/PO: | sk Placid State: ., Zip Code: 12946
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: (51g)
Robert Hammond, Director of Environmental, Planning and Construction E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: (518) 523-9516
Town of North Elba* E-Mail: clerk@northelba.org
Address:
2693 Main Street
City/PO: State: Zip Code:

v Lake Placid NY p 12946

Intensive Use Area also includes lands owned by the State of New York; Finance Office-Fixed Cost Unit, 110 State St., Albany NY
12236
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1. Actions Proposed on Town Lands® (non-Forest Preserve lands)

e Construct New Nordic Trails with Lighting and Snowmaking

e Construct New Sliding Sports Start Facility

e Construct New Welcome Center/Base Lodge and Awards Plaza

e Develop Trailhead, Parking and Hiking Trail Connection for Cascade and Porter
Mountains, Mount Marcy and Mt. Van Hoevenberg (part of this action to occur on State
Land)

e Construct New Snowmaking Reservoir

e Expand Start 1 Building and Deck

e Provide Structured Parking Adjacent to 1980 Start Building to Service Start 1 Building
and Restructure Access Drive to Parking

e Replace Start 4 Building

e Expand Track Timing Building

e Expand USA Team Garage Building

e Construct New Snow Storage Structure Building

e Construct New Maintenance Building/Groomer Garage

e Convert Existing Press Building into Medical Building

e Construct New Road from Maintenance Area to Track Access Road, to Replace Existing
Access Displaced by New Buildings

e Upgrade and Improve Existing Track Access Road Lighting Add New Fixtures Along Track
Access Road from Lamee Lodge to Start 1 Building. Add New Lighting on New Road
Connection Near Maintenance

e Construct New Alpine Coaster Including Lighting

e Construct New Transport Coaster or Funicular

2. Actions Proposed on State Lands (Forest Preserve Lands)

e Install Hiking Trail Connections

e Construct New Biathlon Stadium Including Range, Bleachers and Timing/Competition
Building

e Construct New On-site Wastewater Disposal System for Welcome Lodge

e Renovate Boxing Building at Existing Biathlon Stadium

e Redevelop Former Access Road Corridor from Bobsled Lane to Cross-country Parking Lot
to Replace Current Access to Cross-country Parking and Lodge

e Construct Two Nordic Trail Bridges Over New Gravel Road to Cross-country Lot

e Install Lighting for Parking Lots 2, 3, and 4

e Develop Maintenance/Dredging Plan at North Meadow Brook Intake

' The Town of North Elba sold a permanent easement to the State on NY in November 1965 for the purpose of
developing, operating and maintaining a recreational area and facilities thereon.



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, [JYeskINo
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village CYesZINo
Planning Board or Commission
c. City Council, Town or YesiZINo
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies YesINo
e. County agencies [OYeskINo
f. Regional agencies IYes[OJNo  [NYS Adirondack Park Agency, SLMP Consistency |March 2018
g. State agencies bYes[ONo  |NYSDEC, UMP Approval March 2018
h. Federal agencies CYesZINo
i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? [OYesk/INo
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? O YesiINo
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 [JYesk/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 M Yes[INo
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action 1YesINo
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):
NYS-controlled lands subject to the Adirondack Park State Land Master Plan
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?
Rural Countryside District

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? M YesINo

OYesINo

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action?

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? Lake Placid

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
NY StatePolice

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Lake Placid

d. What parks serve the project site?
Adirondack 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)? recreational

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 1593.8 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? +/- 10 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 1593.8 (IUA) acres
c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? k] Yes[INo
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % +-5 Units: n/a
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? OYes [ONo
iii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum
e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? 1 Yes[INo
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: 60 months
ii. If Yes:
e Total number of phases anticipated 5
e  Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) 6 month 2018 year
e Anticipated completion date of final phase 12 month 2023 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:
Implementation of the new management actions will depend on budget and ORDA's priorities.
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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 2 new, also multiple expansions
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 25 height; 43 width; and 502 length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 42,000 square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any MIYes[[INo
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment: snowmaking reservoir
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [] Ground water [/] Surface water streams [_]Other specify:

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

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: 7.5 million gallons; surface area: 1.5 acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 25' height; 350' length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):

earth

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? (1) create snowmaking reservoir (2) sediment removal N. Meadow Brook water intake

ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
e  Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): (1) 37,000 (2) variable

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.

(1) topsoil, subsoil and bedrock; used on-site as general fill material (2) silt and sand; used on-site as general fill material

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

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? (1) 1.5, (2) <0.1 acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? 1.5 _acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? (1) 25 feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? [TYes[ JNo

iX. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:
(1) snowmaking reservoir, (2) N/A

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment [JYesINo
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? [JYes[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: maximum daily 8,200 potable gallons/day includes existing and new facilities

ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? [dYesINo
If Yes:

e Name of district or service area:

e Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? [JYes[INo

e Is the project site in the existing district? OyesdNo

e Is expansion of the district needed? Yes[INo

e Do existing lines serve the project site? OyesCINo

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:

Snowmaking water will be taken from North Meadow Brook as approved in the 1999 UMP (maximum withdrawal rate of 500 gpm), potable from ex. wells

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: 86 gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? M Yes[ONo
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 5,975 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? [JYes/INo
If Yes:
e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:
e  Name of district:
e Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? dYes[INo
e Is the project site in the existing district? [JYes[INo
e [s expansion of the district needed? [OYes[INo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? Yes[No

e  Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? [Yes[No
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):
multiple on-site conventional wastewater disposal systems

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

N/A

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? overall net decrease in impervious
Square feet or _ -2.1 acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or acres (parcel size)
ii. Describe types of new point sources.

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 stormwater management practices

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

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)
construction equipment and vehicles, delivery vehicles, contractor vehicles

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)
none anticipated

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
none anticipated

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,0O)

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, CJyesiINo
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:

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

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

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? [Yes[]No
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within %2 mile of the proposed site? [JYes[]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 [Jyes[INo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand [Yes[INo
for energy? N/A, not commercial or industrial
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: 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM e  Monday - Friday: 6:00 AM - 10:00 PM
e  Saturday: 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM e  Saturday: 6:00 AM - 10:00 PM
e Sunday: 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM e  Sunday: 6:00 AM - 10:00 PM
e Holidays: 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM e  Holidays: 6:00 AM - 10:00 PM
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, M Yes[ONo
operation, or both?
If yes:
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
Construction equipment and vehicles during periods of active construction during the 5-year build out generally between 7:00 AM and 7:00 PM

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? OyesMINo
Describe:

n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? OYes[INo

Ifyes:

i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:
replacement of lights along combined track access road - 20-30' poles full cutoff LED, new lighting in parking lots 2, 3 and 4 - 20-30' poles w/ full cutoff

fixtures, new lighting on new nordic ski trails 20-30' tree-mounted or poles with downcast fixtures with cutoffs, nearest occupied +/- 1,400' away

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? OYeskMNo
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? OYesHNo

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) O YesMINo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored

ii. Volume(s) per unit time (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities:

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 [INo

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)?  NJ/A, not commercial or industrial

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? O 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):

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

° Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
° Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: 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.
[ Urban [ Industrial [] Commercial k] Residential (suburban) /] Rural (non-farm)
I Forest /] Agriculture [] Aquatic [ Other (specify):
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
Recreational use at the Olympic Sports Complex and forested lands with some hiking trails on adjacent lands.

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 33.93 31.8 213
e Forested 1415 1405 -10

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.) ° o178 075
e  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) 20 20 0
e Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) 30 30 0
e  Other

Describe: Ski Trails 90.3 99.3 +9
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? Mlyes[CINo
i. If Yes: explain: cross country skiing, biking, etc.

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed [dYesi/INo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
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, YesiINo
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? [Yes[] No

e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation:

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

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

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 OYesi] 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 yes[INo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[1 Yes — Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s):

[] 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? ClyeshINo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s):

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? O YesINo

If yes, DEC site ID number:
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? [IYes[No
Explain:

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? 0->6 feet
b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? ] Yes[INo
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? 10 %
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: Rawsonville-Hogback 60 %
Mundalite-Rawsonville 30 %
Others 10 %
d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: >6 feet
e. Drainage status of project site soils:[] Well Drained: 20 % of site
[] Moderately Well Drained: 70 % of site
[] Poorly Drained 10 % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: /] 0-10%: 5 % of site
M1 10-15%: 5 % of site
M 15% or greater: 90 % of site
g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? [JYesiINo

If Yes, describe:

h. Surface water features.

i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, M Yes[INo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? V1Yes[INo
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, Mlyes[INo

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

° Streams: Name North Meadow Brook and unnamed tributaries Classification C(T)
®  Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification
®  Wetlands: Name Federal Waters, Federal Waters Approximate Size varies, total +/- 20 acres
®  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 OYesINo
waterbodies?

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

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? [CIYesiZINo
j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain? CYesINo
k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? CYesZNo
1. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? Yesi/INo
If Yes:

i. Name of aquifer:
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:
large and small mammals

resident and migratory birds

reptiles and amphibians

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 [ Yesi/INo

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? V1Yes[[INo
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:
No affect.

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/INo
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? [dYesINo
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 Yes/INo
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? [dYesiINo
If Yes:

i. CEA name:

ii. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district M1 Yes[INo
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on, the
State or National Register of Historic Places?
If Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: []Archaeological Site [VIHistoric Building or District
ii. Name: Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Run

iii. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:
recreation/engineering 1930-1932; the lower portion of the 1932 track and excluding existing buildings

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for CJYesiINo
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? CdYesi/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 V1Yes[No
scenic or aesthetic resource?

If Yes:
i. Identify resource: (1) NYS Route 86 Olympic Scenic Byway (2) NYSAPA Scenic Vista NYS Route 73 near Adirondack Loj Road

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: (1) 5, (2) 3miles.

i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers CYesiINo
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? [dYes[No

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 Date

Signature Title
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EAF Mapper Summary Report

Monday, July 31, 2017 10:13 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.
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B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area] No
B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area] No
C.2.b. [Special Planning District] Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.
E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Potential Contamination History] Workbook.
E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Listed] Workbook.
E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Environmental Site Remediation Database] Workbook.
E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation No
Site]
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]
E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands

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

E.2.i. [Floodway]
E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain]
E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain]

E.2.I. [Aquifers]

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report

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

Federal Waters

No

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

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

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

No



E.2.n. [Natural Communities] No

E.2.0. [Endangered or Threatened Species] No

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

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 - Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Run
Name]

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

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

Agency Use Only [If applicable]

Project : IOSC@MVH 2017 UMP

Date : |

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could

be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency’s reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding

with this assessment.

Tips for completing Part 2:
e Review all of the information provided in Part 1.

Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.

Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.

checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.

Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.

If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer “N0” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.

Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

e Ifyou are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general

question and consult the workbook.

e  When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action”.
e Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
e Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

1. Impacton Land

Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, [INo O YES
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - j. If ““No”’, move on to Section 2.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is E2d O 0
less than 3 feet.
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f
c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or E2a O O
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a O [l
of natural material.
e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle O Ol
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q O O
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).
g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli O O
h. Other impacts: none identified O O
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2. Impact on Geological Features

The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit

access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes, OJNo LJYES
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer guestions a - ¢. If ““No”’, move on to Section 3.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: E2g o a
b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a E3c O O
registered National Natural Landmark.
Specific feature:
c¢. Other impacts: o o
3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water [INO I YES
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - I. If ““No”’, move on to Section 4.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h O )
b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b i -
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.
c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a | O
from a wetland or water body.
d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h () O
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.
e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, | D2a, D2h O ]
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.
f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal | D2c ] O
of water from surface water.
g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge | D2d ]| O
of wastewater to surface water(s).
h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e O )
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.
i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or E2h ]| O
downstream of the site of the proposed action.
j- The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q, E2h O O
around any water body.
k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dla, D2d O O
wastewater treatment facilities.
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1. Other impacts: none identified O O
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or I:lNO E YES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - h. If “No”’, move on to Section 5.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2¢ [l
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2c | O
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source:
¢. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | D1la, D2¢c O
sewer services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E21 O
e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2c, E1f, O
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, Elh
f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products D2p, E21 O
over ground water or an aquifer.
g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, o O
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E2], D2c
h. Other impacts: none identified O O
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. OJ~No [ JYES
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - g. If “No”’, move on to Section 6.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i o o
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j o o
c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k o o
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2e o o
patterns.
e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, O O
E2j, E2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, | Ele ] ]

or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts: - -
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. IENO DYES
(See Part 1. D.2.f., D,2,h, D.2.2)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”’, move on to Section 7.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO,) D2g O O
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N,0) D2g o o
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g - o
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF¢) D2g E E
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane D2h o o
b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated D2g o o
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g O O
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 Ibs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU’s per hour.
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g ] o
above.
e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 | D2s O O
ton of refuse per hour.
f. Other impacts: O O
7. Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.) [INO O] YES
If “Yes™, answer questions a - j. If ““No””, move on to Section 8.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any E2o (] O
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2o (| O
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.
c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p (] O
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p (| O

any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural E3c (| O
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n (| O
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source:
g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or E2
S . 4 . o2 m (| O
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb (| O
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source:
i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of | D2q (| O
herbicides or pesticides.
j- Other impacts: none identified | O

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources

The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.)

If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If ““No””, move on to Section 9.

[O]No

[ ]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the E2c, E3b o o
NYS Land Classification System.

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

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of | E3b o o
active agricultural land.

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural Elb, E3a o o
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

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

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development C2c, C3, O O
potential or pressure on farmland. D2c, D2d

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland C2c O O
Protection Plan.

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

[ INo

[O)YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local E3h | O
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b (] O
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) ()| O
ii. Year round (| O
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work ’ 0 0
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Elc 0 0
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h ) O
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dla, Ela, ]| O
project: DIf, Dlg
0-1/2 mile
Y2 -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Other impacts: none identified (] O

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, f. and g.)

If “Yes™, answer questions a - e. If ““No”, go to Section 11.

[ ]No

[O]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3e O ]
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or
National Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3f (] O
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
¢. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g o O
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:
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d. Other impacts:none identified | O
If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Moderate to large impact may
€ occur”, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, Ol |
of the site or property. E3f
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, O O
integrity. E3g, Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which E3e, E3f, O O
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E3g, E3h,
C2,C3
11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a @NO |:| YES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.c., E2.q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If ““No”’, go to Section 12.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e, E1b o ]
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. | C2a, Elc, o O
C2c, E2q
c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c o o
with few such resources. Elc, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2c, Elc o O
community as an open space resource.
e. Other impacts: ] ]
12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical @ NO |:| YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes, answer questions a - ¢. If ““No”’, go to Section 13.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d o o
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d o o
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
c. Other impacts: o o
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - /. If ““No”’, go to Section 14.

[O]No

[ ]vYEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j o O
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or D2j o o
more vehicles.
c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j O O
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j ] |
e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j o ]
f. Other impacts: o o

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

[ INo

[O]YES

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k ] O
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | DIf, O O
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a | D1q, D2k
commercial or industrial use.
c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k O O
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square | D1g O O
feet of building area when completed.
e. Other Impacts:none identified m 0

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light

The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.

[ ]No

[O]YES

(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and 0.) lighting
If “Yes™, answer questions a - f. If ““No”, go to Section 16.
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m O O
regulation.
b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, E1d
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.
¢. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o O
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n O O
e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing D2n, Ela O O
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: none identified O O
16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure @ NO |:| YES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes™, answer questions a - m. If ““No”’, go to Section 17.
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may cccur occur
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld o o
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg, Elh o o
c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, E1lh O O
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the Elg, Elh o o
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction).
e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place Elg, Elh o o
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.
f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t o o
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.
g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2q, E1f | ]
management facility.
h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2gq, E1f o o
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s O O
solid waste.
j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of | E1f, Elg o o
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Elf, Elg o o
site to adjacent off site structures.
1. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, E1f, | ]
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts:
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17. Consistency with Community Plans

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If ““No”, go to Section 18.

[O]No

[ ]vyEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur

a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2, C3,Dla O O
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, Elb

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 O o
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2,C2,C3 | o

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2, C2 ] |
plans.

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3, Dlc, | a
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Dl1d, D1f,

Dld, Elb

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development C4, D2c, D2d o o
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a o |
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

h. Other: ] |

18. Consistency with Community Character

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

[O]No

[ ]vEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part | small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas E3e, E3f, E3g | |
of historic importance to the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. C4 o o
schools, police and fire)
¢. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, D1f ] |
there is a shortage of such housing. Dlg,Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 o o
or designated public resources.
e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and C2,C3 o o
character.
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. C2,C3 o o
Ela, Elb
E2g, E2h
g. Other impacts: o o

PRINT FULL FORM

Page 10 of 10



http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91799.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91813.html

Agency Use Only [IfApplicable]

Project : Josc@MVH 2017 uMP
Date :

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance

Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to explain why a particular
element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental impact.

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will not
have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its
determination of significance.

Reasons Supporting This Determination:
To complete this section:

e Identify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

e  Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact
occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to
occur.

e The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.

e Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where
there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impact.

e Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact

e For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so that
no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.

e Attach additional sheets, as needed.

(1) Construction on steep slopes for such things as trail construction and construction of the alpine coaster has the potential for significant impacts to land

(erosional soil loss) and to water (sedimentation). The impact potential is exacerbated by the multi-year, multi-phase construction activities that would be
proposed under the pending unit management plan amendment.

(2) Removing sediment from near the water intake on North Meadow Brook has the potential of producing moderate to large impacts to water quality in the
immediate area of the dredging as well as downstream.

(3) Some proposed management actions may occur in areas of shallow depth to bedrock which cold require blasting.

(4) There is potential for moderate to large impacts to the historically significant 1932/1980 bobsled track as a result of some of the proposed actions.

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions

SEQR Status: [O] Type 1 [] Unlisted

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: [0] Part 1 [O] Part 2 [O] Part 3
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Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the
NYS Olympic Regional Development Authority as lead agency that:

[] A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact
statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.

[] B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617.d).

[O] C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact
statement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those
impacts. Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.

Name of Action: Olympic Sports Center at Mount Van Hoevenberg 2018 Unit Management Plan Amendment

Name of Lead Agency: Nys Olympic Regional Development Authority

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Robert Hammond

Title of Responsible Officer: pjrector of Environmental, Planning and Construction

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Date:

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) Date:

For Further Information:

Contact Person: Robert Hammond, ORDA Director of Environmental, Planning and Construction
Address: Olympic Center, 2634 Main Street, Lake Placid, NY, 12946

Telephone Number: (518) 302-5332

E-mail: phammong@orda.org

For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to:

Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g., Town / City / Village of)
Other involved agencies (if any)

Applicant (if any)

Environmental Notice Bulletin: http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.html

PRINT FULL FORM Page 2 of 2
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APPENDIX 3

ENGINEERING REPORT — WATER SUPPLY AND SANITARY SEWER
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Water and Sanitary Sewer Study Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP
Lake Placid, New York

l. Introduction

The Olympic Sports Complex at Mt. Van Hoevenberg is located in the Adirondack Park
approximately seven miles southeast of the Village of Lake Placid off NY Route 73 in the Town
of North Elba, Essex County.

During winter months, the Olympic Sports Complex offers the combined bobsled/skeleton/luge
track, 50-kilometers of cross country skiing, and a biathlon center. This is a year-round training
facility for U.S. and international athletes. The public can take tours of the complex, experience a
bobsled or skeleton ride, or ski the extensive cross country network of groomed and set track
trails that were used during the 1980 Olympic Winter Games. During the summer, wheeled
bobsled rides are available to the public on the 1932 & 1980 Olympic bobsled track. Visitors can
also enjoy mountain biking from the cross country center’s biking center and summer biathlon is
also available.

1. Existing Conditions

Water Supply

There are four separate public water systems at the Olympic Sports Complex regulated by the
New York State Department of Health listed as follows:

LAMY LODGE NY 1511037 | NC-Non-community transient water system
MAINT. GARAGE NY 1530053 | NTNC-Non-community non-transient water system
X-COUNTRY NY 1530005 | NC-Non-community transient water system
BIATHLON LODGE | NY 1530052 | NC-Non-community transient water system

Potable water for the main lodge (Lamy Lodge) is obtained from a 273 foot deep drilled well
located near the lodge. This well serves the Lamy Lodge, Sled Shed and the Log Office. The
yield of this well is 25 gallons per minute (gpm). Peak consumption is 10,000 gallons/day or
28% of potential yield.

There is also a drilled well which yields 6 gpm at the maintenance shop. This well serves the
Bobrun Garage and the Maintenance Shops. Peak consumption of this water supply is 250
gallons/day (3% of potential yield).

Potable water for the cross-country skiing building is obtained from a 470 foot deep well located
behind the lodge. This well serves the Cross-country Lodge and the Snow Factory. The well has



Water and Sanitary Sewer Study Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP
Lake Placid, New York

a yield of 25 gpm and domestic consumption is approximately 2,000 gallons/day or 1.4 gallons
per minute (5.6% of capacity).

Potable water for the biathlon area is obtained from a drilled well yielding 30 gpm. This well
serves the Biathlon Lodge/Boxing Building, Cross-country Maintenance Garage and Josie’s
Cabin. Peak consumption is 2,000 gallons/day or 5% of capacity.

There is a 125 foot deep well at the Van Hoevenberg House. This well serves only the house.

Sanitary Sewer

The wastewater disposal systems according to ORDA staff and the 1999 UMP are as follows:

A. The 1980 Start House contains a men’s restroom with 1 toilet, 1 urinal and 1 sink and a
women’s restroom with 2 toilets and 1 sink. An on-site septic system of unknown
capacity serves these bathrooms.

B. The Start 1 Building restrooms are served by a 2,000 gallon holding tank that is pumped
out on a regular schedule.

C. The Start 3 Building restrooms are served by a 1,000 gallon holding tank that is pumped
out on a regular schedule.

D. The Race Office & Timing Building restrooms are served by a 1,000 gallon holding tank
that is pumped out on a regular schedule.

E. The Sled Shed upper level has 1 toilet and 1 sink; the lower level (First Aid) has 2 toilets
and 1 sink. These bathrooms are served by an on-site septic system consisting of a 1,000
gallon septic tank and leach field.

F. The administrative office in Log Office Building has 1 toilet and 1 sink and is served by a
separate septic tank and leach field.

G. The Lamy Lodge contains a men’s restroom with 3 toilets, 4 urinals, 2 sinks and 1
handicap toilet; a women’s rest room with 3 toilets, 2 sinks and 1 handicap toilet. A 5,000
gallon septic tank with 6,400 sq. ft. of tile field serves this facility. The system was
constructed in 1977. The current administration office (previously first aid) has 1 toilet
and 1 sink. This bathroom is tied into the Lamy Lodge septic system. The 1999 UMP lists
a 32,000 gallon holding tank at this location but it’s existence is not confirmed.
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H. The Bobrun Garage has 1 toilet and 1 sink. This bathroom is served by an on-site septic
system consisting of a septic tank estimated to be 500 gallons with a dry well or leaching

pit.

I. The Bobrun Maintenance Shop has 1 toilet and 1 sink. This bathroom is served by an on-
site septic system consisting of a septic tank estimated to be 500 gallons and leach field.

J.  The Cross-country Ski Lodge building contains 2 lavatories, 3 toilets and 4 urinals for
men and 2 lavatories and 5 toilets for women plus kitchen sink and sink and small bar
dishwasher in the lodge. Treatment is by a 2,000 gallon septic tank with 1,620 sq. ft. of
disposal field constructed in 1982.

K. The Van Hoevenberg resident house has kitchen and 2 bathrooms with toilets, sinks,
laundry and showers. This house is served by an on-site septic system consisting of a
1,000 gallon septic tank and leach field.

L. The Cross-country Maintenance Garage has 1 toilet and 1 sink. This bathroom is served
by an on-site septic system consisting of a 500 gallon septic tank and 750 sq. ft. of leach
field constructed in 1978. The septic tank was replaced in 2013.

M. Josie’s Cabin has1 sink, 1 toilet and a 3 bay sink in a small kitchen area. The septic
system consists of a 1,000 gallon septic tank and leach field. The system was installed by
NYSDEC in 1978 for a campground that was never opened. The septic tank and system
was inspected in 2015 and found to be in good condition.

N. The Biathlon Lodge / Boxing Building contains 2 lavatories, 3 toilets and 2 urinals for
men and 2 lavatories and 4 toilets for women. There is a bathroom in the back with 1
toilet, 1 sink, and 1 shower. Disposal is by a 1,000 gallon septic tank with 850 sq. ft. of
disposal field constructed in 1970.

I11.  Projected Water and Wastewater Flows

The proposed Welcome Lodge will be the primary public facility at the complex. The public
restrooms will be used by an estimated 80% of the visitors on a peak day. The dining room will
seat 150 people and will be open for 14 hours. Staff use will be divided equally between the two
the facilities.

The existing Lamy Lodge will be converted into a museum and staff space. The remaining 20%
of visitors will use the Lamy Lodge restroom facility.
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The existing Press Center building will be converted into a medical facility. The new medical
facility will be staffed by one doctor.

There will be a groomer garage addition to the maintenance facility with a new bathroom
containing one toilet and one sink added. This new bathroom can be tied into the existing septic
system, since capacity will be freed up after construction of the new Welcome Lodge system.

A bathroom will be added in the Bodyn Building. This new bathroom can be tied into the
existing Sled Shed septic system or into the new Lodge system.

Table 1 below provides information on the anticipated wastewater flow rates for the Lamy Lodge
and New Lodge facilities:

Table 1
Description Use Rate Total Use
Lamy Lodge  New Lodge

1,000 Visitors 5 gpd/each’ 1,000 gpd 4,000 gpd
150 Seats (Fast Food) 8.33 gpd/each' 0 gpd 1,250 gpd
30 Staff Employees 15 gpd/each’ 225 gpd 225 gpd
1 Doctor in Medical 250 gpd/each' 0 gpd 250 gpd
50 Users Bodyn Bldg. 5 gpd/each’ 0 gpd 250 gpd
50 Users Groomer Garage 5 gpd/each’ 250 gpd 0 gpd
Total 1,475 gpd 5,975 gpd

For the new Welcome Lodge, average daily flow for wastewater is estimated to be 7 gallons per
minute (gpm) based on a 14 hour day. Estimated peak hourly flow is 30 gpm (4.2 x average).”

Average daily demand for water is estimated to be approximately equal to the wastewater flow
plus the use at the Start 1 and Start 4 buildings (750 gpd). This total is 8,200 gallons per day or 9
gpm. Peak hourly demand is estimated at 85 gpm.”?

Notes

1. From Table B-3, NYSDEC 2014 Design Standards for Wastewater Treatment Works.
2. From Figure 1, GLUMRB Recommended Standards for Wastewater Facilities

Q = (18 + P ¥) + (4 + P %) where P = population in thousands
3. From NYS Plumbing Code tables based on 300 Water Supply Fixture Units.



Water and Sanitary Sewer Study Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP
Lake Placid, New York

IV.  Proposed Water and Wastewater Utilities
Proposed Water Supply

To service the new lodge and other buildings, the existing water distribution system will need to
be improved. The source of the water is from on-site groundwater wells.

Modification to the existing water supply system will require the owner to meet the minimum
requirements for a transient non-community (TNC) water system as defined in 10 NYCRR
Subpart 5-1. A non-community water system (NCWS) means a public water system that is not a
community water system. A community water system is a public water system which serves at
least five service connections used by year-round residents or regularly serves at least 25 year-
round residents. A transient non-community system (TNC) means a non-community system that
does not regularly serve at least 25 of the same people over six months per year.

The minimum treatment for a ground water source is disinfection by chlorination or other
disinfection methods acceptable to the health department. Minimum treatment for surface water
sources or ground water sources directly influenced by surface water is filtration and disinfection
techniques, approved by the health department.

The water system will need to provide both the domestic demand of 8,200 gallons per day (gpd)
and the peak hourly demand of 85 gallons per minute (gpm). To meet the minimum criteria
outlined in the Recommended Standards for Water Works (10-State Standards), the system must
maintain a minimum pressure of 20 pounds per square inch (psi) at ground level at all points in
the system under all conditions of flow. The normal working pressure in the distribution system
must be at least 35 psi and should be between 60 to 80 psi.

The design well yield will be determined by neglecting the largest producing well. If the three
wells in the main lodge area are considered, the yield will be 31 gpm. In order to provide peak
demands of 85 gpm, a storage tank and booster pump system may be needed. The storage tank
volume should provide a minimum of one day’s maximum use or 8,200 gallons.

From the centralized storage location, booster pumps can distribute potable water to the various
buildings with plumbing facilities. Due to the considerable elevation difference between the base
lodge and the Start 1 and Start 4 buildings, a separate system or pressure zone will need to be
provided to serve the higher buildings. Alternatively, these buildings could be serviced by the
non-potable track icing system which already exists. Safeguards would be put in place to prevent
the consumption of this non-potable water at these specific locations.
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Proposed Wastewater Disposal

Domestic wastewater from the new lodge building will be disposed of in a conventional
absorption trench septic system. A preliminary deep-hole test pit and soil percolation test was
conducted on October 25, 2017 in the area anticipated to be used for the septic system. The tests
indicated there are usable soils available with a percolation rate of approximately 3 minutes per
inch. Groundwater or seasonal high groundwater was not encountered down to a depth of 72
inches.

Once the wastewater is collected and transported to the treatment area, it will be processed
through primary settling and treatment in a large septic tank. Following primary treatment, the
effluent is then distributed into subsurface leaching trenches where it will undergo secondary
treatment. The wastewater treatment and disposal system will need to be designed to handle the
maximum daily design flow of 5,975 gallons per day. A 100% reserve area may need to be
provided as a condition of the NYSDEC SPDES permit required for systems of this size.

It will be necessary to intercept any grease, oils and fat from the kitchen before they enter the
disposal system. A 1,000 gallon grease interceptor is proposed to handle the kitchen waste. This
tank could be located in a service area adjacent to the new lodge.

A new subsurface wastewater disposal system to handle the estimated daily flow will consist of a
12,000 gallon septic tank and approximately 3,600 feet of absorption trench. At 100 feet long
and standard spacing of 6 feet on center, the field dimensions will be approximately 100 feet
long and 212 feet wide.

The existing Lamy Lodge septic system will remain in service, but will see significantly less
flow once the new facility is completed. Wastewater from the new bathrooms in the additional
maintenance building and the Press Center building conversion to the Medical Center building
can be directed to the existing system.

V. Conclusion and Recommendations

To supply the new development with potable water, it is recommended to use the existing
groundwater wells as the source. Adequate water supply and pressures can be achieved by
incorporating a storage tank and booster pumping station as part of the proposed development.

Potable water supply for the property will be regulated by the New York State Department of
Health (NYSDOH).



Water and Sanitary Sewer Study Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP
Lake Placid, New York

Wastewater disposal can be handled on-site with a new on-site septic system consisting of a
combination of gravity mains, primary treatment, effluent pump stations and a subsurface
leaching field in addition to the existing septic system.

A New York State Department of Conservation SPDES permit is required for facilities
discharging more than 1,000 gallons of wastewater per day. Since the new system is estimated at
5,975 gallons per day, a SPDES permit will be required.

Attachments
Attachment A Water Use Calculations
Attachment B Sewer Use Calculations



ATTACHMENT A

WATER USE CALCULATIONS



MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP Water System Design 3/14/2018
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

ESTIMATE MAXIMUM DAILY DEMAND:

START 1 BLDG:

NO. OF USERS 100 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qa = 500 GPD

START 4 BLDG:

NO. OF USERS 50 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qb = 250 GPD

EXISTING LAMY LODGE:

NO. OF VISITORS 200 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qc = 1,000 GPD
NEW LODGE:
NO. OF VISITORS 800 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qd = 4,000 GPD
CAFETERIA:
NO. OF SEATS 150 EA
DESIGN FLOW = 8.33 GPD/EA (1/3 OF FAST FOOD
Qe = 1,250 GPD RESTAURANT)
WORK STAFF:
NO. OF EMPLOYEES 30 EA (INCLUDING MAINTENANCE)
DESIGN FLOW 15 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qf = 450 GPD

NEW MEDICAL BLDG:

NO. OF DOCTORS 1 EA
DESIGN FLOW 250 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qg = 250 GPD

GROOMER GARAGE:

NO. OF USERS 50 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qh = 250 GPD

BODYN BUILDING:

NO. OF USERS 50 EA
DESIGN FLOW 5 GPD/EA (NYSDEC)
Qr = 250 GPD
MAX. DAILY DEMAND, Q = 8,200 GPD (Qa through Qi)

1 Attachment A



MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

POPULATION SERVED
AVG. DAILY DEMAND
PEAK HOURLY DEMAND =

Water System Design

109
9.8 GPM
41.5 GPM

(75 PER PERSON)
( 14 HOURS
( AVG x 4.23

)
)

ALTERNATIVE METHOD TO ESTIMATE PEAK DEMAND BY FIXTURE UNIT COUNT:

WSFU*  TOTAL

QTY DESCRIPTION (EACH) WSFU

START 1:
2 LAVATORY 2 4
3 WATER CLOSET 5 15
1 URINALS 5 5
SUB-TOTAL 24

START 4:
2 LAVATORY 2 4
3 WATER CLOSET 5 15
1 URINALS 5 5
SUB-TOTAL 24

EXISTING LODGE:
4 LAVATORY 2 8
8 WATER CLOSET 5 40
4 URINALS 5 20
SUB-TOTAL 68
SLED SHED:
2 LAVATORY 2 4
3 WATER CLOSET 5 15
SUB-TOTAL 19
ADMIN/MAINTENANCE -

3 LAVATORY 2 6
3 WATER CLOSET 5 15
SUB-TOTAL 21

3/14/2018
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MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

RESIDENT HOUSE:
2
1
1

NEW LODGE RESTROOMS:
8
9
3

UTILITY ROOMS:
1
2

KITCHEN:

1
4

MEDICAL BUILDING:
2

2
3
1

PEAK HOURLY DEMAND
ALT. PEAK DEMAND**

USE FOR DESIGN

* WATER SUPPLY FIXTURE UNITS FROM NYS BLDG. CODE TABLE E103.2

Water System Design

BATHROOM GROUPS

KITCHEN SINK
WASHER

LAVATORY
WATER CLOSET
URINALS

WASHER
MOP SINK

DISHWASHER
KITCHEN SINKS

LAVATORY
SERVICE SINK
WATER CLOSET
URINALS

SAY

41.5 GPM

(

N

SUB-TOTAL

a1

SUB-TOTAL

4
3

SUB-TOTAL

4
2

SUB-TOTAL

OO W N

SUB-TOTAL

TOTAL

300 WSFU

85 GPM (ESTIMATED FOR

85 GPM

N

12
16
45
15

76

10

n

12

15

30

296

4.23 x AVERAGE)
300 WSFU)

** WATER SUPPLY DEMAND FROM NYS BLDG. CODE TABLE E103.3(3)

3/14/2018
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MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP Water System Design 3/14/2018
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

DETERMINE POTABLE WATER WELL SAFE YIELD REQUIREMENT:

MAXIMUM WATER USE = 8,200 GALLONS/DAY (GPD)
DIVIDE BY
TOTAL PUMP TIME 1440 MIN/DAY ( 24 HOURS)

5.7 GALLONS/MINUTE (GPM)

SET WELL PUMP TO DELIVER 6 GPM @ TANK HW ELEV.

DETERMINE POTABLE WATER STORAGE REQUIREMENT:

EQUAL TO OR GREATER THAN THE MAX DAILY USE:

USE A TANK WITH A STORAGE VOLUME OF 8,500 GALLONS

OPTION 1 - EQUAL TO 2 DAY"S USE MINUS 24 HOUR REPLENISHMENT VOLUME:
USE A TANK WITH A STORAGE VOLUME OF 16,400 GALLONS

-8,640 GAL (1,440 ) MINUTES

7,760 GALLONS

OPTION 2 - EQUAL TO MAX DAILY USE MINUS 12 HOUR REPLENISHMENT VOLUME:
USE A TANK WITH A STORAGE VOLUME OF 8,200 GALLONS
-4,320 GAL ( 720 ) MINUTES

3,880 GALLONS

4 Attachment A
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MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

WASTEWATER DESIGN 3/14/2018

ESTIMATE MAXIMUM DAILY USAGE:

EXISTING LODGE:
NO. OF VISITORS

DESIGN FLOW

Qa =
CAFETERIA:
NO. OF SEATS
DESIGN FLOW =

Qb =
WORK STAFF:
NO. OF EMPLOYEES
DESIGN FLOW

Qc =
GROOMER GARAGE:
NO. OF USERS
DESIGN FLOW

Qd =

TOTAL

AVG. DAILY USE =
PEAK HOURLY FLOW, Qp

NEW LODGE:
NO. OF VISITORS
DESIGN FLOW

Qe

CAFETERIA:
NO. OF SEATS
DESIGN FLOW =

Qf

WORK STAFF:
NO. OF EMPLOYEES
DESIGN FLOW

Qg

NEW MEDICAL BLDG:
NO. OF DOCTORS
DESIGN FLOW

oh

200

1,000

8.33

15
15
225
50

250

1,475

~N R
ENgeY

800

4,000

150
8.33

1,250

15
15
225

250
250

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

(NYSDEC)

(1/3 OF FAST FOOD RESTAURANT)

(NYSDEC)

(NYSDEC)

GPD (Qa thru Qd)

GPM
GPM

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

14 HOUR DAY)
(4.2 x AVG)

(NYSDEC)

(1/3 OF FAST FOOD RESTAURANT)

(NYSDEC)

(NYSDEC)

Attachment B



MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

BODYN BUILDING:
NO. OF USERS
DESIGN FLOW

Qi

TOTAL

AVG. DAILY USE =
PEAK HOURLY FLOW, Qp =

WASTEWATER DESIGN

50

250

5,975

EA
GPD/EA
GPD

(NYSDEC)

GPD (Qd thru Qi)

GPM
GPM

(

14 HOUR DAY)
(4.2 x AVG)

3/14/2018
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MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP WASTEWATER DESIGN 3/14/2018
LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

NEW LODGE:
DESIGN FLOW, Q = 5,975 GAL/DAY (GPD)
SEPTIC TANK SIZE 5,975
X 1.5
8,963 GALLONS (NYSDEC FOR UNDER 5,000 GAL/DAY)
(3,750 + 0.75 Q) = 8,231 GALLONS (NYSDEC FOR 5,000-15,000 GAL/DAY)

USE A 10,000 GALLON TANK (2 COMPARTMENTS)

CONVENTIONAL TRENCH SYSTEM:

PERCOLATION RATE 5 MIN/INCH (MEASURED)

APPLICATION RATE 1.2 GPD/SF

REQUIRED ABSORPTION FIELD LENGTH 2,490 FT

DESIGN: USE 26 TRENCHES @ 100 FT EACH
TOTAL TRENCH LENGTH 2,600 FT

FIELD DIMENSIONS: 25 GAPS @ 6 FT SPACING

100 FT LONG BY 152 FT WIDE

DOSING VOLUME (PER NYSDEC MANUAL):

LATERAL PIPE LENGTH 100 LF

NO. OF LATERALS 26

TOTAL PIPE LENGTH 2,600 LF

LATERAL PIPE VOLUME 1,697 GAL ( 4 IN. PIPE)
TOTAL DOSING VOLUME 1,272 GAL (75% OF PIPE VOLUME)
DOSING VOLUME (EACH PUMP) 636 GALLONS

3 Attachment B



MT. VAN HOEVENBERG UMP WASTEWATER DESIGN

LAKE PLACID, NEW YORK

CONVENTIONAL BED SYSTEM:

PERCOLATION RATE 5
APPLICATION RATE 0.9
REQUIRED ABSORPTION FIELD AREA
DESIGN: USE 6
TOTAL BED AREA
FIELD DIMENSIONS: 5
100

3Ul LDI NG

DOSING VOLUME (PER NYSDEC MANUAL)

3/14/2018

MINZINCH  (MEASURED)

GPD/SF (75% OF CONV.)
6,639 SF(Q/ 0.9 )

BEDS @ 100 FT x 15 FT
9,000 SF

GAPS @ 5 FT SPACING

FT LONG BY 115  FT WIDE

LATERAL PIPE LENGTH 305 LF  (EACH BED)
NO. OF BEDS 6
TOTAL PIPE LENGTH 1,830 LF
LATERAL PIPE VOLUME 1,194 GAL (4 IN. PIPE)
TOTAL DOSING VOLUME 896 GAL (75% OF PIPE VOLUME)
DOSING VOLUME (EACH PUMP) 448 GALLONS

AVG. DAILY FLOW, Qav = 8.30 GPM (12 HOURS)

PEAK FLOW, Qp = 33 GPM (4 x AVG.)

ALT PEAK FLOW, Qp = 50 GPM (BASED ON FIXTURE UNITS)

Attachment B
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Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation

T NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

ANDREW M. CUOMO ROSE HARVEY
Governor Commissioner

November 28, 2017

Charles Vandrei

Agency Historic Preservation Officer
NYS DEC-Division of Lands and Forests
625 Broadway

Albany, NY 12233-4255

(via email only)

Re: DEC
Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Run - Alpine Coaster
North Elba, Essex County
17PR07481

Dear Mr. Vandrei:

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.

The proposed recreational alpine coaster ride will be placed in proximity to the outer edge of the
1932/1980 Olympic Bobsled Run, which was listed in the New York State and National Register
of Historic Places in 2010. Based on the proposal dated November 9, 2017, it appears that the
undertaking will pose no permanent damage to the structure of the run and would be removable
in the future. As such, it is the opinion of this office that the action will have No Adverse Impact
on the listed resource.

We do however, condition our comments with a request that the proposed interpretive signage
plan outlined in the project overview be implemented within one-year of the opening of the new
attraction. We also request that ORDA establish a plan for ongoing routine maintenance and
stabilization of the structure as needed as part of their overall maintenance at this facility. This
plan should be developed in consultation with the NYS DEC and this office.

If I can be of any further assistance, | can be reached at john.bonafide@parks.ny.gov or (518)
268-2166.

Singcetely,

LA Lo~

ohn A. Bonafide

Director,

Technical Preservation Services Bureau
Agency Historic Preservation Officer

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


mailto:john.bonafide@parks.ny.gov

Olympic Sports Complex
Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Historic Register Site
Evaluation of Proposed Nearby New Development 11.9.17

Introduction

NYS Olympic Regional Development Authority (ORDA) is proposing to construct an alpine
coaster at its Olympic Sports Complex (OSC) facility at Mt. Van Hoevenberg in the Town of
North Elba, Essex County, NY. The proposed alpine coaster will follow the route of the original
bobsled run (1932 and 1980) constructed at the OSC and will provide the visiting public with the
opportunity to experience firsthand the route traveled by 1932 and 1980 Olympians. This
experience will embrace the heritage of sliding sports associated with the Olympic Sports
Complex.

The alpine coaster will be a new Management Action in the forthcoming 2017 Unit
Management Plan (UMP) Amendment for the OSC. The UMP will include a Generic
Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) prepared in accordance with the NY State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA). As part of the SEQRA compliance documents that
will accompany the UMP, it will necessary to obtain a determination that the construction and
operation of the alpine coaster will not have a significant adverse impact on the 1932/1980
bobsled run that is listed on the State and Federal Registers of Historic Places.

Historical and Archaeological Resources on the OSC Site

The Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Run was listed on the NY State Register of Historic
Places in 2009 and on the National Register in 2010. The Registration Form for the bobsled run
can be found at:

https://www.nps.gov/ny/feature/weekly features/2010/OlympicBobsledRun.pdf

The bobsled run is internationally recognized for its association with the 1932 Olympics and the
rise of bobsledding as a sport in the United States, and the site is recognized by tourists and
athletes from all over the world. The Mt. Van Hoevenberg Bobsled Run is an early and singular
example of its type, and it is associated with a nationally significant event. This is the only
resource that represents the early history of bobsledding in the United States and its role in the
1932 Olympics.

The one and one-half mile long bobsled run was constructed in 1930 and built specifically for
the 1932 Winter Olympic Games. The 1932 track was formed by an earthen swale and blocks of
ice. The uppermost % mile of the 1932 track was dropped in 1934 when the International
Bobsled Federation (FIBT) established a one-mile standard for all tracks. To accommodate the
change, the top % mile was shut down and the number of curves was accordingly reduced from
26 to 16.


https://www.nps.gov/ny/feature/weekly%20features/2010/OlympicBobsledRun.pdf

A new bobsled track, following the route of the 1932 track, was constructed for the 1980
Olympics. A separate luge track was also constructed at the OSC for the 1980 Olympics. In
1999 the luge track was demolished and a new combined bobsled and luge track was
constructed. Construction of the start house for the 1999 combined track required the
removal of the upper 600 feet of the post-1932 and 1980 bobsled tracks.

Figure 1, entitled “lll Olympic Winter Games Lake Placid 1932, Mt. Van Hoevenberg Bob Run”, is
taken from the registration form and shows the original track layout, the abandoned upper
section, and the section of 1932/1980 track that was demolished during construction of the
1999 track.

The original length, steep topography, and twisting route of the 1930 track are still apparent
however, enabling an understanding of the significant events of the 1932 Olympics. The
nomination boundary was drawn to include the two intact sections of the bobsled run and the
original access road. The nomination excludes the missing section of track, all adjacent buildings
and features, which are outside the period of significance, as well as the entrance road and
parking lot, which have been expanded and modernized to accommodate larger crowds.

Although there have been many changes to the site since 1932, the central and most important
feature, the original bobsled run, survives with substantial integrity. It retains its original
location amid a steep, heavily forested setting. It also retains most of its original design,
structure, workmanship and materials and clearly recalls the grandeur and thrill of the historic
events associated with the 1932 Olympics. With the exception of the six-hundred foot section
at the former Whiteface curve, the topographic, sculptural and structural qualities of the run
are entirely intact.

The attached Figure 2, “Historic Register Boundary Map,” shows the boundary of the Historic
Register site. It includes the uppermost portion of the 1932 1 % mile track that was no longer
used after 1934. The section that was eliminated when the 1999 track was constructed is not
included. The remainder of the track below the 1999 demolition, starting near the original
curve 11 (1980 track curve #1) and continuing down to the end of the 1932/1980 track, is
included is included in the Historic Register site.

Alpine Coaster Description

This is a gravity-driven ride that gives the rider control over the car's speed with its rider-
controlled brake system. The alpine coaster behaves like a roller coaster in that bobsled-like
sleds on wheels ride along rails on a raised track made of stainless steel tubing that is powder
coated black. The track is 26 inches wide and the height of the track varies depending on the
terrain. Typical height is 3 feet to 6 feet off the ground.

Installation of the track system has low environmental impact. The track only needs a 12 foot
path through the woods and the path and stumpage and undergrowth can remain in most



locations. The track is attached to the existing ground by two 1-foot square galvanized pads
which are then pinned to the ground with ground spikes.

Figure 3, “Alpine Coaster Typical Components,” shows the features of an alpine coaster that will
be similar to that proposed.

Figure 4, “Alpine Coaster Location Map,” shows the location of the alpine coaster in relation to
existing site conditions. The alpine coaster will be constructed along the outer side of the route
of the 1932/1980 bobsled track.

Figure 5, “Photo Location Map,” is a version of Figure 2 that also includes the boundary of the
Historic Register site and the photo locations of photos contained on Figures 6a-g, “Photos of
1932/1980 Bobsled Track.”

Riders will get onto the alpine coaster at a loading deck located near the 1980 outrun. From
here the coaster sleds with riders will be pulled up to the top of the ride located near the
current bob/luge start house where the ride will start. The ride will follow the route shown on
Figure 4. It is anticipated that the coaster track will be located 5 to 20 feet off the outer edge of
the 1932/1980 bobsled track.

Evaluation of Potential Impacts

The alpine coaster will not be located in the vicinity of, nor will it be visible from the upper
section of the 1932 track that was abandoned in 1934.

The lower portion of the extant 1932/1980 track will not be physically affected by the
construction and operation of the alpine coaster. The alpine coaster will be constructed close
enough to the track so that it is visible to the alpine coaster riders. Enough spacing will be
provided between the rail supports of the alpine coaster, the only aspect of the alpine coaster
that will be in contact with the ground, and the 1932/1980 track to insure that components of
the 1932-1980 track are not affected by construction of the alpine coaster.

As stated above, the first one-half mile of the course from the summit down represents the
track that was placed on the National and State Registers of Historic Places in 2010. The
National Register of Historic Places nomination narrative states that none of the original
buildings associated within the boundary are present and, since new buildings on the site
replace the previous uses, “they do not compromise the integrity of setting.” The 1999 luge and
bobsled track constructed adjacent to the National Register Historic Site Boundary is also
compatible since it represents “a continuation of the original function used an approved design,
contemporary size and improved technology.” A similar argument can be made that the alpine
coaster represents a contemporary use that is compatible with the 1932/1980 bobsled run
because it enables the visiting public to see a site which cannot be easily seen otherwise, and
enjoy a simulated experience from that historic Olympic era.



The bobsled run recalls an important theme in the Adirondack history of adapting the
landscape to enable a bold and adventurous recreational use of the mountainsides. The 1932
Olympics provide an example of how local citizens began to promote economic development in
the Adirondacks by using the natural landscape. This theme embraces one of the biggest
challenges ORDA encounters - how to bring an authentic outdoor experience to the visiting
public. Most visitors to the area first encounter information on the Mt. Van Hoevenberg
Olympic Sports Sliding Complex at the Lake Placid Olympic Museum. Some may even venture
out to enjoy an event or competition at the OSC site. Few people experience what it was like to
be on the most challenging bobsled courses in the world. See planned interpretive signage
program below on Figure 8.

The proposed alpine coaster will give riders the ability to experience the entire bobsled run on a
safe and thrilling ride. Riding alongside the 1932/1980 track alpine coaster riders will
experience the run the way bobsledders enjoyed since 1932. The alpine coaster will not only
expose many more people to the site of the 1932/1980 track, it will also give riders a way to
embrace the Olympic heritage and bring alive the sliding sports of bobsled, skeleton, and luge.

The placement of the alpine coaster will generally follow the outside edge of the bobsled run.
This will enable the access road (also within the National Register Historic Site Boundary) to be
used for the purposes of access and maintenance. No changes to the existing bobsled track,
access points, or road are proposed. In addition, the proposed alpine coaster will be physically
separate from the 1932 track and will therefore have no impact on the physical structure of the
bobsled track.

Alternative Alpine Coaster Locations

A number of circumstances contributed to the selection of the proposed alpine coaster location
as the preferred location.

Lands at the OSC include lands owned by New York State that are considered Forest Preserve
Lands. The alpine coaster cannot be built on these lands because it is not permissible. Article
14 of the NYS Constitution pertains to Forest Preserve lands and what can and cannot occur on
these lands. Article 14 contains specific clauses the pertain to the alpine ski areas on Forest
Preserve lands at Whiteface Mountain and Gore Mountain and the development that is allowed
to occur at these locations (locations that are also operated by ORDA). There is no similar
clause in Article 14 pertaining to allowable development on Forest Preserve lands at the OSC.

There are other lands at the OSC that are not Forest Preserve lands. These other OSC lands are
owned by the Town of North Elba which has granted the State of New York a permanent
easement. Figure 7, “Land Ownership Map,” illustrates the boundaries of the state and town
lands.



In 1917, the original bobsled run was proposed on the west side of the Sentinel Range, in
Wilmington Notch on state forest lands. Construction at this location was blocked by litigation
from environmental organizations. This protest of a manmade structure in the Forest Preserve
resulted in the construction of the 1932 bobsled track Mt. Van Hoevenberg. The 1932 track, the
1980 track and the 1999 track were all constructed on Town of North Elba lands. Through a
deed dated November 18, 1965, the State purchased from the Town of North Elba a permanent
easement covering the 323.45 acres owned by the Town. This easement was acquired for the
purpose of developing, operating and maintaining a recreational area and facilities thereon.
Sliding sports (bobsled, luge, and skeleton) make use of tracks that have combinations of
lengths, slopes and turn geometries that provide challenging, fast, and safe sliding conditions.
The appropriate combination of factors that led up to the routing of the 1932 track (excluding
the upper % mile in 1934) was reinforced by the 1980 track following the path of the 1932
track. The 1980 bobsled track has some higher bank turns than the 1932 track to accommodate
the higher speed of the newer sleds, but it followed the same route down the mountain as the
1932 bobsled track. Alpine coasters also strive to provide the same challenging, fast and safe
riding conditions.

The 1932/1980 bobsled track was constructed towards the east side of the Town lands.
Physical and natural resources constraints to the west of the 1932/1980 bobsled track would
make locating the alpine coaster in this area difficult. There is a topographic ridgeline that
extends north on the mountain face just to the west of the western end of the 1932/1980 track
just beyond zigzag curve. This presence of this topographic ridgeline obviously presented a
challenge to the original design on the bobsled track and it was avoided by keeping the track to
the east of the ridgeline. Beyond these ridgelines there are also some streams coming down
the mountainside that discharge into a wetland complex where the topography starts to
become less steep. This wetland area is at about the same elevation as the lowest point of the
1932/1980 track. Construction of the alpine coaster in this area would also involve forest
clearing along the route in order to construct and operate the alpine coaster.

Construction of the alpine coaster further to the west would also require construction of
additional support infrastructure that would require additional environmental impacts. As
currently designed, alpine coaster riders can make use of the existing access roads and parking
in this part of the OSC. Constructing the alpine coaster further to the west would require,
extensions of existing access and parking infrastructure at minimum, and possible construction
of new infrastructure. New support infrastructure, such as restrooms for alpine coaster
customers, would be required at a more remote location on the Town property.

Construction of the alpine coater at its proposed location would provide the following benefits.

e Existing support infrastructure in the form of vehicular access, parking, restrooms, etc.
exist at the preferred location.

e Impacts to natural resources that would be required at a new location would be
avoided.



e Alpine coaster riders will be able to experience firsthand the Olympic heritage that
would come along with following the route of the 1932/1980 track that they would
otherwise not experience at a remote location.

e Steelwork on the coaster will be galvanized to blend in with nearby granite.

e The integrity of the historic track will be preserved by specifications that call for a
minimum of 5 foot separation distance between the coaster supports and the original
track. In addition, a construction fence at the setback point will prevent equipment from
getting too close.

e The National Historic boundary extends through the finish line of the 1980 track. The
new start building for the coaster is located in this area and will be visible from lands
within the boundary (see Figure 4). There are many existing buildings in this area and,
while none of the original buildings survive, the new buildings such as the clubhouse,
sled storage barn cart and starter platform (see the first photo on Figure 3)
accommodate the same function. Because of this, they so not compromise the integrity
of the setting. The largest and most significant addition to the site is the adjacent luge
and bobsled track constructed in 1999. This situation is comparable with the original run
because it represents a continuation of the original function using an improved design,
contemporary size, and updated technology.

e Visitor interpretation is established with two interpretive signs that are in place along
the walking path at the bobsled sliding complex. These signs are depicted in Figure 8,
“Sliding Brochure”. A plan is in place to expand the number of interpretive signs to a
total of 12. This set of signs would be made to highlight the “point of interest” stops
listed for the 1932/1980for the Historical Walking Tour at Mt. Van Hoevenberg. There
may be the potential to also include signage for the other 12 stops on the 2000 track.
These signs would be 18” x 24” outdoor interpretive signs that are PVC digitally printed
in color with a weather proof laminate. The proposed signs on the 2000 track are under
review. The first sign would be for the 1932/1980 Track, Stop 1. The text would be:
Finish Curve — Also known as Glider Curve, the Finish Curve was the first refrigerated
curve on the 1932 track in preparation for the 1980 Winter Olympics. See Figure 9,
“Bobsled Storyboard”.

Consideration of all of these factors makes the choice of the currently proposed alpine coaster
route an appropriate choice. The alpine coaster will allow riders to experience the 1932/1980
track that is the reason for the establishment of the Historic Register site, while at the same
time not physically affecting the track and its setting within the OSC.



Summary
Construction and operation of the proposed alpine coaster will not result in any significant

impacts to historical resources. The project will complement the integrity of the historic setting
because it will provide a means for the general public to learn more about the history of
bobsledding and the role that the OSC facility played in that history. In addition, it will expose
the public to a unique ride that mirrors the bobsled experience of 1932 and 1980 while
enabling the user to have visual contact with the actual abandoned historic bobsled track.
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Photos of 1932/1980 Bobsled Track Figure 6a



Photos of 1932/1980 Bobsled Track Figure 6b
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Photos of 1932/1980 Bobsled Track Figure 6¢



Photos of 1932/1980 Bobsled Track Figure 6d
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Exit Zig Zag (Photo #16)
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Finish (Photo #19)

Photos of 1932/1980 Bobsled Track Figure 6g
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1930/1980 TRACK best on ice

M

1 - Finish Curve

Also known as Glider Curve,
the Finish Curve was the first
curve on the 1932/1980 track

to be refrigerated. This final

curve pushed sleds into a
sharp right hand turn before
crossing the finish line and
sliding uphill to a stop.

Olymplc Bob-Ran Lake Placid, N. Y.
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Figure 9

Bobsled Storyboard
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Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation

T NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

ANDREW M. CUOMO ROSE HARVEY
Governor Commissioner

November 28, 2017

Charles Vandrei

Agency Historic Preservation Officer
NYS DEC-Division of Lands and Forests
625 Broadway

Albany, NY 12233-4255

(via email only)

Re: DEC
Mt. Van Hoevenberg Olympic Bobsled Run - Alpine Coaster
North Elba, Essex County
17PR07481

Dear Mr. Vandrei:

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.

The proposed recreational alpine coaster ride will be placed in proximity to the outer edge of the
1932/1980 Olympic Bobsled Run, which was listed in the New York State and National Register
of Historic Places in 2010. Based on the proposal dated November 9, 2017, it appears that the
undertaking will pose no permanent damage to the structure of the run and would be removable
in the future. As such, it is the opinion of this office that the action will have No Adverse Impact
on the listed resource.

We do however, condition our comments with a request that the proposed interpretive signage
plan outlined in the project overview be implemented within one-year of the opening of the new
attraction. We also request that ORDA establish a plan for ongoing routine maintenance and
stabilization of the structure as needed as part of their overall maintenance at this facility. This
plan should be developed in consultation with the NYS DEC and this office.

If I can be of any further assistance, | can be reached at john.bonafide@parks.ny.gov or (518)
268-2166.

Singcetely,

LA Lo~

ohn A. Bonafide

Director,

Technical Preservation Services Bureau
Agency Historic Preservation Officer

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 « (518) 237-8643  www.nysparks.com
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MR. LUNDIN: First off, on behalf of everyone
involved with the New York State Olympic Regional
Development Authority, we want to welcome you to the
conference center in Lake Placid. And tonight's SEQRA
public hearing is about the proposal of Mt. Van
Hoevenberg's Unit Management Amendment. The purpose and
need for the UMP amendment is the ongoing improvement and
the modernization of the facilities at the Nordic Ski
Center that will add to the public accessibility, increase
the user safety and enhance the recreational pursuits,
while simultaneously complying with the Adirondack Park
State Land Use Master Plan in Article 14 of the New York
State Constitution. At this time I would like to welcome
Joe P. Wilson, Supervisor for the Town of Keene, thank you
very much for being here this evening. And I would like to
introduce Mike Pratt, the President and CEO of the New York
State Olympic Regional Development Authority.

MR. PRATT: Thank you, Jon. Welcome everybody.
As Jon said, we're trying to modernize Mt. Van Hoevenberg,
it's a very special place and deserves all the attention we
can get. The staff really deserves the recognition for
putting a lot of these plans together. Tony Carlino is the

manager of the facility, has Rebecca Dayton and Kris Cheney
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with him, Bob Hammond from ORDA's Planning and Construction
Department, Jeff Byrne, Senior Vice President, and I also
have to recognize all the assistance we've received from
The LA Group, and Kevin Franke is here. The LA Group
performed the environmental assessments of our actions and
helped us really make this something that everybody can
understand. With all our master plans, and we've spent a
lot of time over the last year, year and a half trying to
organize our plans, but this is the fifth time we're going
through the SEQRA process and we have one more that will
start at the June APA board meeting, so six SEQRA
processes, or the legal process to get your environmental
permits, and it's very arduous and deserves all the respect
and attention that we're giving it.

With all our master plans, we've made goals to
become more efficient, become more attractive to the
visitors to modernize the facilities, to pursue
opportunities for year-round operations, really to set the
staff and ourselves up to be successful. What's unique
about Mt. Van Hoevenberg's plans is that there's town lands
and state lands. The state lands encompass the Nordic
terrain that includes the Biathlon terrain, the parking

area. The town lands pretty much have the bobsled and luge
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facilities developed on those lands, and they're very
unique in the way that you go through the SEQRA process for
these lands. So we're going separate our management
actions by the land use owner's ownership so that we can
develop this. For the management actions that we're going
to talk about and that we're seeking to pursue on the town
lands, really important, Alpine Coaster, it is kind of our
recreational bobsled, we're going to follow the alignment
of the 1932 and 1980 bobsled track, and I can't wait to
hear somebody say they're approaching zig-zag, they're
zigging and zagging through zig-zag and approaching Shady
again, it's going to be great to hear, I should let Jon
make that announcement for everybody to hear. We also are
looking at a transport people mover. We want to get out of
the shuttle bus business and leave the road for the bobsled
competitions, for bringing bobsleds to the top of the track
and allow -- have a mechanism to bring all of the
customers, the spectators around the facility and show off
everything that's going on. We want to build about 5
kilometers of Nordic terrain with snowmaking. And modern
Nordic is not the way that it was even in 1980, but when
you've watched a group of athletes start and then you've

waited around to watch them finish, the modern Nordic loop
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is more like petals on a flower where you keep bringing
people back to the core or to what's referred to as the
stadium. And it's a spectator sport, it's made for TV, and
we want to develop this type of terrain for Mt. Van
Hoevenberg so that we can attract more high-end
competitions and certainly have the snow-making to provide
the reliable product. We want a sliding sport start
facility and a new combined base lodge. This base lodge
would be able to welcome the sliding sports athletes and
spectators was as well as the Nordic sports athletes and
spectators, and also the hikers, and the last one here,
developing a trailhead for hiking.

We want to welcome all the hikers, help be part
of the solution to the parking problems on Route 73, show
all the hikers the beautiful hike up to the top of Mt. Van
Hoevenberg. And if they want to go farther, give them
access to Cascade, Porter, Marcy, Pitchoff, but right back
down to Mt. Van Hoevenberg into our base lodge and market
everything else that we're doing.

So with the snowmaking, there's a reservoir, with
bobsledding we want to expand start one and replace start
four, do a lot of timing and facility improvements with

first aid, just make it easier for the staff to be able to
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do everything that we're trying to do. At the top of the
bobsled track we want to take the steepness out of the road
to the parking and develop some more parking, expand the
garage, build a new grooming garage by the cross-country
trails and improve lighting. And then just a modified road
connection to get up to the bobsled track.

On the state lands we have a new biathlon
stadium. We want to develop the hiking, as I've explained,
we want the relocate some portions of trails, we want to
develop a former access road to give us access to the
cross-country lodge, better access. We're going to install
lighting in the parking lots, renovate the biathlon boxer
building. From our new base lodge from the previous slide,
our leach field will be on the forest preserve lands, and
we want to develop a formal dredging and maintenance plan
for our North Meadow Brook intake structure. So again, as
I told everybody, the town lines right here and state
lines, this slide kind of highlights where about 5
kilometers of Nordic trails go, as well as the snowmaking
reservoir. This is the present area for the Nordic
parking, that will become the new biathlon Nordic stadium.
Our parking patterns, instead of having everyone take the

sharp left-hand turn and come into here, the main lot will
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be lot 3, and from lot 3 you'll access the new base lodge.
The red is the hiking trail at the top of Mt. Van
Hoevenberg and then where it veers to the left here, that's
where it goes off to Cascade, and it adds about two miles
to the hike to Cascade. So it's a nice one, but again,
right from the top of Mt. Van Hoevenberg, beautiful views.
The figures are, about 80 percent of people that start to
go to Cascade don't make it to the summit. They should be
on Mt. Van Hoevenberg looking at the views from there and
coming back down. The yellow alignment is the mountain
coaster and the people mover for the spectators. So just
blowing this up again so everyone can see some of the
management actions a little bit closer, the Alpine Coaster
following the 1980 and 1932 track, the people mover, the
new start 4, the expanded start 1 and then some of the
other maintenance buildings. Again, the red is the hiking
trail. Right at the top of the bobsled track you can see
it, this is an overhang where we want to enclose it, build
a larger area for the athletes to stay warm before their
events, expand the deck . The mountain coaster coming
around, the people mover, this is where the road is steep
with the limited parking where we want to make it more

gradual and expand the parking. And then the hiking here
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would go to Mt. Van Hoevenberg and Marcy, and there would
go to Cascade and Porter Mountain.

So again, the stadium here in the existing
cross-country parking lot, we've been able to fit that in
without having to cut any trees in the forest preserve.

The stadium's been a challenge in this process so far,
primarily just because the word, people visualize a lot of
concrete and a big building with the word stadium, so we've
had to do some educating. Again, the reservoir, it's about
8 million gallons. The new trails hook into the existing
trails and bring everyone back to the stadium so that when
we're doing events, we can have different length loops to
keep bringing people back to the stadium for that visual
impact effect that we're trying to achieve. Again, cars
will come in, lot 3 will be the main lot where it will
access the new base lodge, the start facility, the new
maintenance garage for the on-snow equipment, the hiking
trail starting right out of here heading up. All the
bleachers for the stadium for people to watch the biathlete
shoot as well as the athletes coming through. Hi --

MS. ELLIS: 1Is the sliding sport start facility,
is that where the practice area --

MR. PRATT: It's a training facility, correct.
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MS. ELLIS: And the new welcome center, what type
of square footage is that?

MR. PRATT: That's the base lodge. I think the
master plan element was about 40,000 square feet, but
obviously it would have to be phased in. Again, the Nordic
trails keep coming back for the visual impact, and this is
the existing -- was the original road to the Nordic, the
present cross-country lodge, we would redevelop that and
install two little bridges for the skiers to ski over it.
And that way all the services to the cross-country lodge
would be able to bypass the stadium and all the snow
facilities.

So again, this is just our green effect for the
stadium to show that there's not a lot of concrete in the
steel structures going into this, just a grass field with
snow on it. A couple of pictures of other stadiums, just
to kind of show you what a modern stadium looks like, and
the biathlon target area. Here's the whole thing, a couple
of the new proposed trails for the cross-country. The
yellow is the hiking trail where it hooks into the existing
Cascade and Porter Mountain trail system. The last two
actions here were the renovation of the biathlon building

as well as the intake structure and the brook that we're
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developing a formal plan for maintenance of that.

MR. SHEA: Mike, is that where you draw your
water from for the reservoir? Where does the water come
from?

MR. PRATT: Well, we're going to be able to use
that structure to fill the reservoir during the high flow
times, as well as just collecting it annually. It's a size
where we estimate we're going to need about 6 million
gallons a year of water to make snow on those trails and
have an 8 million gallon reservoir, we should be okay, but
we will have the ability to fill from there.

MR. SHEA: The water comes from a brook?

MR. PRATT: Yes.

MR. GOFF: Where is the water coming from for the
reservoir?

MR. PRATT: Some of it will be natural, some of
it from this brook.

MR. GOFF: Up to the --

MR. PRATT: Correct.

MR. GOFF: On the slide previous to this you
mentioned some new trails that weren't these, they were
over off east hill, the base of east hill? Jim Goff.

MR. PRATT: These were put in the plan and
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they've been in previous amendments that haven't been
pushed through to try to give us the ability to avoid the
private lands, if needed. And there have been trails on
private lands since the late seventies. I'll just finish
this presentation and then we'll open it up to the public
comment period.

In the original UMP there's other management
actions that we're maintaining our ability to do, which is
basically just upkeep of trails and buildings, trying to
become more efficient, you know, really just the normal
stuff that we've been doing, but no big
front-of-the-brochure type management actions in this
slide.

So the public comment period is open through June
9th. We have the full plans available on our website or
you can stop into our environmental planning and
construction department's offices to get a copy to look at.
You can take -- we can take written comments on-line or in
the mail. And that concludes my presentation for what's
happened, so we can turn this over to the public comment
period and accept comments from anybody.

MS. WILTBERGER: Before we get -- can we get more

detail on the ski lodge, it really doesn't do anything
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about -- you know, from the map it doesn't look any bigger
than the previous footprint, and it looks like it has no
more —-- you know, can we get more details of the ski lodge,
it's kind of a major concern.

MR. PRATT: Sure. The existing cross-country
lodge is going to be maintained. The new lodge will be our
formal welcome area for all the visitors to Mt. Van
Hoevenberg, it will accommodate all the athletes heading
towards the sliding sports or the Nordic sports, as well as
the visitors. 1In the plan it's going to be up to 40,000
square feet, but we're going to have to phase it in.

MS. WILTBERGER: And the previous lodge is
staying there?

MR. PRATT: Yes.

MS. WILTBERGER: The cross-country stadium?

MR. PRATT: Correct. And on the bobsled side,
our thoughts are that the Lamy lodge will become more of a,
certainly event specific, but also be able to promote a lot
of our heritage.

MR. FRANKE: Mike, if I could, procedurally we
need to officially open the public hearing.

MR. PRATT: Okay.

MR. FRANKE: Jon?
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MR. LUNDIN: So yes, at this time let's open this
up to the public hearing. We do have some names of people
who had registered with us and they asked that they do
present a comment or a question to Mike, so we will start
with those who have listed their names. And those who do
want to make a public comment following that, we will open
it up to other people to make questions or comments. The
first person that I have is Mr. John Morgan. If you could
identify yourself and your affiliation, it would be very
helpful for the record, please.

MR. MORGAN: Can I move to the end?

MR. LUNDIN: Yes. John Morgan can move to the
end. Peggy Wiltberger.

MS. WILTBERGER: I guess my main thing is, from
what he said, am I straight there's a new luge and
cross—-country lodge plus the old cross-country lodge plus
the old biathlon lodge, you're keeping all -- the two
previous —-- there will be a cross-country lodge and a
cross—-country stadium maintained?

MR. PRATT: Yes, that's correct, but the biathlon
building is being renovated so that it's more of an
event-support type building, not a public lodge.

MS. WILTBERGER: Okay. So there's like -- all
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right. I guess the one main concern I had was, 1is there
enough space in the new lodge, but you're just building an
additional lodge, I'm not gquite -- you're not renovating
the old cross-country lodge?

MR. PRATT: Well, we have been renovating it and
we just put a new roof on it last year, but the new lodge
will be open 12 months a year, the cross-country lodge will
be open during the Nordic season.

MS. WILTBERGER: Okay. And is there any shorter
path to get there from the parking —--

MR. PRATT: 1I'm sure that the pass holders will
find the shortest way.

MS. WILTBERGER: All right. I guess if we're
given that, that was the main concern, that it would still
be way too crowded or not conducive to cross-country skiers
to share with a lot of tourists when you're bringing bags
of skis and boots and all kids of stuff down there.

MR. LUNDIN: We'll let Kris talk about that.
Kris, when you speak, if you could introduce yourself as
well for the record.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: Hello, Kris Cheney-Seymour,
the Nordic Program Manager with the Olympic Regional

Development Authority.
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MS. DAYTON: And Rebecca Dayton, the Assistant
Manager of the Olympic Sports Complex and the Olympic Jump
Complex. So the current cross-country lodge is 5,000
square feet. This lodge is estimated to be, when
completed, 30,000 or more square feet. So it doesn't
necessarily accurately reflect on the size on the screen,
but it's significantly bigger than the current building, so
there should be plenty of space for all activities.

MS. WILTBERGER: All right.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: So when you come, Peggy, for
cross-country skiing, you and everyone else will be parking
on the normal day at parking lot 3 and then coming into the
new lodge. So the new lodge, for a number of reasons, will
service sort of all things that we're doing 12 months of
the year. And so it will be a big brand new beautiful
building, and within that space there will be portions that
are sports specific, others recreation specific, meeting
the different needs of all the things that will be
happening there.

MS. DAYTON: And the cross-country building will
become more of a team overflow building, a building that
takes a lot of the pressure off in the busy times, but it's

certainly not going to be the primary place where
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cross—-country skiers will be trying to access on a daily
basis.
MS. WILTBERGER: And will it be safe to leave our

skis and boots and la-di-da-da with twice as many visitors

and —--

MS. DAYTON: Yes.

MS. WILTBERGER: All right. That's it for me, I
guess.

MR. LUNDIN: Thank you, Peggy. Next is Lindy
Fllis.

MS. ELLIS: Thank you. My name is Lindy Ellis
from Saranac Lake, and I really appreciate this
cross-country skiing investment and all of the things that
you're doing. So one of the gquestions we have is relative
to being able to have some aspects of the same type of
ambience and feeling of being able to leave our bags, our
boots, our skis in the area without having to secure them.
So as the facilities grow, the major worry, and worry might
not be right, but the worry might be like downhill skiing,
where people put a left ski over here and they put a right
ski over here so that someone doesn't steal their skis as a
pair. And so —-

MR. PRATT: We're certainly not trying to make
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improvements to make it less friendly or less safe, but we
are going to require, certainly, personal responsibilities
of your equipment.

MS. ELLIS: Okay. So currently we leave our bags
in cubbies, and are you thinking that you're going to have
to provide facilities where they're locked, or are we still
going to leave our bags in cubbies and be able to feel
secure in our things being there when we return?

MR. PRATT: 1I'd say it would be a combination.

MS. DAYTON: Yes. Certainly one of the questions
that we hear from people who don't spend everyday at Mt.
Van Hoevenberg is where do I lock up my stuff. So
certainly there will be some combination of the ability to
have a locker space to lock up stuff if you don't feel
comfortable, and certainly there will be spaces where, if
you're comfortable with the environment, you can do so. So
it will definitely be a combination. We want to be able to
provide more services, not less.

MS. ELLIS: I would like to feel as comfortable
as I am with the current way.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: And I think this is a very
human, personal gquestion, and I think two of the people

that were very much involved in working on this also grew
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up there and understand, I think, that concern, and are
trying to embody that into it as much as possible.

MS. DAYTON: I think we're, really, every time we
talk about it, we talk about how do we make it feel as
intimate and comfortable as the cross-country lodge is
while still taking advantage of the additional space and
all the additional features that we can provide in the new
space, we're very cognizant of that challenge particularly.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: And I think, I know that you
didn't bring this up, but I know that for you and your
husband on a race day, an example, when we are overrun with
400 high school/college age people, you may not feel safe
with your bags or skis there, and so part of what we're
trying to do is being able to accommodate all of the user
groups and things that we have there everyday of the year
so that you're not pushed out of the lodge, you don't feel
that. So for example, there would be space for those
people —-

MS. ELLIS: So reflectively, no, I have never
felt concern when college age kids were there. I feel very
comfortable with all of the sports, when there are Nordic
skiers there, and I feel the traditions of Nordic skiing

really endure and make me feel very comfortable whenever
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the entire lodge is filled, but I am not as familiar with
the people who may come for other events and -- I'm not as
familiar with them, and I'm not as familiar with what that
will do relative to the mix of the people in the lodge and
I do not know, so it's coming from the standpoint of not
knowing. And so, no, I feel comfortable with all of the
great and glorious events that are occurring. So another
question is what is the distance between the new proposed
lodge and the current existing lodge? Is it a half a
kilometer.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: No, it's about 300 meters,
approximately. So there actually, which is not recognized
in the detailed plan, there will actually be a corridor
that connects the new lodge to the existing trails and
existing stadium that, you know, hypothetically speaking,
our goal collectively is to be able to have a biathlon
world cup, for example, taking place while someone who
comes there to recreationally ski needs to get out to
Josie's, and that there is an acceptable way to do that,
that we can operate at the highest levels at the same time.

MS. ELLIS: So Rebecca is looking at my face
knowing that I have a question.

MS. DAYTON: You have a question.
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MS. LINDY: Yes, yes.

MS. DAYTON: So yeah, I think -- I think you're
questioning the distance, but it feels much farther than it
actually is. You know, it really will not be -- that path
will be as straight as we can make it. The idea is to sort
of avoid this whole having to go all the way around and
over hoops to get back to the skiing. The idea is that, as
Kris said, we want both to go at the same time.

MS. ELLIS: And as an engineer, I look at where
the new biathlon stadium is, which is where the parking is,
and the new lodge will be located up here and the existing
lodge is over here, so it's the hypotenuse of the triangle,
you know, if at least as long as the current parking lot
and probably double the distance, right, just from a
distance standpoint?

MS. DAYTON: I don't know that we -- so
everything that you see on there is relatively designed,
it's not the final design, so I don't know that we -- what
you see on there is actually what you will then see on the
ground. Some of that is still in the design concept and
the finalizing of the stadium layout, the finalizing of the
trail layout, the finalizing of the lodge, you know, so

there's permitting level design and then there's actual, I
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would say.

MS. ELLIS: Oh, okay. So where the current
stadium looks like one size, 5,000 square feet, and the new
lodge looks like the same footprint, 5,000 square feet.

MR. PRATT: 1It's scaled, but it's just, you know,
obviously a big overview, and when you're looking at a
large area, that isn't going to come out.

MS. ELLIS: Okay.

MS. DAYTON: We're not going to be using that as
the building document.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: 1It's conceptual.

MS. ELLIS: 1It's conceptual.

MS. DAYTON: Yes.

MS. ELLIS: Okay. All right. And the new trails
are on an eastern slope?

MR. SHEA: North of the town.

MS. DAYTON: North of the town.

UNKNOWN AUDIENCE MEMBER: Facing east.

MS. ELLIS: Facing east. And is that conducive
to retaining snow or --

MR. PRATT: We'll be making the snow there, and
it's very durable.

MS. ELLIS: Okay. Thank you very much.
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MR. PRATT: Thank you.

MR. FRANKE: 1If I can, procedurally, since this
is the public hearing part, we can accept comments from
everybody and then when we close the public hearing, we're
happy to stick around and do all our questions and answers
and discussions.

MR. LUNDIN: Our next speaker who signed up is
Richard Shapiro.

MR. SHAPIRO: Hi. I'm also from Saranac Lake,
I've been a season pass holder for 35 years or so, and
cross-country skiing is what keeps me so thin, it's also
literally why my wife and I moved up to this area, is for
Mt. Van Hoevenberg. That being said, I have comments and
questions. I'm still very confused as to the lodges,
because we've been told that the existing lodge is still
going to be there, still available for us to use, will have
all the facilities, but you're telling us that we have to
go in to the new lodge and -- so which is it?

MR. PRATT: You go through the new lodge and then
you're on the snow, and the existing lodge will be open.
But again, we have to accept comments here and then we can
stick around for all the gquestions, answers and

discussions.
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MR. SHAPIRO: Okay. So we go into the new lodge,
so then we got to ski, looks like a probably a half a
kilometer just to get to the old existing trails, you know,
from looking at the layout on here, which is actually
scaled. So that's number one, because that was confusing.
There are a lot of season pass holders, and Rebecca could
probably tell us how many, I assume there's 3- or 400 at
least, maybe more.

MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: Twice that.

MS. DAYTON: Twice that.

MR. SHAPIRO: And I've spoken to quite a few of
them and I have yet to hear anybody saying that season pass
holders, regular users, frequent users, whatever you want
to call us, were consulted at all about the impact on us
and our skiing experience with the proposed changes, you
know, and other things that happen there. It's an untapped
resource for a lot of things to approach the people that
are most enthusiastic about skiing there. And you know,
there are comments, questions we have on this and other
things there I think could be useful. I look at this and
I'm wondering are you destroying the existing return on the
Ladies 5K by having all of these trails connected to it or

will the main route still be the main route, because that's

Burnham Reporting 315.379.0205



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

25

a classic trail that, you know, that we've skied for years
and years and people come here to ski because it is an
existing trail of the Olympics. Another question I have is
on grooming. You're put putting in all these nice new
trails with snowmaking, which will be very good, it will be
nice to have a real trail that we can use when there's no
snow. The trail at the ski jump was beautiful when we had
to use that -- actually, I wish we could just move that one
over. But this past season was a great example of this,
that when the staff is available to do the grooming,
there's an excellent job of grooming done there, it's
probably the best around and we love it, we tell people how
great it is. But there's also many times that the staff --
there isn't enough staff to do it or the staff is told, you
worked too many hours, you have to go home. We had that
this year, some of the best snow of the season and the
place wasn't groomed for days, and that's ridiculous.
You're building this world class -- you have the world
class venue, you're improving it to the current world class
levels, and if you don't do the day-to-day maintenance, if
you will, of grooming, it's all for naught, it doesn't pay.
And the sense a lot of us have, and although we really

appreciate all the work going in here, but the sense we
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have is that the focus is on the big events and that the
daily skiers and the regular season pass holders and the
tourists are just this afterthought. The events are the
major thing and that's what the focus is on, and we resent
it and I think you'll end up losing a lot of your daily
business and season pass holder business if you don't
maintain the facilities for us on a daily basis. Thank
you.

MR. LUNDIN: ©Next for public comment, Diane Fish.

MS. FISH: Although some of you may know me, I am
an avid cross-country skier and fan of recreational and
competitive Nordic skiing. I'm not here to speak for
myself, I'm here wearing the hat of deputy director of the
Adirondack Council. The Adirondack Council is very
appreciative, Mike, of everything you and your staff have
done to prepare these documents. The level of detail in
them is extraordinary, your outreach to stakeholders in
terms of environmental groups has been outstanding, and we
really appreciate it. There's a lot in there to look at,
the Adirondack Council is supportive of improving
infrastructure to make sure that Van Hoevenberg can be,
again, a world class facility for all of us recreational

skiers and competitive athletes, and bobsledders too. And
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so we look forward to looking with great detail to make
sure, obviously it was always of concern to us is that all
the plans are compliant with all the state regulations and
rules that we all need to follow, as you said with your
opening, that we all care about and want to make sure that
we meet those standards, so thank you.

MR. PRATT: Thank you.

MR. LUNDIN: John Morgan, that leaves you for
last for people who have signed up for public comment.

MR. MORGAN: Thanks. 1I'd just like to say a few
words about legacy. There's a great group of people here,
especially with the cross-country skiing emphasis. Tony
and I are the only bobsledders in the room, but 100 years
ago right about now I think Godfrey Dewey created the
Snowbirds Club, he ordered 50 sets of cross-country skis
from Norway, and I think it was 1916 or 'l7, and they spent
a winter up here, it was the first time that Lake Placid
Club and their people spent the winter here. And then ten
years of fixing it up and building a ski jump and -- 90
years ago last January Dr. Dewey went to St. Moritz and bid
on the '32 Olympic Games and Lake Placid was awarded the
'32 Olympic Games, and we know what that legacy was worth

and where we all are now. And then 50 years ago, I think
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this month or next month, a couple people from Lake Placid
went out to the U.S. Olympic Committee and they bid for the
right to be the designated U.S. City for the '76 Olympics,
they lost to Denver. If you know anything about the
history of that, Denver was awarded the '76 Olympics by the
International Olympic Committee. By 1972 the residents of
Colorado voted a referendum down on a presidential ballot
for any financial support, change of events, next thing you
know Lake Placid's got the 1980 Olympics: Legacy. Well,
if you do the math, 1932 to 1980 is 48 years. You do the
math to where we are now, we're 38 years removed from 1980.
What I see here is a tremendous upgrade, you know, it's
unbelievable what it's going to do for our community. I
mean, the 2023 World University Games have been awarded.
Our jumps need to be upgraded. You know, if you know
anything about the success of winning the biathlon for the
first time ever, you know, with Tim Burke and Lowell Bailey
winning the world championships, first ever time for a U.S.
person. Billy Demong, eight years ago winning the first
ever cross-country combined gold medal. Jim Shea of 1964
combined athlete. But I just want to say, it's pretty
awesome work that they're doing here, and basically this is

all an upgrade to our 100 year legacy. So it's nice to see
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all these cross-country people here with all their
concerns. And I've been privy to some of the planning and
for us, for bobsled, luge and skeleton people, it's
unbelievable. The sport -- I'm in Europe a lot during my
bobsled career, and the sport that provides Lake Placid
with all the exposure in the European market is bobsled,
luge and skeleton, because we're always hosting world cups
and they're always televised. Now we're in Asia because
the Korean television always televised bob, luge and
skeleton. So I think this is just a tremendous upgrade and
it just extends our legacy. Mike, you and your staff, I
think, did a great job. Thank you.

MR. PRATT: Thank you.

MR. LUNDIN: So John was the last person who
asked to make a public comment, we will now open the floor
for those that did not register or sign up to make a public
comment. If you could please raise your hand and I'll work
our way around the room until the last comment. Ed?

MR. FINNERTY: Thanks, Jon.

MR. LUNDIN: And Ed, if you could state your name
for the record as well. Thank you.

MR. FINNERTY: My name is Ed Finnerty. And Mike

and Kris and Rebecca, congratulations. 1I'll also echo what
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John says, very impressive. I guess my comment, it's not a
question, hopefully there's a commitment and wherewithal
that the Olympic Authority has with the State of New York
to get from the conceptual public comment stage to reality,
because so much of what I've seen tonight and read is very
familiar to me and maybe to Jim and Joe Lamb and others.
1993, a fellow by the name of Raymond W. Pratt engaged me
to work with Al Merrill initially to come up with plans to
improve cross-country and biathlon facilities in Mt. Van
Hoevenberg. At that time I was the chairman of the
National Cross-Country Committee with the U.S. Ski Team,
and that went up, there was about a three-year process
leading up to proposed amendments in 1996 to the '86
management plan. And in '96 we recommended a reservoir for
snow making, we recommended moving the biathlon stadium to
the existing parking lot, building a new cross-country
welcome center. Alan Johnson, who was then just coming off
his tenure as coach of the Nordic Combined Team for the
U.S. Ski Team, and I came up with a bridge plan, adding
three new bridges, which would have homologated the
cross—-country courses to meet then world cup standards. We
recommended additional improvements to trails and so on and

so forth. And at that time the public hearings were in
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what was then the old convention center and went on for
weeks. We worked with a young lady, Holly Elmer of The LA
Group, came up with a proposal about three inches thick.

So probably 80 percent of what's on the plans here was
proposed at least 25 years ago. So, incrementally,
improvements have been done, but I guess my point is, I
hope this time around we get from the conceptual stage to
reality. And I know that's going require, Mike, you to do
a lot of negotiating in Albany and getting the money and so
on and so forth. So maybe a long introduction, from where
we are today to the initial build-out, we know that's going
to come in increments, what's the timeline before some of
this actually is reality?

MR. PRATT: You know, we're hoping to get our
permits this summer, and we would -- we're already in
contract with some architects and engineers to help us with
some of the details, so we're looking forward to --

MR. FINNERTY: And funding is in place or does
that still have to be worked out?

MR. PRATT: No, we have some, not all.

MR. FINNERTY: In the design of the new biathlon
facility, you've been in consultation with the U.S.

Biathlon Association and you're looking at the plans, the
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proposals that came in to -- their conference is sure to

substantially
their events,
actually look
ago.
MR.
been involved
MR.
MR.
MR.

MR.

change how they're going to start running
so we're going to build a stadium that will

20 years down the road rather than ten years

CHENEY-SEYMOUR: Yeah, specifically USSA has
from the --

FINNERTY: USSA has?

CHENEY-SEYMOUR: USSA has been involved --
FINNERTY: Who is that?

CHENEY-SEYMOUR: So Robert Lazzaroni and

Bryan Fish have been the two most active individuals as far

as USSA is concerned --

MR.

FINNERTY: Neither of them, as you know, has

any experience in building facilities.

MR.

CHENEY-SEYMOUR: Primarily for us, through

USSA and the FIS representative, Al Serrano has been quite

involved. He'

homologator,

MR.

s the U.S. representative to the FIS as a

and he's the one recommended by USSA.

FINNERTY: How about biathlon, because we

haven't really proposed anything to dramatically bring up

the cross-country trails to FIS standards, but what about

the biathlon?
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MR. CHENEY-SEYMOUR: From a biathlon standpoint,
Max Morris is Chief of Sport of the IBU, has been very
involved with the development of what the stadium will
become, what the trails are looking like, and even more
specifically, I think his biggest piece has been what the
European market, television marketing media require and the
venue from a world class standpoint. We'wve been working
guite a bit from the use of the venue and its application
in sports with some of our own. Lowell has been somewhat
involved, Tim Burke is becoming much more involved.

MR. FINNERTY: That's good. I'm not being
critical, I just want to make sure that we have a forward
vision, not a backward vision.

MR. LUNDIN: For these guys, if you have some
questions, we'll have them stick around, but at this time
we'll leave it for comment period.

MR. FINNERTY: Oh, I thought you opened it up for
that. That's okay. I won't ask anymore questions.

MR. LUNDIN: Did I see another show of hands?

Are there others?

MS. PERRY: I'm Jennifer Perry and I'm from

Gabriels and I am an avid cross-country skier, but I'm also

a parent of two growing cross-country skiers, one is a
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biathlete and another is, I'm not quite sure what she's
doing with it yet, so I'm just here in 100,000 percent
support of having to elbow my way through the old lodge
with kids and things flying all over the place. And I've
also traveled with my daughter and her friends to other
cross-country ski centers in Vermont, Garnet Hill Lodge
also in New York State, and I really hope that we do try to
do everything, because some of the experiences we had,
especially at Craftsbury, it was sheer magic, and it wasn't
just their trails, it was also the buildings and the whole
experience of being there. So I hope that whatever is
being planned here will incorporate that magic feeling that
we were able to experience in other places. And also, I
very strongly encourage, as you shared, energy efficiency
to be a part of your building plan to reduce your long-term
operational costs and create an opportunity for access to
or onsite renewables as well, that would be wonderful.
Thank you.

MR. LUNDIN: Thank you.

MR. SHEA: That word magic kind of --

MR. LUNDIN: TIf you could introduce yourself for
the record.

MR. SHEA: I'm Jim Shea, Sr. from Lake Placid.
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The previous speaker talked about magic and she's talking
about biathlon and cross-country skiing. I'm here to tell
that you that the magic has been on that mountain for
bobsled, skeleton and luge for at least the 25 years that
my wife and I have been volunteering out there. We see so
many familiar athletes year after year and officials, they
love Lake Placid. Lake Placid is good to them, we're good
to them, but that word magic, it kind of triggered me off
and my hat is off to you guys for undertaking this new plan
with the biathlon and cross-country. I am 100 percent
behind you guys.

MR. PRATT: Thank you.

MR. FISH: My name is Peter Fish, I'm an avid
Nordic skier and I just want to thank you for the
outstanding work you've done so far. So I hope this comes
to fruition, and hats off.

MR. LUNDIN: Anyone else with a public comment?

MR. FRANKE: Hi, Kevin Franke from The LA Group,
I just need to get a couple of things into the record as it
relates to the hearing process. This public hearing was
held in accordance with requirements of Article 8 of the
New York State Environmental Conservation Law, the required

public notice for the public hearing was published in the
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May 9th edition of the Adirondack Daily Enterprise. As we
indicated, we will be accepting written comments up through
June 9th, and the information on where those comments can
be submitted has been on the screen for a while. Comments
we received tonight and during the entire public comment
period will be taken into consideration by ORDA and
prepared for the final Environmental Impact Statement, and
the proposed final UMP, again, this document is in draft
for the purpose of obtaining public comment and this is
just a step in that process, and all the comments that
we've heard tonight, like I said, will be addressed in the
final Environmental Impact Statement and the proposed final
Unit Management Plan. And those documents will then go on
to APA and DEC for their review and approval. So getting
those procedural issues out of the way, I'll officially
close the public hearing. As Mike has indicated, we're
certainly available for discussions on any more specific
type of gquestions that you may have. So thank you for
coming out tonight, and please feel free to submit

additional comments. Thank you.

(End of hearing at 7:55 p.m.)
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STATE OF NEW YORK )

COUNTY OF ST. LAWRENCE )

I, Heidi C. Simmons, a Notary Public in the state of
New York, do hereby certify that the foregoing public
meeting was taken before me at the place as stated in the
caption hereto, at Page 1 hereof; that the foregoing
typewritten transcription of testimony, consisting of pages
numbered 3 to 36, inclusive, was produced to the best of my
ability of said meeting.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my name

this, the 30th day of May, 2018.

Heidi C. Simfons, Notary Public
State of New York

County of St. Lawrence

My commission expires: 08/27/21
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PUBLIC COMMENTS



From: Sharon Middendorf [mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com]
Sent: Friday, May 11, 2018 10:12 AM

To: Rebecca Dayton <RDayton@orda.org>

Subject: Mt Van Hoe!

Hi Rebecca,

Hope you are well. I got your name from Elizabeth Moeller and I just tried to call you directly
but wasn’t able to get through.

| just read this fantastic news about Mt Van Hoe getting funding for new venues, trails,
etc. So exciting!! We love it there so much and are avid XC skiers. Been going for 20
yrs or so and feels it's the best skiing in the north east. With all the new building starting
to happen, | was wondering if you could direct me to the right person at ORDA whom |
can speak with about building a few dog friendly trails. There are a few in Vermont that
allow dogs and | have to say it's the greatest feeling in the world to do with your dog. So
fun and healthy for both dogs and humans. We wish they would build a few trails at
MVH. | don’t know where to begin with this request so if figured I'd ask to see if you had
any insight on how we could go about this.

Thanks and look forward to hearing back from you.
Best,

Sharon

Sharon Middendorf
Founder | Designer

Toll Free: 877-215-4753
Mobile: 917-541-7203
E-mail: sharon@go-cottage.com
www.go-cottage.com
Facebook

Twitter

Instagram

Pinterest

YouTube



mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
mailto:RDayton@orda.org
http://www.adirondackdailyenterprise.com/news/local-news/2018/05/big-plans-for-mount-van-hoevenberg/
mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
http://www.go-cottage.com/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/GO-Cottage-Bungalow-Vacation-Destination-in-Lake-Placid-NY/116079407697
http://twitter.com/#!/gocottage
https://www.instagram.com/gocottage/
https://www.pinterest.com/gocottage/
http://www.youtube.com/user/gocottage/videos

From: Sharon Middendorf [mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com]
Sent: Monday, May 14, 2018 4:22 PM

To: Mike Pratt <mike.pratt@orda.org>

Subject: MVH upgrades

Hi Mike,

Hope you are well. | just read this fantastic news about MVH getting new upgrades and
improvements. So exciting!! We love it there so much and are avid XC skiers and Lake
Placid locals. My husband, Todd and | have been skiing there for almost 20 yrs and feel
it's the best XC skiing in the north east. With all the new building starting to happen, |
was wondering if you could direct me to the right person at ORDA whom | can speak
with about designating a few dog friendly trails. There are a few in Vermont that allow
dogs and | have to say it’s the greatest feeling in the world to ski with your dog. It's fun
and healthy for both dogs and humans. | don’t know where to begin with this request so
figured I'd ask you first, to see if you had any insight on how we could go about this
request?

Thanks and look forward to hearing back from you.
Best,

Sharon

Sharon Middendorf
Founder | Designer

Toll Free: 877-215-4753
Mobile: 917-541-7203
E-mail: sharon@go-cottage.com
www.go-cottage.com
Facebook

Twitter

Instagram

Pinterest

YouTube



mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
mailto:mike.pratt@orda.org
http://www.adirondackdailyenterprise.com/news/local-news/2018/05/big-plans-for-mount-van-hoevenberg/
mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
http://www.go-cottage.com/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/GO-Cottage-Bungalow-Vacation-Destination-in-Lake-Placid-NY/116079407697
http://twitter.com/#!/gocottage
https://www.instagram.com/gocottage/
https://www.pinterest.com/gocottage/
http://www.youtube.com/user/gocottage/videos

From: Phil Brown [mailto:adkeditor@icloud.com]
Sent: Tuesday, May 15, 2018 3:59 PM

To: Jon Lundin <JLundin@orda.org>

Subject: Van Ho UMP

Jon, I wasn't sure where to send my comment for the Van Hoevenberg UMP, so I hope you will
forward it to the appropriate person.

Backcountry skiers could enjoy a great loop by skiing up Van Hoevenberg from South Meadow
Road, skiing the backside trail to the top of ORDA facilities, and then continuing to Hi Notch
and the start of the Mr. Van Ski Trail, returning to South Meadow Road. The problem now is
that skiers cannot get to Hi Notch without using the groomed XC trails. I suggest that ORDA
build a backcountry trail to Hi Notch. The loop also would be used by hikers in other seasons.

Thanks.

Phil Brown

Lost Pond Press

50 Cliff Road, Unit 4
Saranac Lake, NY 12983


mailto:adkeditor@icloud.com
mailto:JLundin@orda.org

Richard L. Erenstone, O.D.
35 Adirondack Loj Rd
Lake Placid, NY 12946

May 24,2014

Public Comment Regarding Changes to the 1986 Unit
Management Plan for Olympic Sports Complex at Mount Van
Hoevenberg

Dear Sirs

[ am writing to support the potential changes made by the
O.R.D.A. staff to the 1986 Unit Management Plan for Mt Van
Hoevenberg. My interest is in cross country skiing so my
comments are directed to that operation. [ have been skiing at the
facility since 1972 at least several times per week in the winter
and live in Lake Placid.

After reading the document, I feel these changes will benefit the

region in the following ways:

1. It will allow Mt Van Hoevenberg to put on world class cross
country ski races which we have not been able to do in the
recent past. This will bring dollars to the community in
terms of guests requiring food, lodging, equipment,
souvenirs, etc. It will enhance the income of O.R.D.A. by
increasing the tickets sold at the area along with associated
shop sales and lessons. This benefit will likely be carried
forward for multiple events over many years, Taxes from this
increase in usage will help our local and state tax base.

2. Local skiers will benefit from higher quality facilities than
what we have had in the past including snowmaking on trails
as well as more trails. Night skiing will be an added perk.

3. The reputation of the area will be enhanced by improved
cross country skiing opportunities. Better skiing at Mt Van
Hoevenberg equals more skiers using the facility. This



upgrade adds to the existing trail networks in the area such
as the Jackrabbit Trail which helps make our region a cross
country skiing Mecca

[n summary, I totally support the potential changes proposed by

the O.R.D.A. staff and their consultants to the 1986 Unit
Management Plan for Mt. Van Hoevenberg.

Regards, / , ;
‘{_} V__,.-" [ S

Richard L. Erenstone
[ake Placid

Work: 518 -891- 8412 Home: 518 -523- 2846 Cell: 518- 524- 2063 E Mail: erstone2@roadrunner.com



From: Sharon Middendorf [mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com]
Sent: Friday, May 25, 2018 2:19 PM

To: ORDA Projects <Projects@orda.org>

Subject: MVH upgrades - Request!

Dear Orda,

| just read this fantastic news about MVH getting new upgrades and improvements. So
exciting!! We love it there so much and are avid XC skiers and Lake Placid locals. My
husband, Todd Carter and | have been skiing there for almost 20 yrs and feel it's the
best XC skiing in the north east. With all the new building starting to happen, | was
wondering if you could direct me to the right person at ORDA whom | can speak with
about designating a few dog friendly trails. There are a few in Vermont that allow dogs
and | have to say it's the greatest feeling in the world to ski with your dog. It's fun and
healthy for both dogs and humans. | don’t know where to begin with this request so
figured I'd write to: projects, to see if you had any insight on how we could go about this
request?

Thanks and look forward to hearing back from you.
Best,

Sharon

Sharon Middendorf
Founder | Designer

Toll Free: 877-215-4753
Mobile: 917-541-7203
E-mail: sharon@go-cottage.com
wWww.go-cottage.com
Facebook

Twitter

Instagram

Pinterest

YouTube



mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
mailto:Projects@orda.org
http://www.adirondackdailyenterprise.com/news/local-news/2018/05/big-plans-for-mount-van-hoevenberg/
mailto:sharon@go-cottage.com
http://www.go-cottage.com/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/GO-Cottage-Bungalow-Vacation-Destination-in-Lake-Placid-NY/116079407697
http://twitter.com/#!/gocottage
https://www.instagram.com/gocottage/
https://www.pinterest.com/gocottage/
http://www.youtube.com/user/gocottage/videos
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Olymipic Regional Development Authority
2634 Main Street
Lake Placid, NY, 12546,

Cepartment of Environment, Planning & Construction

May 25, 2618

On behalf of the North Country Chamber of Commerce we are writing to show supnort for the

proposed amendnment {0 the 1986 Dlympic Sports Complex at Mount Yan Hoevenberg Unit

tanagemient Plan/Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement.

As one of the largest Economic Development organizations in the North Country, we

The amendment would promote the ongoing improvement and madernization of facilities that
will add public accessibility, increase usar safety and enhance recreational pursuits while
complying with the Adirondack Park State Land Master Plan and Article XIV of the State
Constitution.

understand that the updates proposed will kalp the entire region continue to thrive and attract
husinesses as well as retain employees who are looking for these amenities Lo enhance their
quality of life as well as their employees. It will also spur job growth in a8 much needed sector.

The Marth Country Chamber of Commeite also services as the TPA for Elintan County under
the Adirondack Coast Visitors Bureau. We support the facility updates from a tourism
development stance. This updates will poise the region as one of the top winter destination as
well as a top outdoor recreation destination. The suggested updates will also lead Lo greatey

economic inpact Lake Placid as well as all the surrounding counties.

Sincerely,

P~

Garry Qouglas
President & CEO

Linnrear Svates Cuawuek afF CoMsEece
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e ke

-.\

J“-.

Kristy Kenned\r

VP, Marketing & Tourism

A Strong Partuer for Strovg Business in the Novth Country

Hamil: infe@northcounbrychamber.com

[ Box 310, 7061 Ru 9, Plattshurgh, NY 12501-0310

el 518-563- 1000

Wl Site: northeoentrychimber.com

Faoe: 318-563 1028



From: Denise Erenstone [mailto:denisek9 @gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, May 30, 2018 8:14 PM

To: ORDA Projects <Projects@orda.org>

Subject: UMP comments

Olympic Regional Development Authority

2634 Main Street

Lake Placid, NY 12946

Attn: Department of Environment,
Planning & Construction

My name is Denise Erenstone. | have lived in Lake Placid since 1972. | believe that | have purchased a
season pass for every year that Mt. Van Hoevenberg Cross Country Ski Area has operated. Needless to
say, | have spent time at Mt. Van Hoevenberg during many different management phases. | have never
seen the area operated as well as it has been in the past few years.

The addition of the Snow Factory was monumental. It has created a situation whereby skiable snow was
available many more days than natural snow would have made possible.

It has also been wonderful to see the lodge made more comfortable with the addition of heating stoves,
comfortable furniture, a great food service, and a new roof. However, | think the management has done
as much as they can with that old building.

| have also been involved as a volunteer for numerous cross-country, biathlon, and nordic combined
races. | have volunteered for everything from children’s lollipop races to Junior National Championships
to World Cup competitions. It is important for us to host races of all levels going forward.

| appreciate the proposed plans for a new lodge and new trails. | believe these plans can create a facility
that will serve both the recreational skiers and all levels of competitive skiers.

Denise E. Erenstone

35 Adirondack Loj Rd.
Lake Placid, NY 12946
518-523-2846
denisek9@gmail.com
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From: David McCahill [mailto:david.mccahill@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 31, 2018 4:27 AM

To: ORDA Projects <Projects@orda.org>

Subject: UMP Comments

Hello,

I'm writing to share my support for Mount Van Hoevenberg-- specifically, support for the current
staff and the tremendous job they've done over the past few (challenging) seasons, and my
support for the initiatives to improve facilities with a new Skm loop with snowmaking, lighting,
and other necessary upgrades to keep the facility competitive.

I grew up skiing and racing at Mount Van Hoevenberg, and friends and competitors around the
globe always waxed poetically about the venue, how iconic it was within American nordic
skiing, how brutal and challenging the race loops were. I was always proud to call the venue
home. After several seasons now living and skiing recreationally in Europe, I can attest that
MVH is indeed one of the finest venues worldwide. Where they've fallen well behind, however,
is in their ability to cope with adverse weather conditions. European venues have long since
experienced highly variable conditions and have adapted accordingly-- with snow stored from
the previous season and with ambitious snowmaking programs. Just like in the Adirondacks, key
events and tourism drive local economies and fill hotel beds, and funds have been allocated to
make sure big events are guaranteed.

Having a Skm loop with world-class snowmaking will secure the future of our facility for years
and generations to come. I always beam with pride when folks I run into here in Austria recount
adventures and stories of the 1980 Olympics and the trails at Van Ho. "Why aren't you hosting
major championships?" they'll ask. With the exciting new plans in pipeline, "You just wait and
see!" is my proud response.

Thanks to the Van Ho staff for all their tremendous work and dedication to a world-class
product. I, and so many others, are truly thankful.

Kind regards,

David McCahill
(518) 637-1574


mailto:david.mccahill@gmail.com
mailto:Projects@orda.org

| have been a season pass holder since the early 1980’s and ski at the facility between 30-50 days yearly.
In the last 15 years | have noticed significant improvements at the facility. The trail grooming equipment
has steadily improved, and the staff is now conscientious about starting the grooming early in the
morning so the facility is well groomed at the opening bell. The addition of the snow factory allowed us
this past season to have the best early season skiing in the northeast. The staff groomed the Porter
Mountain loop until almost May 1 giving us the longest season | have seen.

| think the new proposals are great. An up to date snow making system and new homologated trails
will allow us to host major international events as we used to do in the 1980-1990’s. With warmer
winters good snow making is becoming a necessity.

| strongly support ORDA’s unit management plan and look forward to using the new facilities .
Woods McCahill 5-31-18



From: audrey hyson [achyson@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, June 01, 2018 11:44 AM

To: ORDA Projects

Subject: UMP comments

To whom it may concern,

| have been a regular skier and season pass holder at the Mt VanHoevenberg cross country skiing venue
for thirty years. During this time the quality of the skiing has improved dramatically. In recent years, the
crew has been able to maintain excellent ski conditions at times when other local conditions were
extremely unfavorable to skiing in general. They are doing this through foresight in creating excellent
base conditions at times when the snowfall was abundant, so that during thaws, coverage was
maintained. This year, excellent conditions held late into the spring season due to the hard work of the
crew at Van Ho. They always show great concern that season pass holders have every opportunity to ski
from early to late in the season.

| have had the privilege of skiing at other well-known cross country venues in the Northeast but | am
always able to brag about our own Mt. Van Hoevenberg ski area wherever | go. The quality of our skiing
is as good or better than elsewhere and we have the advantage of the more interesting terrain which is
found at Van Hoevenberg.

| have worked as a volunteer at many races at Van Ho and | know well that the organization and
execution of these events is the best it has ever been in the many years | have volunteered.

The Mt Van Hoevenberg Cross Country ski area is a treasure, a world class cross country ski area, and
well worth maintaining to international standards for the future.

Sincerely yours,

Audrey Hyson
Lake Placid, NY


mailto:achyson@gmail.com

On Fri, Jun 1, 2018, 11:25 AM Chris Hyson <dochris@northnet.org> wrote:

To whom it may concern. | have been a regular skier at the Mt VanHoevenberg cross country skiing
venue for nearly thirty years. During this time the quality of the skiing has improved dramatically and
this past year it was really extraordinary. The crew was able to maintain excellent ski conditions at times
when other local conditions were extremely unfavorable to skiing in general. They did this through
foresight in creating excellent base conditions at times when the snowfall was abundant, so that during
thaws, coverage was maintained.This year, they were able to maintain excellent skiing further into the
spring season than they had in many years. | have had the privilege of skiing on other Olympic level
venues including Canmore ,Alberta. The quality of our skiing is at least as good but has the advantage of
more varied terrain. The Mt VanHoevenberg Cross Country ski area is a treasure, a world class cross
country ski area , and would definitely be worth maintaining to international standards. Sincerely yours,
Christopher Hyson MD
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From: Tony Corwin <tonycorwin53@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 04, 2018 12:58 PM
To: SLMP_Comments@apa.ny.gov
Subject: Mt Van Hoevenberg 2018 UMP

ATTENTION: This email came from an external source. Do not open attachments or click on links from unknown senders or unexpected emails.
To all concerned,

I am one of the two private land owners that the Mt Van Hoevenberg (MVH) trails cross the other owner is Dave Steckler.

The MVH trails that are on my property consist of: East Mt Loop cut off, East Mt Loop (Harrys Hill-Russian Complaint) and
the entrance and exit of Porter Mt Loop. These equal about 5000' of trails.

In the last several years there have been decisions made about my property with out my knowledge by ORDA, DEC and the
APA. T have learned about these through the media. I will not elaborate on these is this forum.

During the May 2018 APA monthly meeting where Mike Pratt CEO of ORDA made an informational presentation about the
changes and upgrades to MVH. I learned it was ORDA's intent to move all MVH trails off of private lands. This differs from the
MVH 2018 UMP. In the MVH 2018 UMP (figure 22A) shows rerouting the east ends of Porter Mt. Loop on to state lands and
avoiding the Steckler property. I am not in favor of moving/closing the trails on my property.

In late 2017 Mike Pratt from ORDA and I executed a five year (with yearly renewals) temporary trail easement. It is my
opinion that this agreement is the impetus for removing trails off my property.

In an email to Mike Pratt, ORDA on May 16th, 2018 I have made an offer for a permanent easement for the trails on my land
with the possible changes indicated in figure 22A in the MVH 2018 UMP for certain considerations. As of this date I have not
received a written response but had a private positive conversation with Mike Pratt during the May 2018 presentation at the
convention center.

My proposed permanent easement will save about 2000' of cutting new trails and the Harry Eldridge legacy.

Sincerely,
Hamilton W. Corwin (aka Tony)

SOUTH MEADOW FARM LODGE & MAPLE SUGARWORKS
TONY AND NANCY CORWIN

67 Sugarworks Way

Lake Placid, NY 12946-4223

tonycorwin53@gmail.com, nancyecorwin@gmail.com
518-523-9369

www.southmeadow.com www.maplesugarworks.com



mailto:tonycorwin53@gmail.com
mailto:nancyecorwin@gmail.com
http://www.southmeadow.com
http://outhmeadow.com
http://www.maplesugarworks.com

Monday, June 04, 2018

Bob Hammond
Olympic Regional Development Authority
Lake Placid, NY 12946

Re: 2018 Amendment to Mount Van Hoevenberg UMP
Dear Mr. Hammond:

I’'m writing to express my support to the proposed amendment to the 1986 Olympic Sports Complex at
Mount Van Hoevenberg Unit Management Plan. As a long-time local who’s skied at Mount Van
Hoevenberg for the last 18 years and who has watched international-level bobsleigh, skeleton, and luge,
I’m definitely in favor of the upgrades proposed in this amendment.

As a high school student in the early 1970’s, | remember Lake Placid village as a tired run-down village
without much going on. My family and | volunteered at the 1980 Winter Olympics. The village had
changed, much for the better, in the build-up and afterwards of that event. That was 38 years ago. It's
time for another upgrade.

Maintaining these facilities at a level capable of hosting top-level international events is the key to
continuing the popularity of the venues. The time and efforts of the people who laid-out and built the
1980 cross country ski trails has resulted in a trail system that’s superior of most of the competing
venues. Now, a portion of the trail system needs adequate snow making and available spectator
viewing and media coverage.

World cup bobsleigh is televised live to Europeans. The Germans watch bob with their supper. Here,
we watch biathlon with our breakfast (live streamed via EuroSports). It would be great to watch a live
biathlon world cup at the upgraded Mt Van Hoevenberg complex.

Thank you for your time and attention in this matter.

Sincerely yours,
Jeffrey Prime
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Re: 341 Van Hosvenberg UME - Public Comment
$ioar Sir ar Madam:

§ have been g oross sountey skitny segulardy st MU Van UHoovenbery since 1983 and have
purchased & seasen pass CUSrY vour, Sevaral yoars sgo. the bridge that tosk ihe Flatdander irall
evey the Eag Moumtain wall weas removed, This was a huge disappointment o mvself, sy wlfe
and Y e veung st The pursase of this Ienet s t nrge that the bridge be redtored a3 part of
the sew UMT S Mt Van Ho,

For mysel? and my Farmily, the bridge hyd become almeost ait icome purt of fhe amss
coumiey skignperiznes at Mt Van Hoo Th olimb up e bridpe way an opporiarsty 10 1858 our
vk and the sehuss dews provided an opporiunty to est our dowrhill skillg, befire we
sroountersd the bipper challenges that lay ahesd The bridge aiso provided some cohorencs in
the isgerseetion of the Flatunder, Viatisnder Fxéension and Fost Mowmssin ails and gvoided the
risk ©f soltisions 2 ter inferssetion of these trails,

e, with the bridge removed, | find the interseotion of these trabls (o be z confusing and
sepnienntsiive mess Particulany, cgregions s the indersection of Fiatiunder Plus and Fag
Moumain, where skiers coming dawn the Hast Mountain Trail regulardy encounter skiers geing
up Tlatlandor Ples. Skiers coming dovwn ar¢ loamhe 1o si0p of slow, bocause they are enjoying a
fun downhill run affer o stromposs clinsh, | have had several pear collisions 8 this (erscotion,

When the bridge was removed, T was told that it was due te g Jack of fmsds o repair &t
The new and ambiious UMP indrestes to mie s funds are aow gvadlable. [, thorefors, urpe they
ihe LIMP for M Van Ho smehyle the adduson of @ ew bridge on the Flatiandey Trail and over
the Past Mooptas Teail to ehiminate the unssfo intzrsection of Flatlander Plus and East
Moumain,

Thaek vou.




June 5, 2018

Olympic Regional Development Authority
Department of Environment, Planning & Construction

St. Lawrence University is strongly in support of the proposed amendments to the 1986 Olympic Sports
Complex at Mount Van Hoevenberg Unit Management Plan/Draft Generic Environmental Impact
Statement. In particular, the proposed upgrades will continue to enhance the opportunities for our
student-athletes on the Nordic Ski Team. Improvements to the venue will ensure that the site will
remain a regular fixture on the Eastern Intercollegiate Ski Association circuit as well as enhancing any
future bids by 5t. Lawrence to host the NCAA skiing championships. The snowmaking and trail
improvements will make training camps in Lake Placid, particularly early season, a more likely possibility
instead always leaving the region for other venues.

Beyond these obvious direct benefits, the improvements will allow the venue to host high guality
national and international events. For example the recent hosting of the Junior National Cross Country
Ski Championships in March of 2017 not only exposed hundreds of college bound students to Lake
Placid but also students and families an opportunity to combine that trip with a visit to 5t. Lawrence
University that they might not have done otherwise. Other similar events in the future could continue
to have the same effect.

It is very exciting to see the current forward thinking that went into this proposal by ORDA management.
It is our hope that that this project can be seen through.

Sincerely,

(b N

Bob Durocher, Director of Athletics
St. Lawrence University

Ethan Townsend, Head Men's & Women's Nordic Ski Coach
St. Lawrence University

- —y —
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Intarcollegiate Athlotics & Recreation
13 Romoda Drive - Canton, NY 13617 © ThL 31§-220-5423 - FAX: 315-229- 5580 www.stlawu.edu



[ have had a season’s pass at Van Hov. for over 30 years. One of the reasons that I buy a
season’s pass at Van Hov. every year is that in a poor snow year, Van. Hov. is often one of
the few places in the northeast U.S. where there is any skiing at all. For this reason, college
and high school ski teams from New York State and New England are attracted to train
there.

This winter, the skiing at Mount Van Hovenberg was superb. The grooming was the best
ever throughout the entire trail system. Especially noteworthy is the fact that grooming
continued through the month of April when we enjoyed the best skiing of the winter
(actually it was spring). It was the longest groomed ski season I've ever had in over
30 years of skiing at Van Hov..

Mount Van Hovenberg has some of the most challenging groomed cross country ski trails in
the eastern U.S.. The Lake Placid area has produced many Nordic Olympians who have
trained on the trails at Van Hov.. However, they have been unable to compete on their
“home course” since Van Hov. does not currently meet standards for world class
competition. Seeing world class athletes compete on Van Hov’s XC trails. would be a boost
for local young aspirants of the sport. If athletes can train on trails with snowmaking
and lights, it will be a lot safer than training on the paved roads with vehicular
traffic.

Bunny Goodwin
26 Bark Eater Way
Keene, NY 12942
518-576-9949
(June 5, 2018)



Greetings,

I'm a big supporter of Mt Van Ho and have been a x-c skiing season pass holder as long as | lived
here. | write in support of the proposed upgrades to the facility as it pertains to nordic skiing.

However, there have been instances in the past where the grooming has left a bit to be desired,
even during the same week at the Loppet ski race when folks are looking to train. The best x-c
ski facilities are only as good as the grooming done to the trails, and that's a function of the
employees and equipment available. ORDA has a less than stellar reputation amongst locals in
terms of its management and business-related decisions - I'd hate to see this kind of stuff
interfere with grooming at what could potentially be a world-class x-c facility. If we build this
and make it a reality, let's make sure we throw the resources at it that it deserves, especially in
season.

Lastly, during the public meeting held in Lake Placid, the explanation of the ski lodges left a lot
to be desired. Despite multiple attempts by folks in the audience to clear up this issue via
comments and questions, | think most of us walked away more confused about the ski lodges
(which is the main one, how will the old one be used, are they walkable from he parking lot,
etc?). The messaging from the ORDA folks was subpar.

Cheers,

Scott McKim
907.330.9730
6-7-18
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June 8, 2018

Robert W. Hammond, Director of Planning & Construction
NYS Olympic Regional Development Authority

Olympic Center, 2634 Main Street

Lake Placid, NY 12946

(Via electronic submission)

RE: 2018 Draft Amendment to the 1986 Olympic Sports Complex at Mount
Van Hoevenberg Unit Management Plan

Mr. Hammond,

On behalf of the Adirondack Council, | want to thank you for the opportunity to
comment on the Draft Amendment to the Mount Van Hoevenberg Unit
Management Plan (UMP). We commend the Olympic Regional Development
Authority (ORDA) for the level of outreach and engagement on the proposed
changes at Mount Van Hoevenberg and for making significant amounts of
relevant information available to the public on the proposed management actions.
Given the important role these recreational facilities play in the Adirondack Park,
the Adirondack Council supports ORDA’s overall efforts to modemize the
facilities, increase energy efficiency and improve infrastructure reliability at these
venues, as long as the proposed improvements are legal and environmentally
responsible.

Mount Van Hoevenberg serves a unique niche where intense outdoor recreational
uses are permitted that would otherwise be unacceptable on Forest Preserve lands,
and we acknowledge this distinction within the context of our comments. This
distinction is particularly important given the interconnected nature of the
recreational activities between Forest Preserve lands and non-Forest Preserve
lands (Town of North Elba). In reviewing the detailed proposal for the Mount Van
Hoevenberg UMP, the Council believes that most of the proposed actions are
warranted and necessary to maintain the Olympic bobsled and biathlon courses as

world-class facilities.

As a whole, these facilities complement our region’s world-class wilderness areas
and provide for beneficial recreational opportunities for a wide spectrum of users
within our mountain communities. When designed and managed properly these
facilities thrive in areas designated for intensive recreation in one the largest
Wilderness Parks in the contiguous United States.

DEFENDING THE EAST'S GREATEST WILDERNESS

103 Hand Avenue, Suite 3 PO.BoxD-2 Elizabethtown, New York 12932-0640 el 518.873.2240 fax 518.873.6675
342 Hamilton Street  Albany, New York 12210 e 5184321770 fax 5184494839 info@adirondackcouncil.org
L]
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With regard to specifics within the UMP, the Council provides the following comments:

1.

Managing Overuse: Given the complicated nature of increasing overuse on adjoining
state lands, the Council believes the addition of a new trail head for Cascade Mountain is
the type of management strategy that will be needed to help address long term impacts to
sensitive natural resources as well as protect human safety along the Route 73 travel
corridor. The Council strongly supports this effort.

Compliance with Forever Wild: Current and future sporting facilities on state lands must
comply with the strict and not always convenient requirements of the “Forever Wild”
clause of the constitution. These requirements include constitutional provisions that
provide for functions and facilities at Mount Van Hoevenberg that would not otherwise
be allowed on other Forest Preserve land. The Council acknowledges that the UMP
clearly notes that activities to add paved ski trails (for summer training), snow making
capability, and lighting are on lands that are understood to be non-Forest Preserve lands.
The Council would not currently support similar actions being proposed on Forest
Preserve lands in the future, nor the expansion of facilities to year-round activities
beyond what is now allowed without a constitutional amendment. (Under the
constitution, all uses on the Van Hoevenberg Forest Preserve lands must be winter
recreation based.)

Trail reroutes on Forest Preserve Lands: Respecting the wishes of adjoining private
landowners is critical to the long term success of Van Hoevenberg’s extensive ski
network. We believe ORDA needs to work to secure permanent or long term easements
with adjoining landowners that will protect their privacy while safeguarding the current
ski trail infrastructure and minimizing future trail reroutes if the current agreements cease
to exist. With regard to the proposed trail reroutes that would create approximately half
(1/2) mile of new cross-country ski trails to bypass the Steckler property (note: while the
trail widths associated with the Steckler reroute are stated within the UMP, total distances
of these new trails are not), the Council believes that the dimensions for these trails must
not only meet the Homologation standards set forth by the International Ski Federation
(FIS) for International Nordic Events, but should also meet the additional guidance
provided within the FIS manual that emphasize trail design and construction must protect
natural resources and the environment,

These environmental aspects, found on page 4 of the FIS Cross-Country Homologation
Manual (6™ Edition) state, “In order to preserve the relationship with nature, course
designers must be aware of environmental factors and set a positive example in their
work. This includes the need to work with a variety of environmental organizations and
landscape architects. The following lists some key areas of concern:

=  Avoiding excessive side cuts

* Managing water flow and drainage
Employing materials and finishing that blend into the natural surroundings
Rehabilitation/reforestation of the site, pre and post event.



* Avoiding bridges where possible. They are expensive, have an impact on
the nature, can be future obstacles, and make future changes more
difficult.

4. Planning Sensitive to other Regional Adirondack Needs: The state lands and operations at
Mount Van Hoevenberg are part of a larger network of state lands, recreational uses,
trails, and trailheads within the very popular High Peaks region. As the state looks at
making important upgrades to the ORDA facilities, and simultaneously develops plans to
manage the overuse of the Rt. 73 corridor and the High Peaks, planning needs to be
further coordinated and expanded. This planning effort must integrate management
objectives and actions across all unit boundaries using a holistic systems approach
(Complex Planning ) that incorporates state easements, state lands and private lands, and
looks at natural resource protection, visitor use experience, wild character, human health
and safety, etc. in a comprehensive manner.

5. Climate Smart, Energy Smart Models: Climate change threatens to redefine Adirondack
winter recreation as we now know it. The ORDA facilities can and should mitigate the
impacts of climate change and be showcases for visitors from across the country and
around the world for the latest and best in climate smart renewable energy practices. The
facilities should support the Governor’s renewable energy goals and comply with
Adirondack Park Agency policies.

As an Intensive Use Area along the iconic Route 73 travel corridor, Mount Van Hoevenberg is
integral to the cultural identity and Olympic Heritage that is synonymous with the Adirondack Park.
Environmental planning and review of this UMP should not be “segmented” from other state land
planning activities, such as the adjoining High Peaks and Sentinel Wilderness Areas. Together these
facilities support our region’s world class wilderness areas, provide for necessary recreational
opportunities across a wide spectrum of users, and continue to be economic staples for the
surrounding communities. As proposed, the management actions should allow these ORDA
facilities to remain competitive and attractive to both professional and amateur users. And while we
understand and appreciate the unique nature of these Olympic venues, we must not forget that much
of these lands are still Forest Preserve and as such are subject to a level of accountability,
protection, and process that make the Adirondacks one of America’s true conservation success
stories.

In closing, the Adirondack Council reiterates our support for legal improvements to the Mount Van
Hoevenberg facilities that comply with the constitution, the law and the legal protections that keep
the Adirondacks a national treasure now and for future generations.

Respectfully,

._‘__...--'—_-.'J .
,aCUW
Rocci Aguirre
Conservation Director
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RESPONSES TO PUBLIC COMMENTS
FOR THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE 2018 AMENDMENT TO THE MT.VAN
HOEVENBERG UMP

1. OPERATIONS

(a.) Sharon Middendorf, May 11, 2018 via e-mail

Comment: | was wondering if you could direct me to the right person at ORDA whom | can speak with
about designating a few dog friendly trails. There are a few in Vermont that allow dogs and | have to say
it’s the greatest feeling in the world to ski with your dog. It’s fun and healthy for both dogs and humans.

Response: ORDA’s intensive public operations do not have plans to include dogs. There are public
lands available that allow dogs.

(b.) Jim Shea, Jr. & Jim Goff, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing
Comment: What is the water source for the new snowmaking reservoir?

Response: The Public Draft UMP Amendment/DEIS described how North Meadow Brook would be
used as the source of water for the new snowmaking reservoir. See sections Il.A.1.d and IV.A.1.g. The
Brook is currently used as the source for water used to ice the combined track. The rate of water
withdrawal from North Meadow Brook will remain the same.

(c.) Peggy Wiltberger, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing
Comment: can we get more details of the skilodge, it's kind of a major concern.

Response: The existing cross-country lodge is going to be maintained. The new lodge will be the formal
welcome area for all the visitors to Mt. Van Hoevenberg, it will accommodate all the athletes heading
towards the sliding sports or the Nordic sports, as well as the visitors. In the plan it's going to be up to
40,000 square feet. A multi-phase build-out is anticipated.

(d.) Peggy Wiltberger, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing
Comment: There will be a cross-country lodge and a cross-country stadium maintained?

Response: The existing cross-country lodge and biathlon lodge buildings will be maintained, but the biathlon
building is being renovated so that it's more of an event-support type building, not a public lodge.

(e.) Peggy Wiltberger, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing
Comment: You're not renovating the old cross-country lodge?

Response: ORDA has been renovating the existing cross-county lodge, including putting a new roof on it in
2017. The proposed new lodge will be open 12 months a year, while the existing cross-country lodge will
be open during the Nordic season.



(f.) Lindy Ellis, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing

Comment: One of the questions we have is relative to being able to have some aspects of the same type of
ambience and feeling of being able to leave our bags, our boots, our skis in the area without having to
secure them.

Response: ORDA is certainly not trying to make improvements to make it less friendly or less safe, but
ORDA is going to require, certainly, personal responsibilities for users’ equipment. ORDA will not be
responsible for guests’ personal belongings. One of the questions that we hear from people who don't
spend every day at Mt. Van Hoevenberg is where do | lock up my stuff? So, certainly there will be some
combination of the ability to have a locker space to lock up stuff if you don't feel comfortable, and
certainly there will be spaces where, if you're comfortable with the environment, you can do so. It will
definitely be a combination. We want to be able to provide more services, not less.

(g.) Lindy Ellis & Rich Shapiro, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing
Comment: What is the distance between the new proposed lodge and the current existing lodge? Is it a half
a kilometer?

Response: The walking distance from the south end of Parking lot 3 to the proposed new lodge is 230
feet. The skiing distance from the proposed new lodge to the existing cross country lodge is estimated
to be approximately 900 feet. The combined 1,130 feet is equivalent to 0.34 km.

(h.) Rich Shapiro, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing

Comment: | look at this and I'm wondering are you destroying the existing return on the ladies 5K by having
all of these trails connected to it or will the main route still be the main route, because that's a classic trail
that, you know, that we've skied for years and years and people come here to ski because it is an existing
trail of the Olympics.

Response: ORDA is very sensitive to the heritage of the Ladies 5k trail. The comment is correct that
the new race trails will interact with the Ladies 5k and may change the final kilometer of the return of
the Ladies 5km, however, the first 4km of the trail will remain intact and the last kilometer will be
available to be skied as intended for events like the Loppet. Our heritage is very important to ORDA
and part of that heritage is as a world class race center, and ORDA is committed to creating the next
generation of iconic trails.

(i.) Paul Hyams, June 4, 2016 letter via e-mail

Comment: Several years ago, the bridge that took the Flatlander trail over the East
Mountain trail was removed. This was a huge disappointment to myself, my wife and my
two young sons. The purpose of this letter is to urge that the bridge be restored as part of
the new UMP for Mt. Van Ho.

Response: The bridge was in disrepair when it was removed and the decision not to replace it was
considered carefully by management. As it was originally intended to allow competitive courses to



flow through that intersection, it was not deemed necessary for the recreational skiers. Management
does review the traffic flow and signage at those intersections to confirm that decision and will
continue to do so in the future.

(j.) Scott McKim June 7, 2018 e-mail

Comment: there have been instances in the past where the grooming has left a bit to be desired,
even during the same week at the Loppet ski race when folks are looking to train. The best x-c
ski facilities are only as good as the grooming done to the trails, and that's a function of the
employees and equipment available. ORDA has a less than stellar reputation amongst locals in
terms of its management and business-related decisions - I'd hate to see this kind of stuff
interfere with grooming at what could potentially be a world-class x-c facility. If we build this
and make it a reality, let's make sure we throw the resources at it that it deserves, especially in
season.

Response: Many positive comments regarding trail grooming were received as part of public
comment, including the following:

“This winter, the skiing at Mount Van Hoevenberg was superb. The grooming was the best ever
throughout the entire trail system. Especially noteworthy is the fact that grooming continued through
the month of April when we enjoyed the best skiing of the winter (actually it was spring). It was the
longest groomed ski season I’ve ever had in over 30 years of skiing at Van Hov.”

“In the last 15 years | have noticed significant improvements at the facility. The trail grooming
equipment has steadily improved, and the staff is now conscientious about starting the grooming
early in the morning so the facility is well groomed at the opening bell.”

“l have been a regular skier at the Mt Van Hoevenberg cross country skiing venue for nearly thirty
years. During this time the quality of the skiing has improved dramatically and this past year it was
really extraordinary. The crew was able to maintain excellent ski conditions at times when other local
conditions were extremely unfavorable to skiing in general. They did this through foresight in creating
excellent base conditions at times when the snowfall was abundant, so that during thaws, coverage
was maintained. This year, they were able to maintain excellent skiing further into the spring season
than they had in many years.”

(k.) Scott McKim, June 6, 2018 e-mail

Comment: During the public meeting held in Lake Placid, the explanation of the ski lodges left a lot to be
desired. Despite multiple attempts by folks in the audience to clear up this issue via comments and
questions, | think most of us walked away more confused about the ski lodges (which is the main one,
how will the old one be used, are they walkable from the parking lot, etc.?)

Response: See the responses to similar comments 1.a through 1.g above.



2. ALTERNATIVE TRAILS
Phil Brown, May 15, 2018 via e-mail

Comment: Backcountry skiers could enjoy a great loop by skiing up Van Hoevenberg from South Meadow
Road, skiing the backside trail to the top of ORDA facilities, and then continuing to Hi Notch and the start
of the Mr. Van Ski Trail, returning to South Meadow Road. The problem now is that skiers cannot get to
Hi Notch without using the groomed XC trails. | suggest that ORDA build a backcountry trail to Hi Notch.
The loop also would be used by hikers in other seasons.

Response: ORDA agrees with your concern for backcountry skiers interacting with our groomed trail
and we believe that the DEC plan outlined in the High Peaks UMP will correct this issue. Guests using
ORDA trails will need a ticket.

3. TRAILHEAD
Adirondack Council, June 8, 2018 letter via e-mail

Comment: Managing Overuse: Given the complicated nature of increasing overuse on adjoining state
lands, the Council believes the addition of a new trail head for Cascade Mountain is the type of
management strategy that will be needed to help address long term impacts to sensitive natural
resources as well as protect human safety along the Route 73 travel corridor. The Council strongly
supports this effort.

Response: The Council’s support of the cooperative planning between ORDA and DEC leading up to
the proposed new trailhead at Mt. Van Hoevenberg is acknowledged.

4. TRAIL REROUTES

(a.) Adirondack Council, June 8, 2018 letter via e-mail

Comment: Trail reroutes on Forest Preserve Lands: Respecting the wishes of adjoining private
landowners s critical to the long term success of Van Hoevenberg's extensive ski network. We believe
ORDA needs to work to secure permanent or long term easements with adjoining landowners that will
protect their privacy while safeguarding the current ski trail infrastructure and minimizing future trail
reroutes if the current agreements cease to exist.

With regard to the proposed trail reroutes that would create approximately half (1/2) mile of new
cross-country ski trails to bypass the Steckler property (note: while the trail widths associated with the
Steckler reroute are stated within the UMP, total distances of these new trails are not), the Council
believes that the dimensions for these trails must not only meet the Homologation standards set forth
by the International Ski Federation (FIS) for International Nordic Events, but should also meet the
additional guidance provided within the FIS manual that emphasize trail design and construction must
protect natural resources and the environment.

These environmental aspects, found on page 4 of the FIS Cross-Country Homologation Manual (6th
Edition) state, "In order to preserve the relationship with nature, course designers must be aware of
environmental factors and set a positive example in their work. This includes the need to work with a
variety of environmental organizations and landscape architects. The following lists some key areas of
concern:



e Avoiding excessive side cuts

e Managing water flow and drainage

e Employing materials and finishing that blend into the natural surroundings

e Rehabilitation/reforestation of the site, pre and post event.

e Avoiding bridges where possible. They are expensive, have an impact on the nature, can be future
obstacles, and make future changes more difficult.

Response: See the next comment and response regarding the alternative of a permanent easement
over adjoining private land.

ORDA changed its plans for the proposed trail reroutes around private lands after the issuance of the
May 2018 Public Draft UMP/EIS. The current plan, which will be the new Figure 22 in the Proposed
Final UMP/EIS, is on the following page.

The trail relocation now avoids both the Steckler property and the Corwin property. There are two 8-
feet wide trails with a total length of 4,075 feet.

There is also a proposed trail that would connect the relocated trail around the private lands with the
Porter Mountain Loops. This 8-feet wide trail is approximately 3,815 feet long.

There is also a proposed trail that would connect the Porter Mountain Loops to the Hi Notch trail.
This 8-feet wide trail is approximately 3,580 feet long.

Trails will be constructed in consultation with NYSDEC and in an environmentally responsible manner.

(b.) Hamilton W. (Tony) Corwin, June 4, 2018 e-mail

Comment: | am one of the two private land owners that the Mt Van Hoevenberg (MVH) trails cross
the other owner is Dave Steckler. The MVH trails that are on my property consist of: East Mt Loop
cut off, East Mt Loop (Hanys Hill-Russian Complaint) and the entrance and exit of Porter Mt Loop.
These equal about 5000' of trails.

In the last several years there have been decisions made about my property without my knowledge
by ORDA, DEC and the APA. | have learned about these through the media. I will not elaborate on
these is this forum.

During the May 2018 APA monthly meeting where Mike Pratt CEO of ORDA made an informational
presentation about the changes and upgrades to M\VVH. | learned it was ORDA's intent to move all
MVH trails off of private lands. This differs from the M\VH 2018 UMP. In the MVH 2018 UMP (figure
22A) shows rerouting the east ends of Porter Mt. Loop on to state lands and avoiding the Steckler
property. Iam not in favor of moving/closing the trails on my property.

In late 2017 Mike Pratt from ORDA and | executed a five year (with yearly renewals) temporary trail
easement. Itis my opinion that this agreement is the impetus for removing trails off my property.

In an email to Mike Pratt, ORDA on May 16th, 2018 | have made an offer for a permanent
easement for the trails on my land with the possible changes indicated in figure 22A in the MVH
2018 UMP for certain considerations. As of this date | have not received a written response but had
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a private positive conversation with Mike Pratt during the May 2018 presentation at the convention
center.

My proposed permanent easement will save about 2000' of cutting new trails and the Harry Eldridge
legacy.

Response: ORDA is willing to consider the alternative of a permanent easement if equitable terms for
such an easement can be reached with the adjoining private land landowner. ORDA will need to have
the option of staying solely on State Land in case an equitable agreement cannot be reached.

(c.) Ed Finnerty, May 24, 208 Public Hearing
Comment: How about biathlon, because we haven't really proposed anything to dramatically bring up the
cross-country trails to FIS standards, but what about the biathlon?

Response: From a biathlon standpoint, the Chief of Sport of the IBU has been very involved with the
development of what the stadium will become, what the trails are looking like, and particularly what the
European market (television marketing media) require and the venue from a world class

standpoint. ORDA has been working quite a bit from the use of the venue and its application in sports
with some of our own.

5. USE OF FOREST PRESERVE LANDS

Adirondack Council, June 8, 2018 letter via e-mail

Comment: Compliance with Forever Wild: Current and future sporting facilities on state lands must
comply with the strict and not always convenient requirements of the "Forever Wild" clause of the
constitution. These requirements include constitutional provisions that provide for functions and
facilities at Mount Van Hoevenberg that would not otherwise be allowed on other Forest Preserve land.
The Council acknowledges that the UMP clearly notes that activities to add paved ski trails (for summer
training), snow making capability, and lighting are on lands that are understood to be non-Forest
Preserve lands. The Council would not currently support similar actions being proposed on Forest
Preserve lands in the future, nor the expansion of facilities to year-round activities beyond what is now
allowed without a constitutional amendment. (Under the constitution, all uses on the Van Hoevenberg
Forest Preserve lands must be winter recreation based.)

Response: ORDA will continue to plan for improvements at its venues, including the Olympic Sports
Complex at Mt Van Hoevenberg, in accordance with the requirements of Article XIV of the NYS
Constitution.

6. COORDINATED PLANNING
Adirondack Council, June 8, 2018 letter via e-mail

Comment: Planning Sensitive to other Regional Adirondack Needs: The state lands and operations at
Mount Van Hoevenberg are part of a larger network of state lands, recreational uses, trails, and
trailheads within the very popular High Peaks region. As the state looks at making important upgrades
to the ORDA facilities, and simultaneously develops plans to manage the overuse of the Rt. 73 corridor
and the High Peaks, planning needs to be further coordinated and expanded. This planning effort must



integrate management objectives and actions across all unit boundaries using a holistic systems
approach (Complex Planning) that incorporates state easements, state lands and private lands, and
looks at natural resource protection, visitor use experience, wild character, human health and safety,
etc. in a comprehensive manner.

As an Intensive Use Area along the iconic Route 73 travel corridor, Mount Van Hoevenberg is integral
to the cultural identity and Olympic Heritage that is synonymous with the Adirondack Park.
Environmental planning and review of this UMP should not be "segmented" from other state land
planning activities, such as the adjoining High Peaks and Sentinel Wilderness Areas. Together these
facilities support our region's world class wilderness areas, provide for necessary recreational
opportunities across a wide spectrum of users, and continue to be economic staples for the surrounding
communities. As proposed, the management actions should allow these ORDA facilities to remain
competitive and attractive to both professional and amateur users. And while we understand and
appreciate the unique nature of these Olympic venues, we must not forget that much of these lands are
still Forest Preserve and as such are subject to a level of accountability, protection, and process that
make the Adirondacks one of America's true conservation success stories.

Response: The SEQRA public comment period for the proposed 2018 Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP
Amendment occurred concurrently with the APA’s public comment periods for the proposed UMP
amendments for the High Peaks Wilderness and the Vanderwhacker Wild Forest. The public draft and
proposed final 2018 Amendment to the Mt. Van Hoevenberg UMP were prepared in coordination
with DEC and in consultation with the APA.

7. RENEWABLE ENERGY
Adirondack Council, June 8, 2018 letter via e-mail

Comment: Climate Smart, Energy Smart Models: Climate change threatens to redefine Adirondack
winter recreation as we now know it. The ORDA facilities can and should mitigate the impacts of
climate change and be showcases for visitors from across the country and around the world for the
latest and best in climate smart renewable energy practices. The facilities should support the
Governor's renewable energy goals and comply with Adirondack Park Agency policies.

Response: The recently completed UMP Amendments for Gore Mountain and Whiteface Mountain
provide detail about ORDA’s commitment to renewable energy. These ski areas were given higher
priority due to their significantly higher electrical demands than Mt Van Hoevenberg. Our primary
priority has been to target the venues that obtain power from fossil fuels. The Lake Placid venues
obtain power primarily from hydro-electric sources. ORDA has the same goals at Mt Van Hoevenberg,
and efforts of the Mt Van Hoevenberg staff have resulted in dramatic efficiency and energy
improvements in lighting and refrigeration. See UMP Appendix 2A that provides details on the steps
that staff have taken to reduce energy consumption at the venue.



8. STAKEHOLDER INPUT

Rich Shapiro, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing

Comment: I've spoken to quite a few of them and | have yet to hear anybody saying that season pass
holders, regular users, frequent users, whatever you want to call us, were consulted at all about the impact
on us and our skiing experience with the proposed changes, you know, and other things that happen there.
It's an untapped resource for a lot of things to approach the people that are most enthusiastic about skiing
there.

Response: The release of the Public Draft UMP Amendment/DEIS and the provision of a public
comment period on the Public Draft/DEIS has provided opportunity for all stakeholders to comment
on the actions proposed in the 2018 UMP Amendment. A number of season pass holders commented
during the May 24, 2018 public hearing and in written public comment, and their comments are being
given consideration and are being addressed in the Proposed Final UMP Amendment/FEIS.

10. IMPLEMENTATION

Ed Finnerty, May 24, 2018 Public Hearing

Comment: from where we are today to the initial build-out, we know that's going to come in increments,
what's the timeline before some of this actually is reality? And funding is in place or does that still have to be
worked out?

Response: ORDA is hoping to get our permits this summer. We are already in contract with some
architects and engineers to help us with some of the details. We have some funding, not all, at this time.

11. POSITIVE/SUPPORTIVE COMMENTS
Various Commenters (See all comments submitted during the public comment period in UMP Appendix
7)

Comments: Numerous positive and supportive comments were received from numerous commenters.
These included the following: Sharon Middendorf (5/14/18 email) regarding facility upgrades and
benefits to cross country skiers and the Lake Placid Area in general; Richard Erenstone (5/24/18 letter via
e-mail) regarding upgrades and ability to support world class events and the economic benefits that
would result; North Country Chamber of Commerce (5/28/18 letter via e-mail) regarding positive
secondary economic impacts including increased tourism, business attraction and job growth; Denise
Erenstone (5/30/18 e-mail) regarding benefits to recreational and competitive skiers and the ability to
host races of all levels; David McCabhill (5/31/18 e-mail) regarding support for staff efforts, the provision
of a new 5K loop and the ability to host future world-class events; Audrey Hyson (6/1/18 e-mail)
regarding the quality of the facility and maintaining the facility to current and future world class
standards; Christopher Hyson (6/1/18) e-mail regarding praise for last year’s conditions and maintaining
the facility to meet international standards; Jeffrey Prime (6/4 letter via e-mail) regarding the
importance of the upgrades and the ability to host future world cup events; St. Lawrence University
(6/5/18 letter via e-mail) regarding enhancements for student athletes in the nordic program, increasing
the potential for successfully bidding on future NCAA events, establishing training camps in Lake Placid,
hosting high quality future national and international events and exposing new visitors to the Lake Placid
area; Bunny Goodwin (6/5 e-mail) regarding reliable conditions, praise for grooming and enhancing
conditions to be able to host competitions at a “home course” .



Response: ORDA acknowledges and appreciates these supportive comments.



APPENDIX 9

ERRATA



ERRATA

The following substantive changes were made to the Public Draft version of the 2018 UMP/GEIS and are
included in the Proposed Final 2018UMP/GEIS.

The size for the new Welcome Center/Base Lodge has been increased from up to 15,000 sf to up
to 40,000 sf. Ongoing building programming studies have developed alternatives that add other
proposed uses to the building (i.e. the competition building at the stadium) that would have
otherwise been in separate locations. See section IV.A.1.e.

The plan for the proposed trail relocation in the vicinity of the private property inholdings
(Steckler and Corwin properties) has been changed. In the draft UMP/EIS plans were presented
that involved a reroute that placed trails outside the Steckler property and then reconnected
with the trails on the Corwin property. The current plan for the trail relocation avoids both
private properties and is entirely on State lands. ORDA is still amenable to an alternative that
involves establishing a permanent easement over the Corwin property if equitable terms for
such an easement can be arranged. ORDA needs to have an alternative that utilizes only State
land if agreement cannot be reached on easement terms. ORDA will construct two trails, each 8
feet wide, that will pass by the Steckler property just to its south and pass the Corwin property
just to the west. A total of 7,075 feet of trail is proposed. In addition, an 8-feet wide trail
approximately 3,815 feet long is proposed to connect the relocated trails with the Porter
Mountain Loops. Another 8-feet wide trail, approximately 3,580 feet long, is proposed to
connect the Porter Mountain Loops with the Hi Notch trail. See Section IV.A.2.J. A revised
Figure 22 includes the location of these trails.

Inventories and mapping of existing snowshoe trails and mountain bike trails were added in
response to a request from the APA. See sections II.C.1.d and e and accompanying figures.
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