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We look forward to working with the Department to complete the scoping process as 
expeditiously as possible. 

Very truly yours, 
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Cc: 	 Linda Collart (via email w/attachment - linda.collart@dec.ny.gov) 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
This scoping document for the proposed well drilling permit for Tioga Energy 
Partners, LLC (TEP) Snyder E 1-A well, located in the Town of Barton, Tioga 
County, New York has been prepared pursuant to the State Environmental 
Quality Review Act (SEQRA) regulations, 6 NYCRR Part 617.8 and sets forth: 

(1) 	 a brief description of the proposed action; 
(2) 	 the potential ly significant adverse impacts identified in Part 3 (and 

its attachment) of t he environmental assessment form (attached) 
and as a result of consultation with the other involved agencies 
and the public, including an identification of those part icular 
aspect(s) of the environmental setting that may be impacted; 

(3) 	 t he extent and quality of information needed for the preparer to 
adequately address each impact, including an identification of 
relevant existing information, and required new information, 
including the required methodology(ies) for obtaining new 
information; 

(4) 	 an initial identificat ion of mitigation measures; and 
(5) 	 the reasonable alternatives to be considered. 

The primary goal of scoping for this action is to focus the preparation of a draft 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (dSEIS) to the 1992 General 
Environmental Impact Statement (GEIS) on the Oil, Gas and Solution Mining 
Regulat ory Program which focuses on potential ly significant adverse impacts, 
and to eliminate consideration of impacts determined irrelevant or insignificant. 
The potentially significant adverse impacts listed in this Scoping Document are 
taken from Part 3 of the 2015 Full Environmental Assessment Form prepared 
for the project and consultation with involved agencies and the public. 

1.1. Project Description 

As described in the April 17, 2019 Positive Declaration ("Positive Declaration"), 

TEP proposes to drill a stratigraphic well (Snyder E 1; API # 31-107-30000-00­
00) and then a natural gas well (Snyder E 1-A; API # 31-107-30000-01-00) 

sequentially at the same surface location in the Town of Barton, Tioga County, 

New York (collectively "Project"). The Snyder E 1-A well is proposed to be a 

horizontal well stimulated by waterless hydraulic fracturing (gelled propane 

hydraulic fractu ring) using gel led propane as t he fracturing fluid. 


The stratigraphic wel l would be drilled first, vertically to the Utica Shale 
formation, w ith a total measured depth of approximately 9,530 feet, to gather 
geologic information and obtain rock cores from the Marcellus Shale and Utica 
Shale formations. The Snyder E 1 well would then be plugged back with cement 
and a mechanical plug to facil itate the horizontal drilling of the proposed natural 
gas well, t he Snyder E 1-A well. As proposed, the Snyder E 1-A natural gas well 
would use the already constructed upper portion ( i.e., conductor, surface 
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casing, and part of intermediate casing) of the first well and be drilled 
horizontally and completed in the Marcellus Shale formation with a total 
measured depth of approximately 6,600 feet. 

Gelled propane hydraulic fracturing involves the transport of propane to the 
well site, the chilling of that propane, and the mixture of chemical additives into 
the propane. The resulting mixture would then be pumped under pressure 
down the well bore and out into the surrounding rock formation in a way 
intended to fracture that rock to increase the flow of gas out of the rock 
formation and into the well. 

The proposed construction time is approximately 106 days; including two (2) 
days for the rig up/down, 17 days of vertical drilling for the Snyder El well, two 
(2) days for plugback, eight (8) days for horizontal drilling of the Snyder El-A 
well, 11 days of well completion (during daylight hours only), and approximately 
66 days of flowback. Under the TEP proposal, the Snyder E 1-A well would be 
flared for approximately 15 days and, if deemed successful by TEP, operated to 
produce natural gas. 

TEP initially submitted applications to the Department for the subject well 
drilling permits in May and June 2015. TEP subsequently responded to two 
Department-issued Notices of Incomplete Applications (NOIA) and then 
supplemented its application filings through early 2018 with responses to 
additional Department demands for information. 

Waterless hydraulic fracturing was first performed in Canada in 2008 and since 
then has been used to successfully treat more than 2,600 zones at over 800 
sites in North America . 
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2.0 	 POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION TO 
BE ADDRESSED IN THE DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STATEMENT (dSEIS) 

2.1. Site-Specific Impacts 
The following potential significant adverse impacts are identified in the Positive 
Declaration. 

Air Resources and Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
The dSEIS will provide a narrative discussion and evaluation of (1) potential air 
pollutant emissions, and (2) potential contribution to and impacts from cl imate 
change from gelled propane hydraulic fracturing operations and subsequent 
well operation. The climate change analysis w ill use t he criteria provided in the 
Guide for Assessing Energy Use and Greenhouse Gas Emissions in an 
Environmental Impact Statement and as detailed in the f ol lowing paragraphs. 
Emissions will be presented in tons of carbon as w ell as quantity of individual 
emissions. 

Direct Emissions 
The dSEIS will provide a narrative discussion and analysis of the emissions of 
fugitive methane, Volatile Organic Carbons CVOCs). and greenhouse gases 
(GHG) from trucks carrying propane and other equipment to the site, operation 
of on-site equipment to complete fracturing operations, during production, and 
from flaring of gas. The narrative will also include a discussion and analysis of 
the potential for GHG and other air emissions from preparation of produced gas 
and any liquid products for transportation and sales. 

Downstream Ondirect) Emissions 
The dSEIS will include a discussion of downstream emissions, including GHG and 
other air emissions. Specifical ly, the dSEIS will include a narrative discussion of 
the Project's potential effect on the goals and objectives of the State Energy 
Plan and the Clean Energy Standard. 

The dSEIS will provide an analysis of the project's potential to contribute to an 
incremental increase in levels of nitrogen oxides (NOx) and other non­
attainment pollutants, in the New York City metropolitan area and other 
potential downwind areas, including and limited to A lbany-Schenectady-Troy, 
Poughkeepsie-Newburgh, and Greater Connecticut (Hartford) . 

Human Health 
The dSEIS wil l provide a narrative discussion of the Project's potential impacts 
to human health and safety, as outlined below, for the general public and onsite 
workers. The impacts associated with transporting and storing propane and the 
use of the chemical additives GelLP-10, a gelling agent; Activator XL-460. an 
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activator. and BrkLPP-10, a gel breaker, and additives within the same family will 
be discussed. The storage, handling, and transportation of propane consistent 
with National Fire Protection Association 58: Liquefied Petroleum Gas Code and 
United States Department of Transportation will be discussed. 

Without reaching a conclusion, t he New York State Department of Health Public 
Healt h Review (December 2014) for high-volume hydraulic fracturing (HVHF) 
identified potential adverse environmenta l impacts from HVHF that could result 
in adverse public health outcomes. The ident ified pot ential impacts include: air 
impacts that could affect respiratory health due to increased levels of 
particulat e mat ter, ozone, diesel exhaust, or volatile organic compounds; 
drinking water impacts from underground migration of methane and/or 
fracturing f luid chemicals associated with faulty well construction or seismic 
activity; surface spills from the use, t ransport or storage of chemicals or 
wastewater potentially resulting in soi l, surface and groundwater 
contamination; surface water contamination resulting from inadequate 
wastewater treatment; earthquakes and creation of fissures; and climate change 
impacts due to methane, propane and other volatile organic compound releases 
to the atmosphere and their result ing public health impacts. The dSEIS will 
assess the likelihood and severit y of these potential impacts. 

Geologic Resources: Naturally Occurring Radioactive Mat erial (NORM) and 
Seismicity 
The dSEIS w ill provide a narrative discussion of NORM and identify and assess 
the risk factors for increasing t he likelihood of induced seismicity resulting from 
gelled propane hydraulic fracturing as outlined below. Discussion of NORM will 
focus on buildup in pipes and equipment and its presence in cuttings and wastes 
from the treatment of production brine, if any. Routes of p otential worker 
exposure dur ing c leaning and maintenance of p ipes and d isposal of equipment 
and accumulated NORM w ill be analyzed. The Project's potential to induce 
seismicity wil l also be analyzed. 

2.2. Cumulative Impacts 
The dSEIS wi ll assess whether the potential for widespread development of gas 
wells using the gelled propane hydraulic fractur ing technology exists, and if so, 
provide a comparat ive assessment of probable and potentially significant 
cumulative impacts from gelled propane hydraulic fract uring to those assessed 
in t he 2015 FSGEIS1 to determine whether sim ilar impacts would emanate from 
t his action. If necessary, the dSEIS will include an eva luation of relevant impacts 
assessed in the 2015 FSGEIS and a comparison of t he relevant find ings from that 

1 The Final Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement on the Oil, Gas and 
Solution Mining Regulatory Program, Regulatory Program for Horizontal Drilling and 
High-Volume Hydraulic Fracturing to Develop the Marcellus Shale and Ot her Low­·- ..... . :- . . ~ . ..,_ . 
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study to impacts anticipated from the use of gelled propane hydraulic 
fracturing. 
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3.0 	 INFORMATION NEEDED TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS THE POTENTIAL 
IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 6 NYCRR 617.8(e)(3) 

The extent and quality of information needed for the preparer to adequately 
address each impact, including an identification of relevant ex isting information, 
and required new information, including the required methodology(ies) for 
obtaining new information is set forth below. 

Hydraulic fracturing has been reviewed in both the 1992 Generic Environmental 
Impact Statement on the Oil, Gas and Solution Mining Regulatory program and 
the 2015 FSGEIS. Though the purpose of this dSEIS is to address potential 
impacts that the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
(NYSDEC) states were not adequately addressed by these documents; 
information from these documents will be incorporated, as appropriate, into the 
dSEIS as detailed in Section 2. 

The information contained in the application documents, TEP's responses to 
Notices of Incomplete Application, and other information submitted by TEP to 
the Department will be compared against the Positive Declaration and 
supplemented as needed. Additionally, relevant guidance, research studies and 
other authority that will assist with or form the basis for addressing the potential 
impacts of the Project will be gathered and utilized in preparation of the dSEIS. 
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4.0 INITIAL IDENTIFICATION OF MITIGATION MEASURES (6 NYCRR 
617.8(e)(4)) 

A detailed narrative description of potentially significant adverse impacts will 
be set forth in detail and summarized in the dSEIS narrative. The dSEIS will 
contain a full description and assessment of proposed mitigation measures to 
mitigate any potential significant adverse impacts. The mitigation measures will 
be described, and their effectiveness assessed in narrative form. 

An initial identification of the mitigating effects of the Project (waterless 
hydraulic fracturing) compared to high-volume hydraulic fracturing include: 

ISSUE HVHF WATERLESS PROPANE 

Water Sourcing YES NO 

High Volume of Truck Trips YES NO 

Water/ Fluid Disposal YES NO 

Open Pits (Fluid Storage) YES NO 

Multi-Well Pad YES NO 

Significant Flaring YES NO 

NORM to Surface YES NO 

Biocides in Fluid YES NO 

Dust (proppant transfer) YES NO 
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5.0 	 REASONABLE ALTERNATIVES TO BE CONSIDERED IN THE DSEIS - 6 
NYCRR 617.S(e)(S) 

The no action alternative will evaluate the adverse or beneficial site changes 
that are likely to occur in the reasonably foreseeable future, in the absence of 
the proposed action. Feasible alternatives to the action will be described and 
evaluated considering the objectives of the project sponsor. The description 
and evaluation of each alternative will be discussed at a level of detail sufficient 
to permit a comparative assessment of the alternatives discussed. The range of 
alternatives that may be discussed include sites, technology, scale or 
magnitude, design, timing, and use. Included within the range of feasible 
alternatives to be discussed in the dSEIS are: 

• No action 
• Vertical wells 
• ( "Green") non-chemical fracturing technologies and additives 
• Water based hydraulic fracturing 
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

Office of General Counsel, 141h Floor 

625 Broadway, Albany, New York 12233-1500 

Phone: (518) 402-9185 Fax: (5 I8) 402-90 I 8 

Website: .www.dec. nv.gov 


April 19, 2019 

Leon Cary, Supervisor 

Town of Barton 

304 Route 17C 

Waverly, NY 14892 


Susquehanna River Basin Commission 

4423 North Front Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17110 


Adam Schultz 

Attorney for Applicant 

Couch and White, LLP 

540 Broadway 

Albany, NY 12201-2222 


Re: 	 Tioga Energy Partners, LLC 

Snyder E IA Well Drilling Permit Application 


All: 

Please see attached Full Environmental Assessment Form for the referenced 
project. The Positive Declaration is expected to appear in the April 23, 2019 
Environmental Notice Bulletin. 

As per the Positive Declaration, the applicant is directed to prepare and submit 
a draft scope. 

David 	H. Keehn 

cc: 	 C. Dickert 



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 I based on infonnation 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 infonnation; 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 infonnation. 

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". Ifthe 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 Fallows ihe project sponsor to identify and attach any 
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the infonnation contained in 
Part lis accurate and complete. 

A. Project and Sponsor Information. 

Name of Action or Project: 
SNYOERE 1A 

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

233 Hamilton Valley Road , Town of Barton, Tioga County, TM# 102.00-1-24 

Brief Description ofProposed Action (include purpose or need): 

Utilize same bore hole as UUca formation Snyder E 1 Well and complete horlzontal natural gas well using LPG fl'!lcturlng in the Marcelus Shale. Utilize 
exlsting rarmnandowner road with Improvements. 

Well Pad and Well Top Hole location: 
233 Hamilton Valley Rd, Town of Barton,Tioga County, NY; TM#102.00-1-24; Owner: Ernest J. Snyder 

Access Rd.: Hamilton Valley Rd, Town of Barton, Tiega County, NY; TM#102.00-1-22 & 2-16.1; Owner: Howard & Beryl Chrisfield 

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: 

lloga Energy Partners, LLC 
Telephone: 518 426-4600 

E-Mail: aschultz@couchwhite.com 

Address: P.O. Box 22222 

City/PO: Albany State: NY IZip Code: 12201 

Project Contact (ifnot same as sponsor; give name and title/role): 

(same as above) 

Telephone: 

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO; State: IZipCode: 

Property Owner (ifnot same as sponsor): 

See Description Above 

Telephone: 

E-Mail: 

Address: 

City/PO: State: j Zip Code: 
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B. Government Approvals 

B. Government Approval! Funding; or Sponsorship. ("Funding" includes grants, kians, tax relief, and any other forms of financial 
assistance.) 

Government Entity IfYes: Identify Agency and Approv11l(s) 
Required 

Application Date 
(Actual or projected) 

a. City Council, Town Board, oYesQ]No 
or Village Board ofTrustees 

b. City, Town or Village oYeslllNo 
Planning Board or Commission 

c. City Council, Town or OYeslZJNo 
Village Zoning Board of Appeals 

d. Other loC!ll agencies OYeslZ!No 

e. County agencies []YeslZ!No 

f. Regional agencies IZJYesDNo SRBC - Approval By Rule 

g. State agencies 

h. Federal agencies 

i;z]Yes0No 

DYeslZ!No 

NYSDEC Minerals Oivlsion Drilling Penni!; 
NYSOEC SPDES GP-0·15·002 IStorrnwalerl . 

i. Coastal Resources. 
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? DYeslZINo 

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? 0Yesl21No 
iii. Is the project site withii:t a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? DYesliZJNo 

C. Planning and Zonln: 

C.1. Planning and zoning actions. 
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment ofa plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the OYeslZJNo 
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed? 

• If Yes, complete sections C, F and G . 
• IfNo, proceed to question C.2 and complete alt 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 DYes!iZJNo 
where the proposed action would be located? 

lfYes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action OYesDNo 
would be located? 
b. Is the site ofthe proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway OYesr;zJNo 

Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan; 
or other?) 

IfYes, identify the plan(s): 

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, OYesi;zJNo 
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. 0Yes12!No 
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district? 

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? 0Yes0Not>J/A 

c. Is a z.oning change requested as part of the proposed action? DYesDNo t{/ft 
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? S~ncer Van Etten 

b. What police or other public protection fo.rces seive the project site? 
Tiog!! Qo!.!!JI~ Sb1u!ff ~lilti! Pol!!<i! 

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site? 
Tioga Center; Halse~ Vall~ 

d. What parks serve the project site? 
Non<> 

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)? Industrial. 

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 3.51 acres 
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? O acres 
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned 

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 53.86 acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? 0Yesf2'.1No 
i. IfYes, what is the approxim;lle percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units, 

square feet)? % Units; 

d. Is the proposed· action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? DYeslZ!No 
If Yes, 

i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types) 

ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? 0Yes0No 
iii. Number of lots proposed? 
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed Jot sizes? Minimum Maximum 

e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? OYesONoN/4 
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: -- months 

ii. IfYes: 
• Total number of phases anticipated --
• Anticipated commencement date of phase I (including demolition) -- month __ year 

• Anticipated completion date of final phase __ month __year 

• Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may 
detennine timing or duration of future phases: 
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? 	 OYeslZ]No 
IfYes, show numbers of units proposed. 

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four Q!: more} 

Initial Phase . 
At completion 

of.all phases 

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? 	 OYeslZ]No 
IfYes, 
· i. Total number of structures 
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and ___ length 
iii. Approximate extent ofbuilding space to be heated or cooled: 	 square feet 

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment ofany OYeslZ]No. 
liquids, such as creation ofa water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage? 

If Yes, 
i. Purpose ofthe impoundment: 
ii. Ifa water impoundment, the principal source ofthe water: D Ground water 0 Surface water streams 00ther specify: 

iii. Ifother than water, identify the type ofimpounded/contained liquids and their source. 

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: million gallons; surface area: acres 
v. Dimensions ofthe proposed dam or impounding structure: height; ___ length 

vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete): 

D.2. Project Operations 

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation. mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? 0Yes!l1No 
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated 
materials will remain onsite) 

IfYes: 
i.What is the purpose ofthe excavation or dredging? 

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

• Over what duration oftime? 
iii. Describe nature and characteristics ofmaterials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose ofthem. 

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing ofexcavated materials? 	 0Yes0No 
Ifyes, describe. 

v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres 
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres 

vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feet 
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? (]YesONo 
be. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: 

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of. or encroachment LJYesllJNo 
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area? 

IfYes: 
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 ofchannels, banks 11nd shorelines. Indicate extent ofactivities, alterations and additions ln square feet or acres: 

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? 0Yes0No 
IfYes, describe: 

i11. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal ofaquatic vegetation? 0Yes0No 
IfYes: 
• 	 acres ofaquatic vegetation proposed to be removed: 

• 	 expected acreage ofaquatic vegetation remaining after project completion: 
• 	 purpose ofproposed removal (e.g. beach cleating, invasive species control, boat access): 

• 	 proposed method of plant removal: 
• 	 ifcbemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify prodoo1(s): 

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: 

c. Will theproposed action use, or create a new demand for water? 0Yes~o 
IfYes: 

i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 	 gallons/day 
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? 0Yes0No 

IfYes; 

• 	 Name ofdistrict or service area: 

• 	 Docs the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 0Yes0No 
• 	 Is the project site in the existing district? 0Yes0No 
• 	 Is expansion ofthe district needed? 0Yes0No 
• 	 Do existing lines serve the project: site? 0Yes0No 

iii. Will line extension within an existing district be neeessary to supply the project? OYcs[}lo 
IfYes: 

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

• 	 Source(s) ofsupply for the district: 
iv. rs a new water supply district or service area proposed to be fonned to serve the project site'? 0 Yes0No 

If, Yes: 

• 	 Applicant/sponsor fur new district: 
• 	 Date application submitted or anticipated: 

• 	 Proposed source(s) ofsupply for new district: 
v. Ifa public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for !he project: 

vi. Ifwater supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: ___gallons/minute. 

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? OYesi;z:JNo,r 
IfYes: 

I. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 	 ga[lons/day 
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and 

approximate volumes or proJ)()rtions ofeach):
IfNone enlici~ted; Ifnecessa[X, wlll be dis~ed of at faclll~ ~rmllled for such (2UmQSes 

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? 	 OYes[JNo 
IfY~: 

• 	 Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: 
• 	 Name ofdistrict: 

Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? OYes[JNo• 
Is.the project site in the existing district? · 	 0Yes0No• 

• 	 Is expansion ofthe district needed? 0 Yes0No 
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• 	 Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? 0Yes0No 
• 	 Will line ex.tension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? 0Yes0No 

IfYes: 
• 	Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve1his project: 

iv. Will a new wastewater (sew11ge) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? 0Yes0No 
IfYes: 
• Applicant/sponsor for new district: 
• Date application submitted or anticipated: 

• What ls the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? 
v. 	 lfpublic facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed 

receiving water (name and classification ifsurface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 

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

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stonnwater runoff, either from new point 0Yes'2'.!No 
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows orsronnwatcr) or non-point 
source (i.e. sheet flow) during coDStruction or post ccnstruclion? 

IfYes: 
i. How much impervious surface will the project cre!lte in relation to total size ofproject parcel? 


_ _ Square feet or __acres (impervious surface) 

__ Square feet or __acres (parcel size) 


if. Describe types of new point sources. 

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

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

• Will stonnwater nmofftlow to adjac.ent properties? 	 0Yes0No 
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfacos, use pervioµs materials or collect and re-use stormwatet? 0Yes0No 
f. Docs the proposed action include-, or will it use on-site, one or more sources ofair emissions, inc[uding fuel ~YesONo 

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations? 
IfYes, identify; 

i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles) 
Dell!sx ofE!!!!e!!n~ Heavv !!!lul~m!!IJ! i!nd i;iow11r generation !O ~mQll!e well and haul waste 

ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers) 

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

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f(above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, OYes!;l'JNo 
or Federal Clean Air Act 'Iitle IV or Title V Pemtit? 

IfYes: 
i. 	Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet 0Yes0No 

ambient air quality standan:ls for all or some parts ofthe year) 
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will ~nerate: 

Tonsfycar (short tons) ofCarbon Dioxide (C{h) • 
Tons/year (short tons) ofNitrous Oxide (N20)• 
Tons/year (short tons) ofPertluorocarbons (PFCs)• 

• 	 Tons!year (short tons) ofSulfur Hexafluoride (SF6) 

Tons/year (short tons) ofCarbon Dioxide equivalent ofHydrc>flourocarbons {HFCs)
• 
Tons/year (short tons) ofHazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)• 
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, 0Yesll!No 
landfiUs, composting facilities)? 

ffYes: 
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 he.at or 
electricity, flaring): 

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as 0Yesll!No 
quarry or landfill operations? 

IfYes: Describe operations and nature ofemissions (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 OYesllJNo 
new demand for transportation facilities or services? 

IfYes: 
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): OMoming 0Evening 0Weekend 

0 Randomly between hours of to 
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number ofsemi-trailer truck trips/day: 

iii. Parking spaces: Existing Proposed l>letincrease/decrease 
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? QYesQNo 
v. Ifthe proposed action includes any modification ofexisting roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe: 

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities availal>le within Y2 mile ofthe proposed site? OYesQNo 
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use ofhybrid, electric 0Yes0No 

or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
viii. Will the proposed !lCtion include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing 0Yes0No 

pedestrian or bicycle routes? 

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand 0Yesll!No 
for energy? 

IfYes: 
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation ofthe proposed action: 

ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers ofelectricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or 
o~her): 

iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation? 0Yes0No 

I. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply, 
i. During Construction: ii. During Operations: 

• Monday - Friday: NIA • Monday - Friday: variable and intermittent 

• Saturday: • Saturday: • [flowback) 

• Sunday: • Sunday: • (Rowback) 

• Holidays: • Holidays: • (nowback) 
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, 121Yes0No 
operation, or both? 

Ifyes: 
i. Provide details including sources, time ofday imd duration: 

COMP!,EJ]ON AND TRUC!Sl~G Q!.!R!NG DAYLIGHT HOURS FOR ~HORT DURATION~ 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? 0Yes121No 
Describe: 

n~ wm the proposed action have outdoor lighting? · '2'.)Yes0No 
Ifyes: 
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height offixture{s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied stn.ictures: 

Down djrecti!:l!]l!I !!!!fS:tl!'. Rghljng. Nearest rfilsldence > 1l2 rnlle. 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natura[ harriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? 0Yes'2'.!No 
Describe: 

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? 0Yes'2'.!No 
IfYes, 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 ofpetroleum (combined capacity ofover l, I 00 gallons) · OYeslZINo 
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage? 

IfYes: 
i. Product(s) to be stored 

ii. Volume(~) __ per unit time (e.g., month, year) 
iii. Gen·erally describe proposed storage facilities: 

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial 1md recreational projects only} use pesticides (i.e., herl>icides, OYes IZ!No 
insecticides) during construction or operation? 

IfYes: 
i. Describe proposed treatrnent(s): 

ii. Will the ornnosed action use Intewated Pest Management Practices? 0 Yes0No 
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or dispo$al D Yes '2'.)No 

ofsolid waste (excluding hazardous materials}? , 
IfYes: 

i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation ofthe facility: 

Construction: tons per (unit oftime)
• 

• 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: 

• Construction: 

• Operation: 

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

• Construction: 

• Operation: 
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s. Does the proposed action incl_ude construction or modification ofa solid waste management facility? 0 Yes Ill No 
IfYes: 

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 disposaVprocessing: 
• Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thennal treatment, or 
• Tons/hour, ifcombustion or thermal treatment 

iii. lflandfill, anticipated site life: 	 years 

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal ofhazardous DYeslZ!No 
waste? 

IfYes: 
i. Name(s) ofall 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? 0Yes0No 
IfYes: provide name and location offacility:----------------------------- ­

IfNo: describe proposed management ofany hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a haz.ardous waste facility: 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

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

a. Existing Ian~ uses. 
i. Check all uses that occur on, aqjoining and near the project site. 

0 Urban l2J Industrial 0 Commercial 0 Residential (suburban) 1ZI Rural (non-farm) 
1ZI Forest Ill Agriculture 0 Aquatic 0 Other (specify): 

ii. 	If mix ofuses, generally describe: 

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site, 

Land use or 
Covertype 

Current 
Acreage 

Acreage After 
Project Completion 

Change 
(Acres+/-} 

• Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious 
surfaces 1.35 1.35 0 

• Forested 0 0 0 

• . Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non­
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 

0 0 0 

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

3.5 3.5 0 

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

4 4 0 

• Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) 0 0 0 

• Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) 0 0 0 

I Other 
Describe: Gravel Pad 0.65 0.65 0 
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c. Is the project site presently used by members ofthe community for public recreation? 	 0Yes0No 
i. IfYes: explain: 

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed 0Yesll]No 
day care centers, or group homes} within lSOO feet of the-project Site? 

IfYes, 
i. Identify Facilities: 

e. Does the project site contain an existing dani? 0Yes!l!No 
IfYes: 

i. Dimensioris ofthe dam and impoundmcnt: 

Dam height feet
• 

• Dam length: 	 feet 
• Surface area: 	 acres 
• Volume impounded: 	 gallons OR acre-feet 

ii. Dam's existing hazard classification: 
iii. Provide date and summarize results oflast inspection: 

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

IfYes: 
i. Has the facility been formally clOsed? 	 0Yes0No 

• Ifyes, cite sources/documentation: 
ii. Describe the location ofthe 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 ofat the site, or does the project site adjoin 0Yes!l1No 
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose ofhazardous waste? 

IfYes: 
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 0Yeslll No 
. remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site? 

IfYes: 
l Is any portion ofthe site listed on the NYSDEC Spills incidents database or Environmental Site 0Yes0No 

Remediation database? Check all that apply: 

0 Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID numbel(s):

0 Yes - Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID numbel(s):

0 Neither database 


ii. Ifsite has been subject ofRCRA corrective activities, describe control measures: 

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet ofany site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? 0Yes0No 
Ifyes, provide DEC ID number{s): 

iv. Ifyes 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 e-0ntrol limiting property uses? OYesUNo 
• Ifyes, DEC site ID number: 
• Describe the type ofinstitutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): 
• Describe any use limitations: 

• 0-escribeany engineering controls: 
• Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in p!ace? DYesONo 
• Explain: 

E.2. Natural .Resources On or Near Project Site 

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? ll l~Cl::IE~ IQ II EEET feet 

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? OYesli{JNo 
IfYes, what proportion ofthe site is comprised ofbedrock outcroppings? % 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: FremonWolusfa channery slit loam 85%. .Lornstown • 6%. .Wooslem " 9% 

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: >1.5 feet 

e. Drainage status of project site soils: Ill Well Drained: 
0 Moderately Well Drained: 
Ill Poorly Drained 

__9_% ofsite 
__%ofsite 
~o/oofsite 

f. Approximate proportion ofproposed actlon site with slopes: hZJ 0·10%: __l!.% ofsite 
hZI 10-15%: __!_!_%ofsite 
i;zJ 15% or greater: __..!I._%ofsite 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? DYesbl]No 
IfYes, describe: 

h. Surface water features. 
I. Does any portion ofthe project site cont.a.in wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, 0Ycsl2JNo 

ponds or lakes)? 
ii Do any wedands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 0YeslZJNo 
IfYes to either I or ii, continue. IfNo, skip to E.2.i. 
Iii. Are any ofthe wetlands or waterbodies within or ac:ljoining the proje<:t site regulated by any.federal, 0Yes0No 

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

• Streams: Name 
• Lakes or Ponds: Name 
• Wetlands: Name 
• Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) 

.Classification 
Classification 
Approximate: Size 

v. Are any ofthe above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation ofNYS water quality-impaired DYesO>lo 
waterbodies? 

Ifyes, name ofimpaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: 

i. Is the project site in a designated F1004way? OYcsblJNo 

j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain? OYesi;zJNo 

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? 0Yesll)No 

I. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? !llYesONo 
IfYes: 

i. Name ofaquif¢r: Clinton Street 8allear1< SSA 

I 
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: 
DEER TIJRKEY 

n. Does -the project site contain a designated significant natural community? OYesbZ!No 
If Yes: 

i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation): 

ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: 
iii. Extent ofcommunity/habitat: 

• CUrrently: acres 
• Following completion of project as proposed: acres 

• Gain or loss (indicate+ or-): acres 

o. Does project site contain any species ofplant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as 0Yes!l!No 
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as hil.bitat 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 UYes!llNo 
special concern? 

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting. trapping, fishing or shell fishing? llJYes0No 
Ifyes, give a brief description ofhow the proposed action may affect that use: 

DEER HUNTING - PROPOS!;Q ACTION WILL NOT AFFECT !,!SE EXC!;;P! DURING DEVELOPMENT- (;!rlvale landowaar on!~ 


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 · llJYesONo 
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304? 

IfYes, provide ~µnty plus district name/number: TIOG001 

b. Are agricultural lands consisting ofhighly productive soils present? 0YesllJNo 
i. IfYes: acreage(s) on project site? 
ii. Sourcc(s) ofsoil rating(s): ­

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

IfYcs: 
i. Nature ofthe natural landmark: 0 Biological Community 0 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? OYesllJNo 
IfYes: 

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 substantiaUy eontigucas to, abuUding, archaeological i:ite, or dlrniet CIYeJ!l!No 
which is listed on, or has been nomlll!ted by the NYS Board ofH!storio Preservation for inclusion on, tbe 
StBte or Nati011al ~gisterofHistoric Plaee.s? 

IfY~: 
I. Nature ofhtstorlc/archoeologleal resour<:e: OArol!acological Site · 
ii. Name: 

Iii. Brillf'description ofattributes on which listlng fs based: 

OHistorio Building orDislriet 

£re 1ha proJect site, or aoy portion of it, located io or a<ljacentto an &Ra designated a.s sensitive for 
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic ProscMticin Office (SHPO) archaeological site lnvcnlocy'/ 

g. Ha.vc additional arohaeologieal or historic site(s) or resources beeti Identified on the piojec~1ltc? 
ffYes: 

I, Describe possible resource{s:): 
If. Basis for fdentrfioation: 

0YeslZJNo 

0Yesl2]No 

h. Is the project site within fives milcs ofany officialty designated and publicly aCoessible federsl, state, or loeat OYesllJNo 
scenic or aesthetie resouree? · 

11'Ycs: 
I. Identify resource: 
ti. 'Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, slate or loc:al park. stato htstorio trail or scenic byway, 

etc..): 
RL Distance between proje~ and resource; 	 miles. 
i. 	 Is the project site located within a designated river corrldor under the Wild, Sccnie and ltccratfonal Rlvers l:JYcsi.aNo 

Ptogram 6NYOR 66Ci? . 
IfYes: 

L Identify the name oftho river and its dtSfpation: 
i~ Is tlte activity consistei;tt w[th development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 666? OYcs[]No 

F. Addltion11l lnfon:112tton 

~.ch 111y additional lntbrmatlon which may be needed to clarify your project. 


Ifyou hllVo identified any adverse Impacts which could be assoolatixt wllh your proposal. please describe these impact! plu~ any 

measures which you propose to Avoid or minimize them. 


G. Verlflcatton . 

I certii)' !hat the iafonn11tion provided is true to 1bo best ofmy knowledge. 


Applicant/Sp:~·.:::::~=a 	 2"------­~;;;:;."---7"~----- Date.__..1.7~J:-·'1'--1Jr:.1... 
-	 Slgnatu~-.,.;<---~----------- Tiuo____._H-'--tM;.;.:..b._tr"'------­

... 
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Agency u.., Only 11!applicable) 
Full Environmental Assessmellt Form Project : !TEP 

Date : l==========;Part 2 - Identification ofPote11tlal Project Impacts 

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 reco,gnize 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 ofquestions that 
can be answered using the infomlation found in Part I. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the fonn identifies the 
most -relevant questions in Part I 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 thac may be impacted by the proposed activity. 

Ifthe lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Fenn before proceecling 
with this assessment. 

Tips for completing Part 2: 
• 	 Review all ofthe infonnation provided in Part I. 
• 	 Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook. 
• 	 Answer each ofthe 18 questions in Part 2. 
• 	 If you answer "Yes" tQ a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section. 
• 	 Ifyou answer "No" to a numbered question; move on to the neX1 numbered question. 
• 	 Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact. 
• 	 Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency 

checking the box "Moderate to large impact may occur." 
• 	 The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis. 
• 	 lfyou are not sure or undecided about the size ofan impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general 

question and consult the workbook. · 
• 	 When answering a question consider all components ofthe proposed activity, that is, the «whole action". 
• 	 Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts. 
• 	 Answer th f ble manner cons1"denng. the sea e I and con ex o t f the pro1ect.e ques son m a reasona 	 t 

1. Impact on Land 
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, 
the land surface ofthe proposed site. (See Part I. D.l) 
If"Yes", answer ouestions a - ;. lf "No", move on to Section 2. 

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is 
less than 3 feet. 

b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. 

c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or 
generally within 5 feet ofexisting ground surface. 

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal ofmore than 1,000 tons 
ofnatural material. 

e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year 
or in multiple phases. 

f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical 
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides), 

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosio~ hazard area. 

h. Other impacts: 

ONO 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

E2d 

E2f 

E2a 

D2a 

Die 

D2e,D2q 

Bli 

!iZIYES 

No, or Moderate 
small to large 

impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

Ill D 

Ill 0 

Ill D 

Ill D 

Ill D 

Ill D 

r;zJ D 

D D 
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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 th_e site (e.g., cliffs, dunes, ONO bZ]YES 
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part I . E.2.g) 
If"Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", move on to Section 3. 

Relevant 
Pa1iI 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
mav occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. Identify the specific land fonn(s) attached: E2g D D 

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a 
registered National Natural Landmark. 
Specific feature: 

E3c D D 

c. Other impacts: Potential seismic and naturally occurring radioactive materials im(:!acts D [l) 

3. Impacts on Surface Water 

The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water 
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part I. D.2, E.2.h) 
If "Yes", answer Questions a - !. If "No", move on to Section 4. 

llJNO 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

DYES 

No, or Moderate 
small to large 

impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, Dlh 0 D 

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over I 0% or more than a 
I 0 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water. 

D2b D 0 

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material 
from a wetland or water body. 

D2a D 0 

d.The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a fresh_water or 
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body. 

E2h D D 

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, 
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments. 

D2a, D2h D D 

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal 
of water from surface water. 

D2c 0 D 

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge 
of wastewater to surface water(s). 

D2d D D 

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of 
storm water discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving 
water bodies. 

D2e 0 D 

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or 
downstream ofthe site of the proposed action. 

E2h 0 D 

J- The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or 
around any water body. 

D2q, E2h 0 D 

k. The proposed action may require the construct ion of new, or expansion of existing, 
wastewater treatment facilities . 

Dia, D2d D 

I 

D 
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0 0I'· Oth<c imp"''"----------------------­

4. Impact on groundwater 

The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or !llNO DYES 
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer. 
(See Part l. D .2.a, D.2.c, 0 .2.d, D.2.p, 0 .2.q, D.2.t) 

If"Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", move on to Section 5. 


a. The proposed action may require ·new water supply wells, or create additional demand 
on supplies from existing water supply wells. 

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable 
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer. 
Cite Source: 

Relevant 

Part I 


Question(s) 


D2c 

D2c 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

0 D 

0 D 

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and 
sewer services. 

.d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. 

e. The proposed action may result in the construction ofwater supply wells in locations 
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. 

f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products 
over ground water or an aquifer. 

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within I 00 
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. 

h. Other impacts: 

Dia, D2c 

D2d, E21 

D2c, Elf, 
Elg, Elh 

D2p,E2l 

E2h, D2q, 
E21, D2c 

D 

D 

0 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

D 

0 0 

5. 	 Impact on Flooding 
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. llJNO DYES 
(See Part l. E.2) 
If "Yes", answer auestions a - £. If "No", move on to Section 6. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

E2i D Da. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. 

E2j 0 Db. The proposed action may result in development within a l 00 year floodplain . 

E2k D Dc. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. 

D2b, D2e 0 Dd. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage 
patterns. 

D2b, E2i , 0 0e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. 
E2i, E2k 

0 0Elef. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair, 
or upgrade? 
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Ig. Other impacts: 0 0 

6. Impacts on Air 
The proposed-action may ine!ude a state regulated air emission source. ONO [l!YES 
(See Part 1. D.2.f., D,2 ,h, 0.2.g) 
If"Yes", .answer questions a -f If "No", move on to Section 7. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav 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 I 000 tons/year ofcarbon dioxide (C02) D2g 0 D 
ii. More than 3.S tons/year of.nitrous oxide (N20) D2g 0 0 
iii. More than 1000 tons/year ofcarbon equivalent ofperfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g 0 0 
iv. More than .045 tons/year ofsulfur hexafluoride (SF6) D2g 0 0 
v. More than 1000 tons/year ofcarbon dioxide equivalent of D2g D 0 

hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions 
vi. 43 tons/year or more ofmethane D2h 0 0 

b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more ofany one designated D2g D 0 
hazardous air pollutant, or 2S tons/year or more ofany combination of such hazardous 
air pollutants. 

c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions D2f, D2g 
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat 

D 0 

source capable ofproducing more than 10 million BTU's per hour. 

d. The proposed action may reach 50"/0 ofany of the thresholds in "a" through "c", D2g D 0 
above. 

c. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment ofmore than I D2s D 0 
ton of refuse per hour. 

f. Other impacts: Fugttlve emissions of methane from well and surface eguiement are antlcieated 0 12! 

7. Impact on Plants and Animals 
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part l. E.2. m.-q.) [ljNO DYES 
If "Yes", answer questions a - ;. if "No", move on to Secrion 8. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mavoccur occur 

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of indiv iduals ofany E2o D 0 

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 a~tion may result in a reduction or degradation ofany habitat used by E2o 0 0 

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 0 0 

species ofspecial 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 resu lt In a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by E2p 0 0 

any species of special concern and conservation need, as lisred by New York State or 
the Federal government. I 
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity ofa registered National Natural 
Landmark,to support the biological community it was established to protect. 

E3c 0 0 

f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any 
portion ofa designated significant natural community. 
Source: 

E2n 0 0 

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or 
E2m 0 0

over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. 

0 0h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than . I 0 acres of forest, Elb 
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat. 

Habitat type & infonnation source: 


i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of D2q 0 0 

herbicides or pesticides. 

j. Other impacts : 0 0 

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources 

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

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

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group l through 4 of the 
NYS Land Classification Svstem. 

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

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

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural 
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than I 0 
acres if not within an Agricultural District. 

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation ofan agricultural land 
' management system. 

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development 
potential or pressure on farmland. 

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

h. Other impacts : 

Relevant 

Part I 


Question(s) 


E2c, E3b 

Ela, Elb 

E3b 

Elb,E3a 

El a, Elb 

C2c, C3, 
D2c, D2d 

C2c 

ll]NO 

No, or 
small 

impact 
mav occur 

0 

DYES 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 [J 

0 0 

0 D 

[J D 
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9. 	 Impact on Aesth~tic Resources 

The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in IZ]NO DYES 
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 - f!. If "No", f!O to Section 10. 


Relevant 
 Moderate 
Part I 

No, or 
to large small 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

0 0 

scenic or aesthetic resource. 
E3ha. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local 

0 

screening of one or more officially designated scenic views. 
E3h, C2b 0b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant 

E3hc. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: 
00i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) 
00ii. Year round 

E3h 

action is: 


d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed 

E2q,
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work 0 0

Elcii. Recreational or tourism based activities 0 0 

0E3h 	 ­ 0e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and 
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource. 

0Dla, Ela, 0 


project: 

f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed 

Dlf, Dig 


0-112 mile 

Yi-3 mile 

3-5 mile 

5+ mile 


D 0g. Other impacts: 

10. 	 Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources 
The proposed action·may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological IZJNO - DYES 

resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, f and g.) 
If"Yes", answer questions a - e. If "No", go to Section 11. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
may occur occur 

DE3e Da. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous 
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been 

nominated by the NYS Board ofHistoric Preservation for inclusion on the State or 

National Register of Historic Places . · 


D 0 


to , an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic 

Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory. 


E3fb. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous 

D DE3gc. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous 
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory. 
Source: 
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d. Other impacts: 0 D 

If any of the above (a-d) are answered "Moderate to large impact may 
e. -0ccur'', continue with the following questions to help support oonclusions in Part 3: 

i. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, D D 

of the site or property. E3f 

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property's setting or E3e, E3f, D 0 

integrity. E3g,Ela, 
Elb 

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which E3e,E3f, 0 0 

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 DYES 
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted 
municipal open space plan. 
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E. l.c., E.2.q.) 
If "Yes", answer auestions a - e. If "No", f!O to Section I 2. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Qt.iestion(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or "ecosystem D2e, Elb 0 D 

services", provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to storrnwater E2h, 
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o, 

E2n,E2n 

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. C2a,Elc, D D 

C2c, E2a 

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a. C2c 0 0 

with few such resources. Elc, E2q 

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2c, Elc 0 0 

oommunity as an open space resource. 

e. Other impacts: 0 0 

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas 
({]NO DYESThe proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical 

environmental area (CEA). (See Part I. E.3.d) 
If "Yes", answer questions a - c. If "No", 20 to Section I 3. 

Relevant No, or Moderate 
Part I small to large 

Question(s) impact impact may 
mav occur occur 

a The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d 0 0 

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 D 0 

characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA. 

c. Other impacts: 0 0 
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-·--· 
13. Impact on Transportation 

The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems. [ZJNO DYES 
(See Part I. D.2.j) 


If" Yes", answer questions a - f. If "No", £0 to Section 14. 


a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road netv,iork. 

b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or 
more vehicles. 

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. 

d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. 

e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern ofmovement ofpeople or goods. 

f. Other impacts: 

14. Impact oil Energy 
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any fonn of energy. 
(See Part 1. D.2.k) 
If"Yes", answer auestions a - e. If "No", ;?O to Section 15. 

ONO [l]YES 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k D D 
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension ofan energy transmission 

or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a 
commercial or industrial use. 

Dlf, 
Dlq, D2k 

D D 

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k D D 

d. The proposed action may involve heating .and/or cooling ofmore than 100,000 square 
feet of building area when completed. 

Dig D D 

e. Other Impacts:2015 FSGEIS states successful horizontal welldr~ l ing may s11ur develo11ment in 
new areas; evaluate consistency with State Energy Plan and GHG guidance D fl) 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light 
[ljNO DYESThe proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. 

(See Part I . D.2.m., n., and o.) 
If"Yes ", answer auestions a - f If "No", J[O to Section 16. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local 
regulation. 

D2m 0 0 

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, 
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home. 

D2m,Eld 0 0 

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o D D 
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Relevant 

Part I 


Question(s) 


D2j 

D2j 

D2j 

D2j 

D2j 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

0 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 



d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n D D 

e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing 
area cond,itions. 

D2n, Ela D D 

f. Other impacts: D 0 

16. 	Impact on Human Health 

The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure ONO li]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", ~o to Section I 7. 


Relevant Moderate 
Part I 

No,or 
to large 

Question(s) 
small 

impact impact may 
mav cccur occur 

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet ofa school, hospital, licensed day Eld DIll 
care center, 2roup home, nursing home or retirement communitv. 

Elg,Elhb. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. DIll 

Elg,Elh_c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed.environmental site Ill D 
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

Elg,Elhd. The site of the'action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the DIll 
property (e.g.;easement or deed restriction). 

Elg, Elhe. The proposed action.may affect institutional control measures that were put in place Ill 0 
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health. 

D2tf. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future DIll 
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the 
environment and human health. 

D2q, Elfg. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste Ill D 
management facility. 

D2q,Elfh. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D' Ill 

D2r, D2s i. The prop0sed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of Ill D 
solid waste. 

Elf, Elgj . The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of Ill 0 
Elha site used for the disposal of solid or ha~rdous waste. 

Elf, Elgk. The proposed action may result in the migration ofexplosive gase.s ftom a landfill Ill D 
site to adjacent off site structures. 

D2s, Elf,I. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the Ill D 
D2rproject site. 

m. Other impacts: H'.r'.draulic fracturing with 1:1ro1:1ane1 new in NY, ma'.!'. 1:1resent dangers of ex1:1losion; D Illadverse health impacts associated with emissions may also result 
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17. 	Consistency with Community Plans 

The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans. [{]NO DYES 
{See Part I. C. I, C.2. and C.3.) 
If"Yes", answer questions a - h. If "No", go to Section 18. 

ModerateRelevant No, or 
small to largePart I 

Question(s) impact impact may 

a. The proposed action's land use components may be different from, or in sharp 
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattem(s). 

b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village 
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. 

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

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

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development 
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. 

g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or 
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 - £. If "No", vroceed to Part 3. 

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas 
of historic importance to the community. 

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g. 
schools, police and fire) 

c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where 
there is a shortage of such housing. 

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized 
or designated public resources. 

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and 
character. 

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. 

g. Other impacts: 
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C2,C3, Ola 
Ela,Elb 

C2 

C2, C2, C3 

C2,C2 

C3, Dlc, 
Old, O!f, 
Old, Elb 

C4,D2c, D2d 
D2j 

C2a 

mav occur occur 

00 

00 

0 Q 

00 

00 

00 

00 

00 

!llNO DYES 

Relevant 

Part I 


Question(s) 


E3e, E3f, E3g 

C4 

C2, C3, Dlf 
Dlg, Ela 

C2, E3 

C2,C3 

C2,C3 
Ela, Elb 
E2g, E2h 

No, or 
small 

impact 
mavoccur 

0 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 



Full Environmental Assessment Form 

· Agency Use Only [lfApplicable] 

Project : l TEP 
Date: l=============I 

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: 

• 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. 

• 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. 

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

• Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact 
• 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. 
• Attach additional sheets, as needed. 

See Attachment 1. 

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

SEQR Status: 0Type I IZJ Unlisted 

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: [Z] Part I [Z] Part 2 [l] Part3 



Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional suppo11 information 
Si;:~ 8lta1<tmi1:ot. 

and considering both the magnitude and impo11ance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the 
New York State DeE!artment of EnvironmentalConservation as lead agency that: 

D 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. 

D B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or 
substanti!lllY 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). 

[lJ 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: Snyder E 1 well drilling and plugging permits, and Snyder E 1-A well drilling permit and flare approval 

.Name of Lead Agency: New York State_Department of Environmental Conservation 

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Catherine Dickert 

Title of Responsible Officer: Director, Division of Mineral Resources 

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: ~7:!:t:;P' -'./ / J~L -.J. Date: t-jI I 7 I 20 I 9 
Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) Date: 

For Further Information: 

Contact Person: Catherine Dickert 

Address: NYS DEC Division of Mineral Resources 625 Broadway, Albany, NY 12233 

Telephone Number: 518402-8056 

E-mail: oilgas@dec.ny.gov 

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 I City I Village of) 

Other involved agencies (if any) 

Applicant (ifany) 

Environmental Notice Bulletin: httQ://www.dec.nx.gov/enb/enb.html 
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Attachment to Part 3 of Full Environmental Assessment Form {FEAF) 

Tioga Energy Partners, LLC {Tioga Energy) 


Snyder E 1A Well Drilling Permit Application 


Introduction: 

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) finalized a 
State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQ RA) review of oil and gas wells in 1992 
in a Generic Environmental Impact Statement (1992 GEIS) on the Oil, Gas and 
Solution Mining Regulatory Program. As an outcome of that process, the DEC 
determined that certain wells, including related surface facilities, must be evaluated to 
determine whether they may have a significant adverse impact on the environment 
and may require a supplemental EIS. According to the 1992 GEIS (at page 14), a 
supplemental EIS "may be required if the proposed action is not addressed in this 
document and if the subsequent action involves one or more significant adverse 
environmental impacts." The DEC, as SEQRA Lead Agency for this project, has 
determined that the portions of the proposed action described below were not 
addressed in the 1992 GEIS and that the potential for significant adverse 
environmental impacts requires the preparation of a draft Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement (dSEIS) to the 1992 GEIS. 

Modified Description of Action: 

Tioga Energy proposes to drill a stratigraphic well (Snyder E 1; API # 31-107-30000­
00-00) and then a natural gas well (Snyder E'. 1-A; API # 31-107-30000-01-00) 
sequentially at the same surface location in the Town of Barton, Tioga County, New 

· 	York (collectively "project"). The Snyder E 1-A well is proposed to be a horizontal well 
stimulated by waterless hydraulic fracturing (gelled propane hydraulic fracturing) 
using gelled propane as the fracturing fluid . 

The stratigraphic well would be drilled first, vertically to the Utica Shale formation, 
with a total measured depth of approximately 9,530 feet, to gather geologic 
information and obtain rock cores from the Marcellus Shale and Utica Shale 
formations . The Snyder E 1 well would then be plugged back with cement and a 
mechanical plug to facilitate the horizontal drilling of the proposed natural gas well, 
the Snyder E 1-A. As proposed, the Snyder E 1-A natural gas well would use the 
already constructed upper portion (i.e ., conductor, surface casing, and part of 
intermediate casing) of the first well and be drilled horizontally and completed in the 
Marcellus Shale formation with a total measured depth of approximately 6,600 feet. 



Gelled propane hydraulic fracturing involves the transport to the well site of large . 
quantities of propane, a potentially explosive hydrocarbon that is heavier than air, the 
chilling of that propane, and the mixture of chemical additives into the propane. The 
resulting mixture would then be pumped under pressure down the well bore, through 
an aquifer, and out into the surrounding rock formation in a way intended to fracture 
that rock to increase the flow of gas out of the rock formation into the well. 

Tioga Energy initially submitted applications to the Department for the subject well 
drilling permits in May and June 2015. Tioga Energy subsequently responded to two 
DepartmenHssued Notices of Incomplete Applications (NOIA) and then 
supplemented its application filings through early 2018 with responses to additional 
Department demands for information. 

Gelled propane hydraulic fracturing has not previously been reviewed under SEQRA 
or performed in New York State. Under the Tioga Energy proposal, the Snyder E 1-A 
well would be flared for approximately 15 days and, if deemed successful by Tioga 
Energy, operated to produce natural gas. 

Reasons Supporting this Determination: 

Because certain elements of the project (including the fracturing of the formation with 
gelled propane and the flowback to the surface of the propane) are not in 
conformance with the 1992 GEIS, Tioga Energy was required to submit a Full 
Environmental Assessment Form (FEAF). The additional information submitted on 
the FEAF and Tioga Energy's other submittals made in response to DEC's requests 
inform this positive declaration. 

In 2015, the Department completed the. environmental impact statement for High 
Volume Hydraulic Fracturing (HVHF) (2015 HVHF FSGEIS). 1 The2015 HVHF 
FSGEIS supplemented the 1992 GEIS to assess the impacts of HVHF. HVHF is 
another fracturing method (like gelled propane hydraulic fracturing, it was not 
evaluated in the 1992 GEIS) that uses large quantities of water and chemical 
additives, in contrast to the use of propane gel. Gelled propane hydraulic fracturing 
poses potential adverse impacts similar in type and severity to those from HVHF 
activities that were analyzed by the Department in the 2015 HVHF FSGEIS. 

1 Final Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement On the Oil, Gas and Solution Mining 
Regulatory Program, Regulatory Program for Horizontal Drilling and High-Volume Hydraulic Fracturing 
to Develop the Marcellus Shale and Other Low-Permeability Gas Reservoirs, NYSDEC May 2015 
https:/!dec.nv.!loviencrl!v/7 53 70 .html 
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The 2015 HVHF FSGEIS studied the cumulative impacts of large scale HVHF gas 
development across the Marcellus Shale region of New York State and set out an 
analysis of potential impacts based on a number of development scenarios set out in 
that FSGEIS. In analyzing cumulative impacts, the Department's 2015 HVHF FSGEIS 
Findings Statement, at page 3, found that: 

"Horizontal drilling [as is proposed in this action) ... facilitates natural gas 
extraction from many areas where conventional natural gas extraction had 
been commercially unprofitable. Therefore, drilling, well construction and well 
operation would likely be widespread in certain regions of the State and would 
impact areas that have previously not been subject to significant oil and gas 
development." 

The applicant should assess whether widespread development of gas wells using the 
gelled propane hydraulic fracturing technology is foreseeable, and if so provide a 
comparative assessment of probable and potentially significant cumulative impacts 
from gelled propane hydraulic fracturing to those assessed in the 2015 FSGEIS to 
determine whether similar impacts would ensue from this action.2 The requisite 
analysis for these impacts need not, however, duplicate the relevant analyses from 
the 2015 HVHF FSGEIS. Rather, the dSEIS should evaluate those impacts that have 
already been assessed in the 2015 HVHF FSGEIS and then, narratively compare the 
relevant findings from that study to impacts anticipated from the use of gelled 
propane. hydraulic fracturing. 

With respect to the site-specific proposal, the instant application to use gelled 
propane hydraulic fracturing to extract natural gas may cause the following significant 
adverse environmental impacts: (1) impacts to energy use and air resources, 
including through greenhouse gas emissions and their contribution to climate change ; 
(2) impacts to public health; and (3) geologic impacts. Specifically, these potential 
significant adverse impacts include the following: 

1- Air Resources and Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Gelled propane hydraulic fracturing operations, and subsequent operations at such wells, 
result in air emissions, including both greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and emissions of 
other air pollutants, from several different types of sources. Climate change and energy­
related impacts of gelled propane hydraulic fracturing wells are broadly consistent with 
those impacts from HVHF wells identified in the 2015 HVHF FSGEJS. The 2015 HVHF 
FSGEIS left the evaluation of gelled propane hydraulic fracturing to be .considered under a 
subsequent review. There are areas of critical importance connected with the use of the 
proposed gelled propane hydraulic fracturing technology that were not addressed in the 

2 6NYCRR 617.10. 
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1992 GEIS. The 1992.GEIS evaluated neither contribution to and impacts from climate 
change from the proposed project, nor consistency with current state energy planning. 
Climate change has become an important environmental c-0nsideration since 1992 . . 
Accordingly, the potentially significant impacts of the action on climate change must be 
evaluated under the Guide for Assessing Energy Use and Greenhouse Gas Emissions in 
an Environmental Impact Statement (https://www.dec.ny.gov/regu!ations/56552.html). 

Direct Emissions 

The drilling and fracturing phase results in emissions from mobile sources, including 
trucks carrying propane and other equipment to the site, and from the on-site operation of 
equipment necessary for completing fracturing operations. Additionally, after fracturing 
and during production, fugitive methane and other contaminant releases (e.g., VOCs) 
occur, along with flaring of gas for a period (15 days for this project).3 The applicant should 
also consider other potential GHG and.other air emission impacts from production, 
including those resulting from preparation of the produced gas and any liquid products for 
transportation and sales. 

Downstream (Indirect} Emissions 

Furthermore, typically the natural gas produced by gelled propane hydraulic fracturing 
activities is ultimately combusted by an end-user (after transport through pipelines and 
compressor stations which may leak methane or result in additional GHG and other air 
pollutant emissions), resulting in additional GHG and other air pollutant emissions. These 
additional emissions are generally referred to as "downstream" or indirect emissions and 
they ·are an additional potential adverse environmental impact of gelled propane hydraulic 
fracturing activities that are reasonably foreseeable and must be considered as part of 
SEQRA review. 

As the evidence and study of climate change becomes increasingly sophisticated, it is 
clear that the extraction of fossil fuels and the associated GHG emissions contributes to 
the significant impacts of climate change.4 GHG emissions will impact the climate and 
increase the expense of adapting to climate change. With respect to additional cumulative 
and macro-impacts of fracturing or fossil fuel use in general, the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change considers lessening the world's dependence on fossil fuels key to 
reducing GHGs in the atmosphere and avoiding the worst effects of climate change.5 The 
dSEIS must consider the potential impacts from advancing gelled propane hydraulic 

3 Note !hat the FEAF Part I prepared by the applicant inoorrcctly states, among other things, that there will be no 
methane emissiol15 from the proposed project. 
4 hrro://www.ipcc.di/report/sr 15/ 
5 IPCC ARS WGJ Chapter 7 Energy Sources. IN IPCC, 20 14. Climate Change 2014: Mitigation ofClirnate 
Change. Contribution or Working Group III to· the Fifth Assessmenl Repon of tbe Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Cttange [Edenhofer et al.(eds)] Cambridge University Press, Cambridge 
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fracturing and how it affects State Energy Plan goals related to reducing New York's use 
of fossil fuels. 

The State's overall goal is to reduce GHG emissions from 1990 levels 40 percent by 2030 
and 80 percent by 2050, as discussed in the most recently iss1,1ed State Energy Plan 
(2015)6. In addition, the State's Clean Energy Standard (CES) currently requires that 50% 
of the State's electricity come from renewable sources ofenergy by 2030. The applicant 
should address the extent to which the project would impede or _promote the objectives of 
the CES and the State Energy Plan. 

In addition, particularly if gelled propane hydraulic fracturing activities were to become 
widespread in New York, emissions of nitrogen oxides (NOx) from propane fracturing 
development (increased 'truck traffic and other-engine operations) could contribute to 
increased ozone levels, il)cluding in the -New York City metropo_litan area, which is 
currently designated nonattainment for ozone. Other downwind areas, such as Albany­
Schenectady-Troy, Poughkeepsie-Newburgh and Greater ConneGticut (Hartford), are also 
areas of concern. Accordingly, gelled propane fracturing development could impact the 
ability of these areas to maintain air quality that meets the national ambient air quality 
standard (NAAQS) for ozone. While more wi.despread gelled propane hydraulic fracturing 
activities .would contribute more to such attainment concerns, any incremental increase in 
emissions of nonattainment pollutants is a potential adverse environmental Impact that 
must be considered for individual gelled propane hydraulic fracturing well activities. 

2- Impacts on Human Health 

As previously noted, the Snyder E 1-A well would utilize gelled propane hydraulic 
fracturing, a process involving the injection under pressure of gelled propane, a potentially 
dangerous material. In the past, some gelled propane hydraulic fracturing operations have 
resulted in explosions and injuries. Indeed, in June 2012, a dozen workers were injured ­
some seriously burned - when a well in Alberta, Canada, exploded during a stimulation 
operation using propane. (Binghamton Press and Sun, Oct. 5, 2015). 

Additionally, hundreds of thousands of gallons of propane would be transported to the site 
for the gelled propane hydraulic fracturing operations. Some would be stored onsite and 
some would be on delivery trucks waiting to offload propane. Deliveries and removal of 
propane from the site would be performed using trucks driving on public roads. The 
transport and the -stockpiling onsite of propane, a potentially explosive material, presents 
dangers. 

Also, the three chemical add itives that would be used for gelled propane hydraulic · 
fracturing operations at the Tioga Energy proposed site include GelLP-10, a gelling agent; 

6 hllils: Jenenrvplan.nv .rr0-. ­
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Activator XL-460, an activator, and BrkLPP-10, a gel breaker. Adverse impacts from these 
agents, and any others that might be used, should be evaluated. 

For these reasons, the Department concludes that Tioga Energy's proposed actions could 
have potentiaHy important and significant adverse impacts on human health and safety. 
This includes public health and safety of onsite workers. 

As described in the NYSDOH Public Health Review from December of 2014 for HVHF, 
several potentia.1 adverse environmental impacts similarly could result from gelled propane 
hydraulic fracturing. These impacts may be associated with adverse public health 
outcomes and rnclude: 1) air impacts that could affect respiratory health due to increased 
levels of particulate matter, ozone, diesel exhaust, or volatile organic c.ompounds; 2) 
drinking water impacts from underground migration of methane and/or fracturing fluid 
chemicals associated with faulty well construction or seismic activity; 3) surface spills from 
use, transport or storage of chemicals or wastewater potentially resulting in soil, 
groundwater, and surface water contamination; 4) surface water contamination resulting 
from inadequate wastewater treatment; 5) earthquakes and creation of fissures; and 6) 
climate change impacts due to methane, propane and other volatile organic compound 
releases to the atmosphere and their resulting public health impacts. The applicant must 
assess the likelihood and severity of these potential impacts resulting from the proposed 
action. 

3-_ Geologic Resources: Naturally Occurring Radioactive Material (NORM) and 
Seismicity 

Well drilling can bring NORM to ~he surface in the cuttings and NORM can accumulate in 
pipes and tanks (pipe scale and sludge). The highest concentrations of NORM are in 
production brine, but this may not present a risk· to workers because the external radiation 
fevel.s for those handling the brine are very low. However, the build-up of NORM in pipes 
and equipment has the potential to cause a significant adverse impact because it could 
expose workers handling pipes, for cleaning or maintenance, to increased radi~tion- levels. 
Disposal of this equipment also may cause significant adverse impacts. Finally, wastes 
from the t reatment of production brine may contain concentrated NORM. · 

The Department recognizes that there is uncertainty about whetner gelled propane 
hydraulic fracturing can cause earthquakes and the potential magnitude of tho.se 
earthquakes, even though much of the Marcellus and Utica Shales underlie portions of the 
state with the lowest seismic hazard class rating in New York. As discussed in the 2015 
HVHF FSGEIS, the smallest measurable seismic events are typically between 1.0 and 2.0 

. magnitude on the Richter scale. In contrast, seismic events with magnitude 3.0 are 
typically large enough to be felt by people. Fluid injection of any kind, including fluid 
injected during gelled propane hydraulic fracturing operations, can trigger felt seismic 
events if the fluid reaches a geologic fault. While induced seismic events from this process 
are more typically associated with waste d isposal or other long-term injections, seismic 
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events have been linked to hydraulic fracturing operations in the United Kingdom and 
Canada, and in the United States including in Ohio, Oklahoma and Texas. Earthquakes 
observed in Poland , Ohio, which were linked to hydraulic fracturing, occurred in an area 
with the same seismic hazard class rating as those portions of New York with the lowest 
seismic hazard class rating in the State. 

Potential seismic events from gelled propane hydraulic fracturing could have more 
significant environmental impacts if they were to take place near subsurface water supply 
infrastructure. The applicant should identify and assess other risk factors that may 
increase the likelihood of induced seismicity resulting from gelled propane hydraulic 
fracturing . · 

These potential significant adverse environmental impacts should be assessed in the 
dSEIS. 

Conclusion: 

The proposed action may result in one or more significant adverse impacts to the 
environment, and therefore a dSEIS must be prepared. Accordingly, DEC hereby issues 
this positive declaration. DEC will be conducting public scoping, which will include a public 
comment period . Tioga Energy is responsible for preparing a draft scope and the 
Department will announce a public review of the draft scope in the Department's 
Environmental Notice Bulletin (http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.html) . Following the public 
comment period on the draft scope, the Department will prepare a final scope pursuant to 
which Tioga Energy will develop the dSEIS. The Department will publish the availability of 
the dSEIS for public comment in the Environmental Notice Bulletin once the Department 
determines that the dSEIS is adequate for public review. 

Contact: 

Catherine Dickert, Director 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
Division of Mineral Resources 
625 Broadway 
Albany, NY 12233 
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