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Where Internet Orders 
Mean Real Jobs, and 
New Life for Communities
Vast warehouses are being built, fueling a 
demand for lower-skilled workers and reviving 
areas that once relied on manufacturing.

By NATALIE KITROEFF OCT. 22, 2017

BETHLEHEM, Pa. — Ellen Gaugler remembers driving her father to the Bethlehem
Steel mill, where he spent his working years hauling beams off the assembly line and
onto rail cars.

When the Pennsylvania plant shut down about two decades ago, Ms. Gaugler
thought it was the last time she or anyone in Bethlehem would come to its gates to
find a job that paid a decent wage for a physical day of work.

But she saw an ad in the paper last year for a position at a local warehouse that
changed her mind. She’d never heard of Zulily, the online retailer doing the hiring,
but she knew the address: It was on the old mill site, steps from where her father
worked.

“When I came for the interviews I looked up and said, ‘Oh, my God, I feel like I
am at home,’” Ms. Gaugler said. She got the job.

As shopping has shifted from conventional stores to online marketplaces, many
retail workers have been left in the cold, but Ms. Gaugler is coming out ahead. Sellers
like Zulily, Amazon and Walmart are competing to get goods to the buyer’s doorstep
as quickly as possible, giving rise to a constellation of vast warehouses that have

https://www.nytimes.com/
https://nyti.ms/2h1pAE2


fueled a boom for workers without college degrees and breathed new life into
pockets of the country that had fallen economically behind.

Warehouses have produced hundreds of thousands of jobs since the recovery
began in 2010, adding workers at four times the rate of overall job growth. A
significant chunk of that growth has occurred outside large metropolitan areas, in
counties that had relatively little of the picking-and-packing work until recently.

“We are at the very beginning of a rather large transformation, and the humble
warehouse is the leading edge of this,” said Michael Mandel, chief economic
strategist at the Progressive Policy Institute in Washington. “These fulfillment center
jobs are not being created in the tech hubs that were growing before. We’ve
broadened the winner’s circle.”

Americans have grown more comfortable ordering everything on the internet,
including bulky wares like canoes and refrigerators. Warehouses, as a result, have
become gargantuan, doubling in size since 2010, according to CBRE, a real estate
services firm.

And while robots have started to intervene in the process, it still takes a lot of
bodies to move hundreds of thousands of boxes in and out of these buildings every
day. Warehouses serving the largest e-commerce sites typically employ upwards of
2,000 people.

The hubs of this network are far-flung. In Bullitt County, Ky., south of
Louisville, warehouse employment surged to 6,000 in 2017 from 1,200 in 2010,
according to the Labor Department. In Kenosha, Wis., once a manufacturing hub
whose auto plants turned out Nash Ramblers and Plymouth Horizons, warehouse
jobs grew to 6,200 from 250 in the same period.

Those places have the advantage of being surrounded by highways and rail lines
that lead to some of the nation’s largest cities. They also have an abundance of cheap
land and labor, two assets that have become increasingly vital to companies selling
online.



The same calculus has made a warehouse mecca out of the land that houses the
carcass of Bethlehem Steel, giving natives like Ms. Gaugler a sense that their
hometown may be thriving.

Ms. Gaugler, 54, earns $13.50 an hour putting together shipments at the Zulily
warehouse, where employees tend to refer to their end customer as “Mom.” She
works 10-hour shifts from Wednesday through Saturday, and puts in for overtime
whenever she can.

“I like to get those orders out to Mom,” she said. The work is physically
demanding, she said, but it’s straightforward. She gets a list of items to pull from
shelves every morning — toys, glassware, baby clothes — and works her way to the
bottom as quickly as possible. She’s gotten two raises, of 25 cents each, over the last
year.

There are people in town who are nostalgic for the time when the mill filled the
sky with black smoke and the furnaces churned all day. Not Ms. Gaugler. “These are
secure jobs,” she said. “With the steel, you didn’t know if you would have a job the
next day.”

Her father may have had a better deal at the mill — he got 13 weeks of vacation and
“didn’t have to worry about bills every so often,” Ms. Gaugler said. But she only has
an associate degree, and said this job pays better than most of her alternatives. It
also comes with health insurance, paid time off and a 401(k) retirement plan.

Before the warehouses came to the area, it had little to offer in the way of
decent-paying, low-skilled work. But Amazon saw something promising in the city’s
bones.

It is flanked by Interstate 78, providing a gateway to the nation’s biggest
metropolitan area — New York is 80 miles away — and putting seven other states
within a day’s drive.

“It’s location, being able to serve customers on the Eastern Seaboard and the
Mid-Atlantic,” said Ashley Robinson, an Amazon spokeswoman. “It’s the



infrastructure available to move those trucks out of the Lehigh Valley. It’s the work
force.”

The company opened two modest facilities outside Allentown, Bethlehem’s neighbor
to the west, a place made famous by a Billy Joel song about the death of factory jobs.
Other retailers rushed in, drawn partly by incentives, including abatements and
credits, allowing companies that developed on the steel mill land to save hundreds of
thousands on their tax bills over 10 years.

As a result, the stretch of eastern and central Pennsylvania that includes the
Lehigh Valley has grown faster than any other market in the country over the last
five years, according to CBRE. While retailers tend to bulk up their facilities with
temporary helpers around the holidays — Amazon has announced plans to hire
120,000 seasonal employees by the end of the year — they have also taken on an
army of full-time workers. Warehouse employment in a two-county area that
includes Bethlehem jumped to 15,200 in 2017, from 5,200 in 2010.

“I don’t know of another place in the world that has gone from a submarket to a
global hub in eight years,” said David Egan, the global head of industrial and
logistics research at CBRE. “It’s undeniable that it is a key, crucial market for global
trade.”

Some of the biggest players in the warehouse game have staked a claim to
Lehigh Valley land. Walmart has two huge facilities in Bethlehem. FedEx is building
one of its biggest ground locations in the nation in the area, and the United Parcel
Service opened a new hub near the New Jersey border last year to handle the
torrential volume of traffic coming through eastern Pennsylvania.

The boom in warehouses has created a seemingly endless appetite for stockers,
pickers and packers, turning the town into a magnet for people in need of a second
chance. Omar Pellot is one of them.

Mr. Pellot left the Bronx, where he was born, because it seemed as if the city had
run out of jobs for people with his particular résumé.

http://www.marketwatch.com/story/amazon-to-add-120000-jobs-this-holiday-season-2017-10-12


He says he started dealing drugs at the age of 8, on the guidance of his father, a
“drug dealer turned drug addict.” He was in and out of jail as a teenager and spent a
year on Rikers Island as a 17-year-old, he said. After that stint, he had a hard time
finding work in New York, so he relocated to Florida and eventually moved to the
Lehigh Valley, where, he had heard, the job market was “awesome.”

He got a job at Amazon almost immediately. When the company asked about his
background, he said, “I explained it to them — you know, I was young and naïve and
stupid.”

In a year as a picker — retrieving items from vast shelving units — Mr. Pellot said he
walked about 10 miles on his night shift, and got two raises that pushed his hourly
pay to $14.30. He passed a test to become a forklift driver and has his sights set on
becoming a supervisor.

Now 38, he spent his childhood “thinking that street life would make me a
man,” he said. “But this is what makes me a man, working hard.”

The shifts in warehouses may be long, and the work tedious and exhausting, but
they are a better bet for people like Mr. Pellot than anything else in eastern
Pennsylvania. The average warehouse worker in the area earns $14.46 an hour,
compared with $12.67 for those in retail sales and $10.85 for waiters.

“The conventional wisdom is that retail jobs are better and that losing them is
bad for an economy,” said Don Cunningham, president of the Lehigh Valley
Economic Development Corporation. “The reality is that fulfillment jobs are paying a
higher wage and offering more long-term opportunity.”

Lingering over Bethlehem is the unnerving question of when, exactly, the robots
will ruin the party. In a Walmart fulfillment center that takes up as much land as a
big-league ballpark, machines have begun to take on some of the tasks involved in
getting people their goods within a day of a click.

As boxes careen down a conveyor belt on their way out of the building, tiny devices
known as “shoes” follow alongside and jerk forward to push the packages into chutes
that funnel them into the truck they are destined for.



Box-shaped machines glide along shelves to snatch crates and deposit them
onto a conveyor. There are no accidents on these routes — right before two boxes are
about to crash into each other, a combination of sensors and software stops one and
lets the other pass.

But for now, humans are still needed, in ever-increasing numbers.

“There’s still a lot of stuff that gets done not necessarily by hand, but aided by
the use of labor,” said David Tarnosky, the general manager of the warehouse.
Walmart started the year with around 1,100 full-time employees there, and doubled
that number by October.

“We won’t stop hiring through peak of this year,” Mr. Tarnosky said. By this
time next year, he will have hired hundreds more.

Robert Gebeloff contributed reporting from New York.

A version of this article appears in print on October 23, 2017, on Page A1 of the New York edition with the
headline: Idle Steel Mills Rumble to Life As Online Sellers’ Warehouses.

© 2017 The New York Times Company

https://www.nytimes.com/content/help/rights/copyright/copyright-notice.html
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BUSINESS DAY

As Amazon Moves In, Demand for
Warehouse Space Climbs
Square Feet

By MICAH MAIDENBERG OCT. 24, 2017

For the modest warehouse, this is a golden age.

Boxy, unadorned and often overlooked, these properties are suddenly in hot
demand in many parts of the country, thanks in part to a rise in e-commerce as
consumer shopping habits move online. Retailers like Amazon and Walmart are
snapping up space once reserved for makers of office furniture and home flooring.

For years now, consumers have been purchasing more products online. In the
second quarter, e-commerce sales topped more than $111 billion on a seasonally
adjusted basis, or 8.9 percent of all retail sales, according to the Census Bureau.
Industry forecasters expect e-commerce sales to continue growing.

Warehouses often reveal little about what goes on within their walls, but the
buildings make possible the rapid delivery that consumers now expect from online
retailers. They serve as storage and distribution points for products ranging from
auto parts to pharmaceuticals. And warehouse jobs have grown rapidly since 2010,
forming a critical part of the employment base in communities across the country.

As developers try to catch up, they are considering some unusual solutions, like
constructing multistory warehouses and demolishing struggling malls to make way
for sprawling industrial properties.

https://www.nytimes.com/
https://nyti.ms/2h5ztAA
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https://www.digitalcommerce360.com/2017/08/09/e-commerce-grow-17-us-retail-sales-2022/
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/10/22/business/economy/warehouse-jobs.html?smid=tw-share&_r=0


“This is the best I’ve seen it in my 35-year career,” said Craig S. Meyer, president
of the logistics and industrial services group for the Americas at the commercial real
estate company JLL.

There is relatively little in the way of available warehouse space for rent in many
metropolitan regions, especially along the coasts, where land is at a premium.
Nationwide, the vacancy rate stood at 5.2 percent at the end of September, lower
than the average rate of 8.1 percent over the previous decade, according to JLL.
Asking rental rates hit a high of $5.40 per square foot this fall.

Just outside of Cincinnati, two real estate development companies, Al. Neyer
and the Hillwood Development Company, recently put the finishing touches on a
development called the Hebron Logistics Center. Located on a 49-acre property a
few miles from the Cincinnati/Northern Kentucky International Airport in Hebron,
Ky., the project includes a pair of huge buildings, the larger of which covers more
than 589,000 square feet — the equivalent of about 10 football fields — and has 36-
foot-high ceilings. The smaller structure measures around 209,500 square feet.

Both buildings, built on speculation that tenants will emerge, are vacant. The
developers are betting that with the Cincinnati-area warehouse vacancy rate
standing at 3.1 percent as of September, according to JLL’s data, tenants will be
eager to move in. The site’s proximity to the airport and the area’s highway network
could be draws for tenants, too.

“Cincinnati has historically had low vacancy rates,” said Molly North, chief
executive at Al. Neyer. “Certainly, from a developer’s perspective, this calls for more
supply. I think it’s also an indication that, as developers, we haven’t kept up with
demand in the market.”

Before the project in Hebron, Al. Neyer had not developed a warehouse property
in the Cincinnati area since 2007, according to Ms. North. As the economy softened,
leasing that development was a challenge. The company focused on other real estate
projects instead.

Now, the company wants back in the market. Even as they try to lease the
Hebron project, Al. Neyer and Hillwood have bought another parcel close to the



region’s airport and plan to build two more buildings with 1.7 million square feet
between them. Construction on the first building is set to begin next April.

Part of the reason the companies think they can eventually fill around 2.5
million square feet of space is because of Amazon’s plans for the Cincinnati airport,
which it will use as an airfreight hub with as many as 2,000 employees.

“We already liked the market before that,” said Kurt Nelson, senior vice
president at Hillwood. “But I think it just adds another piece, another opportunity.”

Amazon is having an outsize effect on warehouse developers. By the end of the
year, Amazon will rent an estimated 114 million square feet of warehouse space, up
from about nine million in 2009, according to a June note from Jonathan Petersen,
an analyst at investment bank Jefferies who follows industrial property companies.

But Amazon faces some competition for warehouse space. Walmart, for
example, has increased the number of large distribution centers that support its
online sales. And e-commerce operations require three times the amount of
warehouse space that brick-and-mortar stores need, analysts say, to guarantee that
inventory is on hand and returns can be processed. That means companies with
online shopping platforms are going to be on the hunt.

“The last thing that caused a big difference, and this is more macro, was just the
growth in trade, the growth in port markets and the move toward distribution and
warehousing along the coasts,” Mr. Petersen said in an interview. “Then out of
nowhere, you have this e-commerce trend. That continues to boost the sector and
drive growth.”

This year, developers are expected to build about 225 million new square feet of
warehouse space, according to JLL, about the same as last year’s tally and more than
double the 10-year average of 120 million square feet.

One challenge for many builders is finding development sites in or close to
dense, built-up cities, where land is often scarce. E-commerce companies need such
parcels to guarantee they can quickly dispatch orders to homes and businesses.

http://www.cvgairport.com/about/news/2017/01/31/amazon-to-create-2-000-jobs-at-new-cvg-hub


Prologis, a San Francisco-based real estate investment trust that owns 380
million square feet of industrial property in the United States, is trying to solve the
land riddle by constructing modern multistory warehouses — at least in some
markets. These types of properties are not uncommon in cities like Hong Kong and
Tokyo, but they are nonexistent here. A property Prologis is building in Seattle will
be the first contemporary multistory warehouse in the United States, according to
the company.

The building, called Prologis Georgetown Crossroads and located about four
miles south of downtown Seattle, will span 590,000 square feet over three levels.
When complete, it will have two floors designated for product fulfillment. A ramp
will wind around one side of the building, allowing trucks to drive to the second
floor, pick up or drop off goods and then leave in an efficient manner. The top level
could host offices or even a light manufacturing operation.

Multistory warehouses are unproven in the United States, but potential tenants
for the Seattle property have been receptive to the idea, said Larry Harmsen, chief
operating officer for the Americas at Prologis. The company also plans to develop
such a property in San Francisco. “They’re not just crazy experiments,” he said.

“We’re not going to do these everywhere. These really only work in high-density,
highly land-constrained environments,” Mr. Harmsen said. “The land economics
have to be high enough.”

The boom in warehouses could even spell the end for long-struggling retail
properties. In Frackville, Pa., about 60 miles northeast of Harrisburg, the state
capital, the real estate company NorthPoint Development believes industrial
buildings are a better use than a moribund mall.

NorthPoint wants to demolish the mostly empty 800,000-square-foot Schuylkill
Mall in Frackville, replacing the retail property with two new warehouses that will
have more than 1.2 million square feet between them, according to Brian Hansbury,
vice president at the Schuylkill Economic Development Corporation.

Schuylkill Mall opened in 1980 and once had four anchor retail tenants,
including a now-closed Sears and a Hess’s. But the mall has been in decline for years,



hurt in part by the rise of online retailers, according to Mr. Hansbury. Later this
year, NorthPoint will demolish the property, clearing the land for the warehouses it
wants to build, he said.

Mr. Hansbury thinks the larger of the two buildings planned for the property
could work as an e-commerce distribution center. It would be ironic, of course, if an
e-commerce company, the type of which helped make the mall obsolete, ended up
with an operation on the site.

“It really is kind of a full circle development that’s going on,” Mr. Hansbury said.
“I can see why some people would be disappointed that they no longer have a mall,
but I think what we’re left with might even be better.”

A version of this article appears in print on October 25, 2017, on Page B5 of the New York edition with the
headline: E-Commerce Is Making Warehouses a Hot Property.

© 2017 The New York Times Company

https://www.nytimes.com/content/help/rights/copyright/copyright-notice.html
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BUILD NOW–NY 

CURRENT PROGRAM / ROUND 4 
 

Program Overview 

To foster economic growth, New York has developed the  Build Now–NY initiative that will 

strategically market an inventory of pre-approved, “shovel ready” sites to a wide range of fast 

growing, job-creating companies. 

 

Empire State Development (ESD) will coordinate this effort and focus on selecting, developing, 

permitting, and marketing selected sites.  

 

The State will continue to develop its inventory of sites that have undergone the intensive state and 

local government reviews necessary to accelerate future investment and development.   The 

program has two elements.  Periodically, rounds of Build Now-NY funding have been announced 

that aid applicants in “pre-permitting” their site.  Shovel Ready certification is an ongoing 

component of the Build Now-NY program that gives official recognition to sites which have 

completed this advance work and are truly prepared to offer businesses the opportunity break 

ground on a new facility in a greatly expedited process.   

 

The development profiles are designed to allow local governments to decide on the appropriate type 

of development for their community.  Municipalities will be able to demonstrate to prospective 

businesses that their community supports and is prepared for new development, new jobs, and 

economic growth. 

 

Eligible applicants for Build Now-NY/Shovel Ready Certification include municipalities, local 

economic development organizations, industrial development agencies, and public authorities. 

Private sector developers and landowners must partner with one of the above entities to apply on 

their behalf.  Application instruction and forms can be found at: www.esd.ny.gov/BuildNow. 

 

 

Development Profiles 

Generic site development profiles have been prepared for three types of economic development 

projects: 

  

 High Tech Manufacturing Sites 

 Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

 Multi-Tenant Business and Technology Park 

 

The profiles describe features typical for each of the business types.  Intended to serve as 

“roadmaps,” the profiles include essential information for each business sector, such as: generic 

Development Profiles, Project Requirements, Project Profile & Impacts, and a list of “musts” and 

“wants” that describe site characteristics either necessary or highly desirable for each project type.  

Prior to nominating sites, applicants should use these profiles to identify the development type most 

appropriate for their community. 
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Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Introduction 

In 1999, the State of New York, Empire State Development, and the Governor’s Office of 

Regulatory Reform successfully implemented Build Now-NY, a program that provides the State’s 

communities and economic developers with an important competitive edge in the highly 

competitive corporate site selection process. By offering companies shovel ready sites, communities 

and regions throughout New York are benefiting from economic growth, new development and new 

jobs.   

Currently, three development types are being promoted and marketed through Build Now-NY: High 

Technology Manufacturing, Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Centers, and Multi-Tenant Business 

and Technology Parks.  All of these are eligible for participation in the Build Now-NY program. 

This booklet is a guide for warehouse/distribution/logistics center site development.  Included is 

generic information for warehouse/distribution/logistics center development that will be needed to 

complete State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR), possible zoning changes, and other 

necessary permitting and site approval requirements.  It includes: 

 Generic Site Profile – Defines and describes the purpose and function of 

warehouse/distribution/logistics center sites and identifies relevant infrastructure, traffic and 

construction schedule data. Communities, economic development organizations and local 

stakeholders may use this information to determine if this type of development is 

appropriate for their community.  The data will also be useful while completing the SEQR 

process. 

 Must and Wants – Lists criteria and features that are either essential or highly desirable for 

site development. 

  



Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites Development Profile 5 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Generic Site Profile 
 

General Description 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics centers are growing in importance in the manufacturing and 

wholesale trade/distribution process. As manufacturers become more focused on reducing costs, 

increasing customer satisfaction, and optimizing their supply chain to resources, suppliers and 

customers, they are paying much more attention to the number and location of their distribution 

facilities and the functions they perform.   

In the U.S., manufacturer downsizing and outsourcing over the past decade have created major 

growth opportunities for distribution operations, logistics providers, and more recently, e-commerce 

fulfillment centers. Historically, typical distribution functions were shipping and receiving, storage, 

order picking, breakbulk, freight consolidation and containerization.   Today, thanks to technology, 

many distribution operations are computerized, automated, and equipped with state-of-the-art 

material handling equipment and information systems.  This enables them to deliver overnight to a 

widening geographic market.  As a result, many distribution operations have added a number of 

value-added services, including total logistics management, inventory control and tracking, 

packaging, labeling and bar coding, procurement and vendor management, and customer service 

functions, such as returns, repair, rework and assortment promotional assembly.   

Information systems and the Internet are improving the logistics of distribution centers, enabling 

companies to exchange information for products.  This has also led to the growth of logistics 

operations and e-commerce fulfillment centers. According to the Council of Logistics Management 

(CLM), logistics involves the inbound, outbound, internal and external movement of goods, services 

and related information.  Activities that are provided by logistics operations include customer 

service, transportation, purchasing, warehousing, materials handling, strategic planning, inventory 

control and forecasting.    

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics center facilities vary greatly, depending on their type of 

operations, their functions, the geographic region served and their space needs.  Some buildings 

may be 1.0 million square feet or more. 

E-commerce fulfillment centers perform distribution-related functions for goods purchased via the 

Internet by consumers and/or businesses.  They assemble and repackage materials, consolidate 

orders and shipments, and physically deliver goods to customers.  For manufacturers, e-commerce 

fulfillment centers enhance inventory control and just-in-time manufacturing and help control costs.  

For retailers, e-commerce fulfillment centers provide a cost-effective means for “unit of one” 

shipping to consumers who make purchases online.  E-commerce fulfillment centers can be 

freestanding, single use buildings or small “warehouses” within larger distribution centers. 

The typical warehouse facility is moving to 30-foot plus ceiling clearances and more truck doors to 

accommodate higher-stacked pallets and the rapid movement of goods.  As the movement of freight 

within distribution centers accelerates, cross-docking is growing in importance.  With cross-

docking, goods come in one door and go out another with minimal delay - a package that might 

have spent five days in yesterday’s distribution center is now processed through in 24 hours or less.  
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In general, the average distribution facility employs fewer than 100 workers.  However, recent 

trends toward expanding operations to include value-added services are expected to increase the 

average employment in these type of operations.    

To be considered in the Build Now-NY program, a site with a minimum of 50 contiguous 

developable acres outside the FEMA 100-year flood plain are necessary to accommodate a 

distribution, logistics or e-commerce operation, but in metropolitan areas, the developable acreage 

may be less.  If land coverage of 50 percent is assumed, 50 contiguous developable acres can 

support a building of up to 1.0 million square feet. Available land for expansion purposes should 

also be considered when identifying appropriate sites.  

Market Analysis 

Today, technology is the driving force behind growth, development, and increased productivity 

around the world and in the distribution and logistics industries. Technology has produced a wide 

range of innovations, including barcode scanning, automated storage and retrieval systems, state-of-

the art material handling equipment, computerized freight tracking, voice recognition and advanced 

communications systems, and the automated purchasing, production and sales systems that support 

just-in-time inventories and distribution.  

The location goal of most warehouse/distribution/logistics centers is to select a site that offers the 

lowest possible transportation costs with the easiest access to the greatest number of customers.  The 

location process typically used in the selection of an appropriate site takes into consideration the 

products for which a distribution facility is desired; the market area or areas that are to be served 

and the degree of market penetration necessary. Just-in-time has increased significantly the 

importance of being within a day’s travel time (500 mile maximum) of suppliers and customers.  

 The location criteria that warehouse/distribution/logistics centers factor into their site selection 

decision include, but are not limited to, market trends, proximity to existing and new customers, 

access to suppliers and vendors, transportation services and cost, telecom infrastructure, labor 

availability and cost, building and site acquisition and cost, quality educational institutions and 

training facilities, and regulatory factors, such as inventory valuation. 

According to the State of New York Department of Labor, 358,400 were employed in wholesale 

trade and 60,300 in trucking and warehousing in December 2005.  The combined wholesale 

trade/trucking and warehousing employment of 418,700 was 4.8 percent of the total non-

agricultural employment of 8,680,400 in the state.  (Please note:  Trucking and warehousing 

includes all sectors in SIC 42 - local and non-local trucking with and without storage, public 

warehousing and storage, and freight trucking terminals.)   

The state has a business environment that is very conducive for supporting new manufacturing 

projects and expansions. Evidence of this is its consecutive second place rankings in Site Selection 

magazine’s Governor’s Cup competition for New and Expanded Facilities in the State in 2002 and 

2003. According to the March 2004 issue of Site Selection, New York experienced a gain of 552 

new and expanded corporate facilities.     
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Minimum Site Acreage 

The site must have a minimum of 50 contiguous developable acres, but in metropolitan areas, the 

acreage may be less.  

Appropriate Topography and Configuration 

The topography of the site should generally have little elevation change and the developable acres 

need to be outside the 100-year FEMA flood plain designation.  The preferred site configuration is 

square or slightly rectangular with few outparcel obtrusions.  Sites should be at road grade elevation 

and not have major elevation changes as uneven site topography greatly increases site preparation 

costs.  

Utility and Telecommunications Infrastructure (minimum criteria for a typical site 

with 50 developable acres)  

Electricity 

 Kilowatt (kW) Demand:  1,350 kW 

 Monthly Kilowatt Hour (kWh) Usage:  1,000,000 kWh 

 Should be on a 15 kVA line, or preferably larger 

 Should be within 3 miles of a substation with minimum available capacity of 25mVa 

 Potential for dual feed from a substation is preferred.  

Natural Gas 

 Demand:  8,300 CF/Hr. 

 Usage:  175,000 Therms/year 

 Minimum available capacity:  4-6 inch high pressure line within 3 miles 

Water 

 Minimum: 2,500–4,000 gallons per minute potable existing available capacity, for up to 4 

hours with 8 hour recovery for fire flow 

 Water distribution line serving the site should be a minimum of 10 inches in diameter.  

 Municipal system preferred 

Sewer/Wastewater 

 Minimum available capacity:  20,000 gallons per day (gpd) at site boundary 

 Municipal system preferred 

Telecommunications 

 T-1 level of service capacity a minimum 



Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites Development Profile 8 

Transportation Requirements 

Interstate, highway, and truck access are critical for the delivery of raw materials, supplies and other 

input materials and the distribution of products.  Distribution-related operations seek locations with 

access via truck routes on an interstate, limited access or other 4-lane highway, and they should be 

within 15 miles of an interchange of these types of roadways. Access routes must be designated for 

travel by 53’ trucks.  Travel to the highway should avoid congested commercial, retail, or residential 

routes.  The site should have dual road access and separate auto and truck access points or 

entrances, and at least one traffic light should control ingress and egress to the site.  Major highway 

visibility can be a plus. 

Rail service is important for some operations.  The growth of intermodal service, i.e., containers and 

truck trailers carried on trains over long distances, has meant additional options for cost conscious 

shippers as fewer distribution centers are needed to cover much larger areas.  Therefore, sites served 

by rail, or in close proximity to rail that have the capability of access by a spur, have a competitive 

advantage. 

Air transportation is more important for some users than for others.  It is especially critical for 

operations handling products with a limited shelf life that are needed by just-in-time manufacturers, 

such as pharmaceutical companies. Air service is also used by operations that handle products of 

limited weight and whose shipping costs are relatively low.   Surface access within 60 minutes to a 

commercial airport with jet service is preferred.    

For projects involving water-based shipping, there should be direct access to a navigable waterway 

or express access to a coastal port within 240 miles. 

Proximity of Support Facilities 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics centers prefer locations with proximity to trucking companies, 

truck mechanics, and other service providers; technology, computer, and telecom specialists; 

temporary staffing services; office and industrial supply warehouses; and courier services. 

Site Development Barriers and Issues 

Access to environmental information about the site is critical.  Environmentally sensitive sites or 

those with ecological, archeological, historical or cultural resources that significantly limit use or 

require continued monitoring should be avoided.   Plant operating parameters should not be 

adversely impacted by undesirable emissions from offsite activities; worker health and welfare must 

be protected.    

Site Ownership vs. Lease 

Most warehouse/distribution/logistics centers own the property on which they are located.  When it 

comes to site acquisition and ownership, companies prefer properties with one landowner, or if not 

appropriate, a limited number of landowners without known property transfer objections or legal 

impediments that adversely affect transfer.   
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Surrounding Land Use Issues 

Due to high volume truck traffic and potential continuous, round-the-clock operations, surrounding 

land uses must allow for the 24-hour operation of facilities without noise level restrictions on heavy 

truck engines.   

Other Criteria Critical to Site Selection 

Please see the project list of Musts and Wants.  

 

Project Profile & Impacts 

Type of Facility:  Regional Distribution Center 

Capital Investment 

 Building and improvements:  $16.0 million  

 Machinery and equipment (includes fixtures and racks):  $1.8 million  

 Inventory:  $13.0 million 

Building Size 

 250,000 square feet, expandable to 500,000 square feet  

Site Requirement 

 50 contiguous developable acres 

Utility and Telecom Infrastructure Requirements 

Electricity 

 Kilowatt (kW) Demand:  1,350 kW 

 Monthly Kilowatt Hour (kWh) Usage:  1,000,000 kWh 

Natural Gas 

 Demand:  8,300 CF/Hr. 

 Usage:  175,000 Therms/year 

Water 

 Minimum: 2,500–4,000 gallons per minute potable existing available capacity, for up to 4 

hours with 8 hour recovery for fire flow 
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Sewer/Wastewater 

 Minimum available capacity:  20,000 gallons per day (gpd) at site boundary 

Telecommunications 

 T-1 level of service capacity a minimum 

Site Accessibility 

Vehicular Access (Truck and automobile) 

 Truck and automobile access is critical for a warehouse/distribution/logistics center. 

 Must be within 15 miles via a truck route of an interchange of an Interstate, limited access, 

or other 4 lane highway 

 Site must have unimpeded left hand turn access for trucks 

 Site access should be at a signaled intersection of two roads to provide dual road access to 

separate truck and auto traffic. 

Rail Access 

 Optional but could make site more desirable 

Air Access 

 Surface access within 60 minutes to a commercial airport with jet service is preferable. 

Construction and Facility Peak Traffic Estimates  

 Construction Peak Traffic: 100 vehicle trips/day 

 Facility Peak Traffic:  350 vehicle trips/day 
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Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Project Musts and Wants 

Site Musts 

 Must be a minimum of 50* developable contiguous acres configured to support the site 

development plan. 

 Must be within 15 miles via a truck route of an interchange to an interstate, limited access or 

other 4-lane highway. 

 Must be zoned for warehousing and distribution activities, or a letter of commitment to rezone 

the property must be included. 

 The 50 developable acres must be located in an area outside the FEMA 100-year flood plain. 

 The 50 developable acres must be free of wetlands, protected species, and environmental issues, 

or have mitigations plans in place that can be enacted in 90 days. 

 Must have electric and municipal water and wastewater services properly sized and with 

adequate system capacities to meet the needs as shown in the Project Profile, or must evidence 

the ability to upgrade services to meet the Project Profile requirements. 

*In metropolitan areas, sites with less acreage will be considered if all other criteria are satisfied. 

Site Wants 

Weight  Factor    

  

10 Ease of transportation access    

  9 Favorable site characteristics (i.e., configuration, topography, surrounding 

uses, ownership)  

  8   Additional adjoining, contiguous, available acres 

    7   Quality and available work force  

    5   Competitive recurring costs (i.e., utility costs and property taxes)   

5 Natural gas service to site 

4   Competitive investment costs (i.e., land, cost of construction) 

4                Telecom accessibility (i.e., T-1 line level of service)   

    4   50 acre site should be subdividable into 15+ acre sites 



 

APPENDIX I-1a 
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 1 - Project and Setting 

Instructions for Completing Part 1

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

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

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

A. Project and Sponsor Information. 

Name of Action or Project:  

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

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

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone:  

E-Mail:

Address:

City/PO: State: Zip Code: 

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: 

E-Mail:

Address:

City/PO: State: Zip Code:

Property Owner  (if not same as sponsor): Telephone: 
E-Mail:

Address:

City/PO: State: Zip Code:

Northeast Interstate Logistics Center

NY 312 and Pugsley Road, Southeast, NY

Construction of 4 warehouse buildings, which are proposed to be high-cube and automated. Warehouse #1 is 261,320 s.f.; Warehouse #2 is 173,775 s.f.;
Warehouse #3 is 323,076 s.f.; and Warehouse #4 is 366,404 s.f.; for a total building square footage of 1,124,575 s.f. A total of 5 lots are proposed of
which 3 are to contain the 4 proposed warehouses, one is to include two wells to serve the project, and one to remain undeveloped. Lot acreages are
shown on the attached:

(Continued on attached)

Putnam Seabury Partners, LP
(646) 216-8195

hschulweis@nianticpartners.com

287 King Street

Chappaqua NY 10514

Joseph Sarchino, RLA
(914) 273-5225

jsarchino@jmcpllc.com

c/o JMC, 120 Bedford Road

Armonk NY 10504



Lot #  Approximate Acreage            
1   77.16                                            
2  91.19                                            
3  71.74                                         
4  25.27 
5  57.28 
 
Total Acres   ±322.64 
 
Lot #1 contains Warehouse #1 and Warehouse #2. 
 
Lot #2 contains Warehouse #3, and Lot # 3 contains Warehouse #4. 
 
Lot 4 is to remain undeveloped, and Lot 5 contains two wells to serve the proposed project. 
 
The entire site is zoned OP-3 "Office Park OP-3 District" with the exception of three parcels 
zoned RC "Rural Commercial District". A proposed Zoning Map change would rezone the one 
RC parcel on the west side of Pugsley Road to OP-3.   
 
A zoning text amendment is proposed to permit a new "logistics center" conditional use within 
the OP-3 district, which district already includes a warehouse use.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
f:\2014\14012\full eaf attachment 10-27-2017.docx 
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B. Government Approvals 

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

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) 
Required 

Application Date 
(Actual or projected) 

a. City Council, Town Board,  Yes  No
or Village Board of Trustees

b. City, Town or Village  Yes  No 
Planning Board or Commission

c. City Council, Town or  Yes  No 
Village Zoning Board of Appeals

d. Other local agencies  Yes  No 

e. County agencies  Yes  No 

f. Regional agencies  Yes  No 

g. State agencies  Yes  No 

h. Federal agencies  Yes  No 

i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? Yes  No 

ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program?  Yes  No 
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area?  Yes  No 

C. Planning and Zoning 

C.1. Planning and zoning actions. 
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or  regulation be the  Yes No
 only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?  

If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1

C.2. Adopted land use plans.

a. Do any municipally- adopted  (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site  Yes  No 
where the proposed action would be located?

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action  Yes  No 
would be located? 
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example:  Greenway    Yes  No 

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

If Yes, identify the plan(s):   
     _______________________________________________________________________________________________________  

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________

c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan,    Yes  No
or an adopted municipal farmland  protection plan?

If Yes, identify the plan(s): 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NYSDOT, NYSDEC

ARB; Town Highway

Putnam County Health Dept; County Planning Dept.

NYCDEP

USACOE

✔ Zoning Text and Map Amendment 11/06/2017

✔ Subdivision Approval; Site Plan Approval;
Wetland Permit

11/06/2017

✔

✔ Recommendation;
Street Opening Permit

TBD
TBD

✔ Septic & Well Permits;
NYS Municipal Law Referral

TBD
TBD

✔ Stormwater Review TBD

✔ Highway Work Permit; Access Highway Designation;
SPDES General Permit GP-0-15-002; Wetland Permit

TBD
TBD

✔ Fresh Water
Wetland Permit

TBD

✔

✔
✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

NYC Watershed Boundary
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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.   Yes  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?  Yes  No 

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action?  Yes  No  
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?    ________________________________________________________________

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

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

d. What parks serve the project site?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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)?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? _____________  acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use?  Yes  No 
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,

square feet)?    % ____________________  Units: ____________________
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision?  Yes  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?  Yes  No 
iii. Number of  lots proposed?   ________
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes?  Minimum  __________  Maximum __________

e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases?  Yes  No 
i. If No, anticipated period of construction:  _____  months 

ii. If Yes:
Total number of phases anticipated  _____ 
Anticipated commencement date of  phase 1 (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
determine timing or duration of future phases: _______________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

components)?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? _____________  acres 

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use?  Yes  No 
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,

square feet)?    % ____________________  Units: ____________________

TBD

✔

RC and OP-3; Ridgeline Overlay District

✔

✔

Portion of site within the RC district to be rezoned to OP-3. Logistics Center to be added as a
conditional use within the OP-3 district.

 Brewster Central School District

Putnam County Sheriff's Dept; NYS Police

Brewster Fire Dept; Carmel Ambulance Corp.

Volunteer Park Ball Fields; Southeast Town Park

Commercial
±240.1
±145.3

±322.6

✔

✔

Commercial
✔

Phasing dependent upon market conditions.
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f. Does the project include new residential uses?  Yes No  
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed. 

  One Family      Two Family         Three Family        Multiple Family (four or more)

Initial Phase    ___________      ___________    ____________      ________________________ 
At completion 
   of all phases       ___________      ___________    ____________   ________________________  

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)?  Yes  No   
If Yes, 

i. Total number of structures ___________
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: ________height; ________width;  and  _______ length

iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled:  ______________________ square feet

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any    Yes  No 
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?

If Yes,  
i. Purpose of the impoundment:  ________________________________________________________________________________

ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water:                       Ground water   Surface water streams   Other specify:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

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

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

D.2.  Project Operations 
a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both?  Yes  No

(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)

If Yes:
i .What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging?  _______________________________________________________________ 

ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): ____________________________________________
Over what duration of time? ____________________________________________________

iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials?  Yes  No 
   If yes, describe. ___________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? __________________________ feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting?  Yes  No 
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: _____________________________________________________________________

   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment  Yes  No 
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?

If Yes: 
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic

description):  ______________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

✔

✔

4
45.5 327 1318

1,124,575

✔

✔

✔

NYSDEC Wetland LC-18 and LC-28; Local wetland No. 3; Stream from No. 3; Unknown wetland south of NY 312.



Page 5 of 13 

ii. Describe how the  proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines.  Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments?        Yes  No
If Yes, describe:  __________________________________________________________________________________________

iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation?   Yes  No 
If Yes:

a  of vegetation proposed to be removed  ___________________________________________________________
 acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion ________________________________________

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

proposed method of plant removal: ________________________________________________________________________
if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): _________________________________________________

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: _________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water?  Yes  No 
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day:      __________________________ gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply?  Yes  No 

If Yes:
Name of district or service area:   _________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal?  Yes  No 
Is the project site in the existing district?  Yes  No 
Is expansion of the district needed?  Yes  No 
Do existing lines serve the project site?  Yes  No  

iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project?  Yes  No 
If Yes: 

Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
Source(s) of supply for the district: ________________________________________________________________________

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site?  Yes  No 
If, Yes: 

Applicant/sponsor for new district: ________________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: __________________________________________________________________
Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: _______________________________________________________________

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

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: _______ gallons/minute.

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes?  Yes  No 
If Yes: 

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

approximate volumes or proportions of each):   __________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities?  Yes  No 
If Yes:

Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: _____________________________________________________________
Name of district:  ______________________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project?  Yes  No 

 Is the project site in the existing district?  Yes  No 
 Is expansion of the district needed?  Yes  No 

Utility structure and fill for roadway construction. ±12.0 acres of disturbance.

✔

✔

Wetland Mitigation Plan.

✔

10,000
✔

✔

✔

Existing wells

90

✔

10,000

Sanitary wastewater

✔
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Do existing sewer lines serve the project site?  Yes  No 
Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project?  Yes  No 
If Yes:

Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ____________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
____________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site?  Yes  No 
If Yes:

Applicant/sponsor for new district: ____________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: _______________________________________________________________
What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? __________________________________________________

v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
  receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans): 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

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

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point  Yes  No 
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point

   source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction? 
If Yes:

i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
_____ Square feet or  _____ acres (impervious surface) 

_____  Square feet or  _____ acres (parcel size) 
ii. Describe types of new point sources.  __________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Where will the stormwater runoff  be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,

groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?   
________________________________________________________________________________________________________    

   ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands:  ________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties?  Yes  No 

iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater?  Yes  No 
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel  Yes  No 

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify: 

i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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,  Yes  No 
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area?  (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet  Yes  No 

ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:

___________Tons/year ( ) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
___________Tons/year ( ) of Nitrous Oxide (N2 )
___________Tons/year ( ) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
___________Tons/year ( ) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)
___________Tons/year ( ) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflo rocarbons (H )
___________Tons/year ( ) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)

✔

Subsurface disposal

N/A

✔

57.0
322.64

Stormwater will be discharged from stormwater detention systems via level spreaders or
end sections into wetland buffer areas. Swale along Pugsley Road will collect runoff and discharge across road via headwalls.

See attached Exhibit 'A'

See attached Exhibit 'A'

✔
✔

✔

✔



EXHIBIT 'A' 
 
e.) 
 
iii.) Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management 
facility/structures, adjacent properties, groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface 
waters)? 
 
Stormwater runoff from developed portions of the site will be conveyed into 
stormwater management areas consisting of a forebay, infiltration basin and detention 
basin or subsurface infiltration chamber system and subsurface detention chamber 
system.  Stormwater runoff from undeveloped portions will continue to sheet flow off 
the site.  Runoff will be discharged into wetland buffer areas and conveyed to 6 wetland 
areas, three perennial streams and two intermittent streams. 

 
 If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: 

 
3 Perennial Streams  

“Beaver Brook” NYSDEC Index No. H-31-P44-23-P-641 
“unnamed stream” NYSDEC Index No. H-31-P44-23-P64-3 
“unnamed stream” NYSDEC Index No. H-31-P44-23-P64-4 

2 Intermittent Streams 
6 Wetlands 

Wetland No. 1 (Locally regulated) 
Wetland No. 2 (NYSDEC Wetland L-18) 
Wetland No. 3 (Locally regulated) 
Wetland No. 4 (NYSDEC Wetland LC-18) 
Wetland No. 5 (NYSDEC Wetland LC-18) 
Wetland No. 6 (NYSDEC Wetland LC-28) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
f:\2014\14012\eaf stormwater exhibit 'a'.docx 
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants,  Yes  No 
landfills, composting facilities)?

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

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

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

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

j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial  Yes  No 
new demand for transportation facilities or services?

If Yes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply):  Morning  Evening Weekend

 Randomly between hours of __________  to  ________.
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: _______________________

iii. Parking spaces: Existing _____________ posed ___________ Net increase/decrease  _____________
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking?  Yes  No 
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within ½ mile of the proposed site?  Yes  No 
vii  Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric  Yes  No 

 or other alternative fueled vehicles? 
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing  Yes  No

pedestrian or bicycle routes?

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

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

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

other):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

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

Monday - Friday: _________________________ Monday - Friday: ____________________________
Saturday: ________________________________ Saturday: ___________________________________
Sunday: _________________________________ Sunday: ____________________________________
Holidays: ________________________________ Holidays: ___________________________________

✔

✔

✔

✔

±720
0 446 plus 310 landbanked +446

✔

See Traffic Study

✔
✔

✔

✔

TBD

Local utility
✔

7:00 AM - 8:00 PM
9:00 AM - 5:00 PM

24/7
24/7
24/7
24/7
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction,  Yes  No 
operation, or both?

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

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen?  Yes  No 
 Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting?  Yes  No  
 If yes: 
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen?  Yes  No 
 Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
  _________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day?  Yes  No 
  If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest 
  occupied structures:     ______________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

p.  Yes  No Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum ( over 1,100 gallons)
or chemical products ?

If Yes: 
i. Product(s) to be stored ______________________________________________________________________________________

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

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides,   Yes   No 

insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:

i. Describe proposed treatment(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices?   Yes   No 
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal   Yes   No

of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?
If Yes: 

i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
Construction:  ____________________  tons per ________________ (unit of time)
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:  __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________

✔

Typical temporary construction noise during permitted construction hours.

✔

✔

Lighting will be standard outdoor security and parking lot lighting high efficiency LED down lighting.

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

TBD
±100 month

Recycling

Private carter



Page 9 of 13 

s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility?   Yes    No  
If Yes: 

i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): ___________________________________________________________________________________

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:
________ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
________ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment

iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: ________________________________ years

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous  Yes  No 
waste?

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

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

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

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility?  Yes  No  
If Yes: provide name and location of facility: _______________________________________________________________________ 
       ________________________________________________________________________________________________________  
If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:     

 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action 

 E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site 
a. Existing land uses.

i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
  Urban        Industrial        Commercial        Residential (suburban)        Rural (non-farm) 
  Forest        Agriculture     Aquatic        Other (specify): ____________________________________ 
ii. If mix of uses, 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
Forested
Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)
Agricultural
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.) 
Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 
Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)
Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

Other
Describe: _______________________________ 
________________________________________ 

✔

✔

✔ ✔ ✔
✔ ✔ Vacant rural land

0.2 57.2 +57.0

79.4 47.2 -32.2

179.7 99.8 -79.9

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.6 0.6 0.0

62.7 62.7 ±0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0

 Landscaping 0.0 55.1 +55.1
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation?  Yes  No 
i. If Yes: explain:  __________________________________________________________________________________________

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed  Yes  No 
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?

If Yes,  
i. Identify Facilities:

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________

e. Does the project site contain an existing dam?  Yes  No 
If Yes: 

i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
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 of last inspection:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility,  Yes  No 
or does the project site adjoin  property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?

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

If yes, cite sources/documentation: _______________________________________________________________________
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________

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

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin  Yes  No  
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?

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

 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

h. Potential contamination history.  Has there been a reported spill at the proposed  project site, or have any  Yes   No  
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?

If Yes: 
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site  Yes  No 

Remediation database?  Check all that apply:
  Yes – Spills Incidents database       Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________ 
  Yes – Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________ 
  Neither database 

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

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database?  Yes  No 
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s):  ______________________________________________________________________________ 
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):

 _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
   _______________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

✔

✔

Tilly Foster Farm

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔



Page 11 of 13 

v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses?  Yes  No  
If yes, DEC site ID number: ____________________________________________________________________________
Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement):    ____________________________________
Describe any use limitations: ___________________________________________________________________________
Describe any engineering controls: _______________________________________________________________________
Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place?  Yes  No 
Explain: ____________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

   ___________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

E.2.  Natural Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site?  ________________ feet

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site?  Yes  No 
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings?  __________________% 

c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site:  __________% 
 __________% 

________________________ ___
_________________________
___________________________ _  __________% 

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

e. Drainage status of project site soils:   Well Drained: _____% of ite
  Moderately Well Drained: _____% of site 
  Poorly Drained _____% of ite

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes:   0-10%: _____% of site  
  10-15%: _____% of site 
  15% or greater: _____% of site 

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site?  Yes  No 
 If Yes, describe: _____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________

h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers,  Yes  No 

ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site?  Yes  No 

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

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

Streams: Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________ 
Lakes or Ponds: Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________
Wetlands: Name ____________________________________________ Approximate Size ___________________ 
Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) _____________________________

v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired  Yes  No 
waterbodies?

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

i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway?  Yes  No 

j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain?  Yes  No 

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain?  Yes  No 

l. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer?  Yes  No 
If Yes: 

i. Name of aquifer: _________________________________________________________________________________________

LC-28 ±85.9 acres

2 - 6.5+

✔

PnD Paxton loam 40
Woodbridge loam 25
Sun loam 7

0 - 6.5+

✔ 45
✔ 30
✔ 25

✔ 56
✔ 24
✔ 20

✔

✔

✔

✔

C

✔

✔

✔

✔

864-194

Federal Waters, NYS Wetlands, Local Wetlands LC-18 ±212.4 acres
LC-18 and LC-28

✔
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:  ______________________________ 
______________________________ _______________________________ ______________________________ 
______________________________ _______________________________ ______________________________ 

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

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

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

Currently:    ______________________  acres 
Following completion of project as proposed:   _____________________   acres
Gain or loss (indicate + or -):  ______________________ acres 

o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as    Yes  No 
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of  Yes  No
special concern?

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing?  Yes  No  
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: ___________________________________________ 

________________________________________________________________________________________________________

E.3.  Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site 
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to  Yes  No 

Agriculture and  Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes,  provide county plus district name/number:  _________________________________________________________________  

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present?  Yes  No 
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?  ___________________________________________________________________________

ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):  _________________________________________________________________________________

c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National  Yes  No 
Natural Landmark?

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

________________________________________________________________________________________________________
  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area?  Yes  No 
If Yes: 

i. CEA name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Basis for designation: _____________________________________________________________________________________

iii. Designating agency and date:  ______________________________________________________________________________

See Biological Assessment Report

✔

See Biological Assessment Report

✔

✔

✔

✔

PUTN001

✔

✔

✔
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TOWN BOARD: TOWN OF SOUTHEAST 

COUNTY OF PUTNAM: STATE OF NEW YORK 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

In the Matter of the Application of 

            

PUTNAM SEABURY PARTNERS, L.P.,               PETITION 

       FOR ZONING 

          AMENDMENTS 

For Amendments to the Zoning Local Law of the Town  

of Southeast to: (i) Establish a “Logistics Center” As a  

Conditional Use; (ii) Amend the OP-3 Zone (OP-3) District Text 

to Allow the Logistics Center Use in the OP-3 District, and (iii) 

to Amend the Town of Southeast Zoning Map to Re-Zone the Parcels 

Listed as Section 45, Block 1, Lot 4 on the Town’s Tax Map 

from the Rural Commercial Zone (RC) District to the OP-3 District. 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

Petitioner Putnam Seabury Partners, L.P. (“Petitioner” or “Seabury Partners”), by its 

attorneys Zarin & Steinmetz, respectfully petitions the Town Board (“Town Board”) of the Town 

of Southeast, New York (“Town”) as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

1) This is a Petition pursuant to Section 138-91 of the Zoning Local Law of 

the Town of Southeast (“Zoning Law”), which empowers the Town Board to amend any article, 

section, paragraph or provision of the Zoning Law and the Zoning Map, to amend: (i) Section 

138-4(b) of the Zoning Law to add a logistics center as a defined term; (ii) Article X of the 

Zoning Law to incorporate a section allowing logistics centers as a conditional use in the Town; 

(iii) Attachment 5 of the Zoning Law (“Commercial Zoning Schedule”), which establishes the 

Permitted Uses in the OP-3 Zoning District, to include a logistics center as a permitted 

conditional use in the OP-3 Zone; and (iv) the Zoning Map, to include the real property which is 

listed as Section 45, Block 1, Lot 4 on the Town’s Tax Map (the “Parcel”) in the OP-3 District. 

2) This Petition intends to promote the vibrant and sustainable economic 

development of the Town by allowing a use that is growing in importance and demand. While 



 

 2 

the current Zoning Law permits traditional distribution uses such as “warehouse” and “light 

manufacturing” for storage, assemblage and manufacturing of nonhazardous goods and 

materials, today, these traditional distribution operations have become antiquated and somewhat 

obsolete. Distribution now, due in significant part to the internet and computerization of our 

society, has evolved.  

3) This shift has recently been recognized, for example, in articles in The 

New York Times, discussing the shift from conventional stores to online marketplaces. See 

Where Internet Orders Mean Real Jobs, and New Life for Communities, Natalie Kitroeff, Oct. 

22, 2017, and As Amazon Moves In, Demand for Warehouse Space Climbs, Micah Maidenberg, 

October 24, 2017. (Copies annexed hereto as Exhibit “A” and Exhibit “B”, respectively.)  

4) A logistics center is the modernized distribution use. It incorporates the 

traditional storage, assemblage and manufacturing uses, but adds a number of additional valuable 

services to support the distribution demands and increased productivity that has resulted. For 

example, the additional uses under a logistics center use now include handling, shipment, 

consolidation, repackaging, labeling, assembly, aggregation, transloading, refrigeration, 

management or other similar activities of nonhazardous goods and materials. 

5) Petitioner’s logistics center concept was developed in significant part 

through New York State’s Development Profile for Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center 

Sites (the “NYS Logistics Center Profile”), which recognizes the growing need and demand for 

modern distribution centers and sets forth guidelines for their development.  (Annexed hereto as 

Exhibit “C”.) 

6) A logistics center is a highly desirable use for the Town. Not only would 

adoption of the use foster a progressive, and high-demand industry, but the use would promote 
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significant job creation in the Town and County. The need for distribution centers has “fueled a 

boom for workers without college degrees and breathed new life into pockets of the country that 

had fallen economically behind.” These types of operations “have produced hundreds of 

thousands of jobs since the recovery began in 2010, adding workers at four times the rate of 

overall job growth.” See Exhibit A. 

7) Seabury Partners is a limited partnership organized under the laws of the 

State of Delaware, with an address at 287 King Street, Chappaqua, NY 10514. 

8) Petitioner owns the Campus at Fields Corner Site, situated to the West of 

Interstate I-84 at Exit 19 off of Pugsley Road, and listed on the Putnam County Tax Map as 155 

separate tax lots in Section 45, Block 1 (the “Site”). (Annexed as Exhibit “D” is a list of the 

parcels that comprise the Site.) 

9) This particular Site is ideal for a logistics center. It is easily accessible, 

and close to I-684 and I-87. Further, its central Putnam County location is convenient to the area 

employment centers and centers of commerce in New York, Connecticut, and throughout the 

northeast. (Annexed as Exhibit “E” is a map showing the distance/drive times to the major 

metropolitan markets.) The Site’s location directly off Exit 19 of Interstate I-84, which is a full 

four (4) way interchange (“Route 312 Interchange”) and Pugsley Lane will also allow for ample 

transportation access without disturbing local traffic in the Town. 

10) The majority of the Site is zoned in the OP-3 District, with the exception 

of the Parcel and two other parcels which are on the opposite side of Pugsley Road (Section 45, 

Block 1, Lots 12 and 13), which are currently zoned in the RC District. 

11) The Site, which measures approximately 252 acres, is presently 

undeveloped. 
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12) Seabury Partners received approval to subdivide a portion of the Site for a 

143-unit residential project. Pursuant to a Court-ordered Stipulation of Settlement, the Town 

recognizes that Seabury Partners has vested rights until 2020 to implement that residential 

project. 

The Proposed Development 

13) Petitioner proposes to build four (4) buildings on the Site for use as a 

1,124,575 SF logistics center (the “Project”).  The Project would be called the Northeast 

Interstate Logistics Center.  

14) While the Zoning Law currently permits warehouse and light 

manufacturing uses in the Town for functions such as storage, assemblage and manufacturing of 

nonhazardous goods and materials, these allowable uses do not clearly allow logistics centers.   

15) As the result of technology, computerization, and changing market 

realities, traditional warehouse uses have evolved into complex distribution operations, which 

have added a number of additional valuable, labor demanding services. Such services include 

consolidation, repackaging, labeling, assembly, aggregation, transloading, and refrigeration of 

the non-hazardous goods and materials that are shipped to, stored at and distributed from a 

logistics center. 

16) Logistics centers are growing in importance and demand in the 

manufacturing, wholesale, and retail distribution process, optimizing the supply chain to 

resources, suppliers and customers.  

17) There is relatively little available logistic/distribution center space of this 

kind for rent in many metropolitan areas where the land is at a premium. E-commerce 
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companies, in particular need these parcels to guarantee they can quickly dispatch orders to 

homes and businesses. See Exhibit B. 

18) This Site would be a particularly appropriate location for a logistics center. 

It is easily accessible, close to I-684 and I-87, and is situated along the Route 312 Interchange. 

Further, its central Putnam County location is convenient to the area employment centers of 

Westchester, Duchess and Orange Counties in New York and Fairfield and Litchfield Counties 

in Connecticut. Nearby centers of commerce include White Plains, Poughkeepsie and Newburgh, 

New York as well as Greenwich, Stamford and Waterbury Connecticut. (See Exhibit E). 

19) The Site’s location off the Route 312 Interchange and Pugsley Road will 

allow for ample transportation access without disturbing local traffic within the Town. 

20) The Project would not disturb the entire 252 acres of the Site. The 

buildings would be built only on portions of the Site in Exhibit “F” labeled Lot 1, 2 and 3. 

21) The proposed buildings would range in size from 173,775 sf and 366,404 

sf and are flexible in design so as be easily modified to meet the needs of future tenants. The 

buildings’ main purpose will be for receipt, storage, distribution, and associated distribution 

services (as described in Paragraph 4) of non-hazardous goods and products. The buildings may 

also contain accessory office and limited retail space.   

22) In order to take accomplish this exciting, economically vibrant project in 

the Town, there are amendments to the Zoning Law that need to be adopted.  
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THE PROPOSED AMENDMENTS  

A. The Town’s Zoning Law Presently Does Not  

Clearly Allow The Full Range of Uses Comprising 

Modern Logistics Centers  

 

23) Petitioner seeks two (2) text amendments to allow logistics centers as a 

conditional use in the Town under the Zoning Law. These proposed text amendments would 

amend Section 138-4(b), which is the definitions section of the Zoning Law, and Article X of the 

Zoning Law, which sets forth the Conditional Uses. 

24) A logistics center is proposed to be defined as “[a] building or structure 

used for the receipt, storage, distribution, handling, shipment, consolidation, repackaging, 

labeling, assembly, aggregation, transloading, refrigeration, management or similar activities for 

non-hazardous goods, products, freight, cargo and/or materials.  A Logistics Center may include 

associated office space and/or facilities for loading, unloading, transfer, repair and/or 

maintenance. A Logistics Center may also include accessory retail space, provided that such 

space shall comprise no more than two percent (2%) of the total floor area of such use.”  

(Proposed definition is annexed hereto as Exhibit “G”.) 

25) In developing a definition for logistics centers, the Petitioner was guided 

by the NYS Logistics Center Profile.  See Exhibit C. The NYS Logistics Center Profile 

recognizes that in the United States, manufacturers have been downsizing and outsourcing over 

the past decade, creating major growth opportunities for distribution operations, such as the 

proposed Project, rather than traditional warehouses that were used solely for storage.  Again, 

logistics centers are a growing use, important in both manufacturing and distribution processes. 

26) The Petitioner proposes that the Board permit logistics centers as a 

conditional use under Article X of the Zoning Law. (Proposed Conditional Use Provision is 
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annexed hereto as Exhibit “H”.) Allowing logistic centers as a conditional use guarantees that the 

Town Board and Planning Board have the ability to appropriately condition logistics center uses. 

27) As a conditional use, any application for a logistics center must meet the 

general conditions and standards for conditional uses, as set forth in Section 138-53 of the 

Zoning Law. Section 138-53 also gives the Planning Board authority to prescribe specific 

conditions prerequisite to approval. 

28) Petitioners’ proposed Conditional Use Provision for logistic centers, in 

particular, also establishes certain general conditions that must be met, as well as authority for 

the Planning Board to prescribe additional special conditions on a site-specific basis to address 

site-specific impacts. 

29) The general conditions incorporated into the Conditional Use Provision 

include a minimum parcel size of 25 acres, as well as that a building used for the purpose of a 

logistics center must be at least 75 feet away from any residential use.  These conditions will 

help ensure that the community character is preserved. 

30) Under the Conditional Use Provision, the Planning Board has broad 

authority to impose conditions related to landscaping, to ensure there are appropriate buffers 

between a proposed logistics center and adjoining parcels, as well as the ability to permit 

modifications of the Zoning Law.   

31) Accordingly, Petitioner respectfully submits that logistics center be 

incorporated as a defined term in the Zoning Law, as set forth in Exhibit G, and as a conditional 

use under the Zoning Law as set forth in Exhibit H. 
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B. The Town’s Zoning Law Does Not Permit A 

Logistics Center As A Conditional Use in the OP-3 District 

 

32) Petitioner seeks to avail itself of the proposed logistics center use, which is 

currently not permitted in any district. 

33) Petitioner seeks a text amendment to the Commercial Zoning Schedule to 

add logistics center as a conditional use in the OP-3 District. 

34) A logistics center use in the OP-3 District is consistent with other 

provisions in the Zoning Law.  Under the Zoning Law, the OP-3 District is considered a “Class 

C” District, which is defined as “[l]ands intended primarily for office, warehouse, and light 

industrial uses.” Zoning Law § 96-4(B). 

35) A logistics center would incorporate many of the traditional warehouse 

and light industrial uses, but would modernize these uses as set forth supra. 

36) A logistics center use in the OP-3 District, specifically this Site, is also 

consistent with the Town’s 2014 Comprehensive Plan. 

37) One of the primary visions of the Town’s Comprehensive Plan is to 

“seek[] a diversified base of business and industry, to strengthen the Town’s tax base, and to 

provide employment opportunities for area residents while preserving the Town’s rural character 

and protecting the Town’s portion of the regional drinking water supply.”  See Comprehensive 

Plan, at 1-4.   The proposed Project would meet all of these goals.   

a. The Project would diversify and modernize industry in the Town. 

It would be the first logistics center of its type in Putnam County, and one of the only of its size 

within a 70-mile radius of New York City. 

b. The Project would contribute significantly to the Town’s tax base, 

and create jobs. It is projected that the Project will generate a significant tax increase in 
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comparison to the $141,616 that is generated in property taxes by the Property currently. The 

Project could also result in up to 666 jobs. 

c. Unlike the previously approved residential development on the 

Site, logistics centers require relatively little water supply for their operations.  Therefore, the 

Project would not put a strain on the regional drinking supply or sewage systems. 

d. The Project will be well-screened from surrounding properties by 

existing trees, as it is located in the middle of a 252-acre Site, so as not to disturb the rural 

character of the Town.  

38) Accordingly, the Petitioner respectfully requests that logistics centers be 

added to the list of conditional uses in the OP-3 District in the Commercial Zoning Schedule.    

C. The Town’s Zoning Map Should Include the  

Parcel in the OP-3 Zoning District  

 

39) Petitioner seeks a Zoning Map amendment in order to implement and 

facilitate the Project. 

40) The entire Site is zoned in the OP-3 District, with the exception of the 

Parcel and two (2) other parcels on the opposite side of Pugsly which are zoned in the RC 

District. The proposed Zoning Map change, which would rezone the Parcel into the OP-3 

District, would be fully consistent with the pattern of zoning in the area, as the Parcel proposed 

to be changed is almost completely surrounded by OP-3 zoned parcels.  

41) The amendment to the Zoning Map would also be consistent with the 

Comprehensive Plan, which indicates that the original purpose of creating the RC District to 

replace certain Office Park Zoning Districts was to “permit commercial development that has a 

smaller impact on environmental systems,” while also “encourage[ing] uses that would maintain 

and enhance the parcels’ scenic qualities and rural character.”  See Comprehensive Plan, at 5-21 





EXHIBIT “A” 



https://nyti.ms/2h1pAE2

Where Internet Orders 
Mean Real Jobs, and 
New Life for Communities
Vast warehouses are being built, fueling a 
demand for lower-skilled workers and reviving 
areas that once relied on manufacturing.

By NATALIE KITROEFF OCT. 22, 2017

BETHLEHEM, Pa. — Ellen Gaugler remembers driving her father to the Bethlehem
Steel mill, where he spent his working years hauling beams off the assembly line and
onto rail cars.

When the Pennsylvania plant shut down about two decades ago, Ms. Gaugler
thought it was the last time she or anyone in Bethlehem would come to its gates to
find a job that paid a decent wage for a physical day of work.

But she saw an ad in the paper last year for a position at a local warehouse that
changed her mind. She’d never heard of Zulily, the online retailer doing the hiring,
but she knew the address: It was on the old mill site, steps from where her father
worked.

“When I came for the interviews I looked up and said, ‘Oh, my God, I feel like I
am at home,’” Ms. Gaugler said. She got the job.

As shopping has shifted from conventional stores to online marketplaces, many
retail workers have been left in the cold, but Ms. Gaugler is coming out ahead. Sellers
like Zulily, Amazon and Walmart are competing to get goods to the buyer’s doorstep
as quickly as possible, giving rise to a constellation of vast warehouses that have

https://www.nytimes.com/
https://nyti.ms/2h1pAE2


fueled a boom for workers without college degrees and breathed new life into
pockets of the country that had fallen economically behind.

Warehouses have produced hundreds of thousands of jobs since the recovery
began in 2010, adding workers at four times the rate of overall job growth. A
significant chunk of that growth has occurred outside large metropolitan areas, in
counties that had relatively little of the picking-and-packing work until recently.

“We are at the very beginning of a rather large transformation, and the humble
warehouse is the leading edge of this,” said Michael Mandel, chief economic
strategist at the Progressive Policy Institute in Washington. “These fulfillment center
jobs are not being created in the tech hubs that were growing before. We’ve
broadened the winner’s circle.”

Americans have grown more comfortable ordering everything on the internet,
including bulky wares like canoes and refrigerators. Warehouses, as a result, have
become gargantuan, doubling in size since 2010, according to CBRE, a real estate
services firm.

And while robots have started to intervene in the process, it still takes a lot of
bodies to move hundreds of thousands of boxes in and out of these buildings every
day. Warehouses serving the largest e-commerce sites typically employ upwards of
2,000 people.

The hubs of this network are far-flung. In Bullitt County, Ky., south of
Louisville, warehouse employment surged to 6,000 in 2017 from 1,200 in 2010,
according to the Labor Department. In Kenosha, Wis., once a manufacturing hub
whose auto plants turned out Nash Ramblers and Plymouth Horizons, warehouse
jobs grew to 6,200 from 250 in the same period.

Those places have the advantage of being surrounded by highways and rail lines
that lead to some of the nation’s largest cities. They also have an abundance of cheap
land and labor, two assets that have become increasingly vital to companies selling
online.



The same calculus has made a warehouse mecca out of the land that houses the
carcass of Bethlehem Steel, giving natives like Ms. Gaugler a sense that their
hometown may be thriving.

Ms. Gaugler, 54, earns $13.50 an hour putting together shipments at the Zulily
warehouse, where employees tend to refer to their end customer as “Mom.” She
works 10-hour shifts from Wednesday through Saturday, and puts in for overtime
whenever she can.

“I like to get those orders out to Mom,” she said. The work is physically
demanding, she said, but it’s straightforward. She gets a list of items to pull from
shelves every morning — toys, glassware, baby clothes — and works her way to the
bottom as quickly as possible. She’s gotten two raises, of 25 cents each, over the last
year.

There are people in town who are nostalgic for the time when the mill filled the
sky with black smoke and the furnaces churned all day. Not Ms. Gaugler. “These are
secure jobs,” she said. “With the steel, you didn’t know if you would have a job the
next day.”

Her father may have had a better deal at the mill — he got 13 weeks of vacation and
“didn’t have to worry about bills every so often,” Ms. Gaugler said. But she only has
an associate degree, and said this job pays better than most of her alternatives. It
also comes with health insurance, paid time off and a 401(k) retirement plan.

Before the warehouses came to the area, it had little to offer in the way of
decent-paying, low-skilled work. But Amazon saw something promising in the city’s
bones.

It is flanked by Interstate 78, providing a gateway to the nation’s biggest
metropolitan area — New York is 80 miles away — and putting seven other states
within a day’s drive.

“It’s location, being able to serve customers on the Eastern Seaboard and the
Mid-Atlantic,” said Ashley Robinson, an Amazon spokeswoman. “It’s the



infrastructure available to move those trucks out of the Lehigh Valley. It’s the work
force.”

The company opened two modest facilities outside Allentown, Bethlehem’s neighbor
to the west, a place made famous by a Billy Joel song about the death of factory jobs.
Other retailers rushed in, drawn partly by incentives, including abatements and
credits, allowing companies that developed on the steel mill land to save hundreds of
thousands on their tax bills over 10 years.

As a result, the stretch of eastern and central Pennsylvania that includes the
Lehigh Valley has grown faster than any other market in the country over the last
five years, according to CBRE. While retailers tend to bulk up their facilities with
temporary helpers around the holidays — Amazon has announced plans to hire
120,000 seasonal employees by the end of the year — they have also taken on an
army of full-time workers. Warehouse employment in a two-county area that
includes Bethlehem jumped to 15,200 in 2017, from 5,200 in 2010.

“I don’t know of another place in the world that has gone from a submarket to a
global hub in eight years,” said David Egan, the global head of industrial and
logistics research at CBRE. “It’s undeniable that it is a key, crucial market for global
trade.”

Some of the biggest players in the warehouse game have staked a claim to
Lehigh Valley land. Walmart has two huge facilities in Bethlehem. FedEx is building
one of its biggest ground locations in the nation in the area, and the United Parcel
Service opened a new hub near the New Jersey border last year to handle the
torrential volume of traffic coming through eastern Pennsylvania.

The boom in warehouses has created a seemingly endless appetite for stockers,
pickers and packers, turning the town into a magnet for people in need of a second
chance. Omar Pellot is one of them.

Mr. Pellot left the Bronx, where he was born, because it seemed as if the city had
run out of jobs for people with his particular résumé.

http://www.marketwatch.com/story/amazon-to-add-120000-jobs-this-holiday-season-2017-10-12


He says he started dealing drugs at the age of 8, on the guidance of his father, a
“drug dealer turned drug addict.” He was in and out of jail as a teenager and spent a
year on Rikers Island as a 17-year-old, he said. After that stint, he had a hard time
finding work in New York, so he relocated to Florida and eventually moved to the
Lehigh Valley, where, he had heard, the job market was “awesome.”

He got a job at Amazon almost immediately. When the company asked about his
background, he said, “I explained it to them — you know, I was young and naïve and
stupid.”

In a year as a picker — retrieving items from vast shelving units — Mr. Pellot said he
walked about 10 miles on his night shift, and got two raises that pushed his hourly
pay to $14.30. He passed a test to become a forklift driver and has his sights set on
becoming a supervisor.

Now 38, he spent his childhood “thinking that street life would make me a
man,” he said. “But this is what makes me a man, working hard.”

The shifts in warehouses may be long, and the work tedious and exhausting, but
they are a better bet for people like Mr. Pellot than anything else in eastern
Pennsylvania. The average warehouse worker in the area earns $14.46 an hour,
compared with $12.67 for those in retail sales and $10.85 for waiters.

“The conventional wisdom is that retail jobs are better and that losing them is
bad for an economy,” said Don Cunningham, president of the Lehigh Valley
Economic Development Corporation. “The reality is that fulfillment jobs are paying a
higher wage and offering more long-term opportunity.”

Lingering over Bethlehem is the unnerving question of when, exactly, the robots
will ruin the party. In a Walmart fulfillment center that takes up as much land as a
big-league ballpark, machines have begun to take on some of the tasks involved in
getting people their goods within a day of a click.

As boxes careen down a conveyor belt on their way out of the building, tiny devices
known as “shoes” follow alongside and jerk forward to push the packages into chutes
that funnel them into the truck they are destined for.



Box-shaped machines glide along shelves to snatch crates and deposit them
onto a conveyor. There are no accidents on these routes — right before two boxes are
about to crash into each other, a combination of sensors and software stops one and
lets the other pass.

But for now, humans are still needed, in ever-increasing numbers.

“There’s still a lot of stuff that gets done not necessarily by hand, but aided by
the use of labor,” said David Tarnosky, the general manager of the warehouse.
Walmart started the year with around 1,100 full-time employees there, and doubled
that number by October.

“We won’t stop hiring through peak of this year,” Mr. Tarnosky said. By this
time next year, he will have hired hundreds more.

Robert Gebeloff contributed reporting from New York.

A version of this article appears in print on October 23, 2017, on Page A1 of the New York edition with the
headline: Idle Steel Mills Rumble to Life As Online Sellers’ Warehouses.

© 2017 The New York Times Company

https://www.nytimes.com/content/help/rights/copyright/copyright-notice.html
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https://nyti.ms/2h5ztAA

BUSINESS DAY

As Amazon Moves In, Demand for
Warehouse Space Climbs
Square Feet

By MICAH MAIDENBERG OCT. 24, 2017

For the modest warehouse, this is a golden age.

Boxy, unadorned and often overlooked, these properties are suddenly in hot
demand in many parts of the country, thanks in part to a rise in e-commerce as
consumer shopping habits move online. Retailers like Amazon and Walmart are
snapping up space once reserved for makers of office furniture and home flooring.

For years now, consumers have been purchasing more products online. In the
second quarter, e-commerce sales topped more than $111 billion on a seasonally
adjusted basis, or 8.9 percent of all retail sales, according to the Census Bureau.
Industry forecasters expect e-commerce sales to continue growing.

Warehouses often reveal little about what goes on within their walls, but the
buildings make possible the rapid delivery that consumers now expect from online
retailers. They serve as storage and distribution points for products ranging from
auto parts to pharmaceuticals. And warehouse jobs have grown rapidly since 2010,
forming a critical part of the employment base in communities across the country.

As developers try to catch up, they are considering some unusual solutions, like
constructing multistory warehouses and demolishing struggling malls to make way
for sprawling industrial properties.

https://www.nytimes.com/
https://nyti.ms/2h5ztAA
https://www.nytimes.com/pages/business/index.html
https://www.nytimes.com/column/square-feet
https://fred.stlouisfed.org/series/ECOMPCTSA
https://www.census.gov/retail/mrts/www/data/pdf/ec_current.pdf
https://www.digitalcommerce360.com/2017/08/09/e-commerce-grow-17-us-retail-sales-2022/
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/10/22/business/economy/warehouse-jobs.html?smid=tw-share&_r=0


“This is the best I’ve seen it in my 35-year career,” said Craig S. Meyer, president
of the logistics and industrial services group for the Americas at the commercial real
estate company JLL.

There is relatively little in the way of available warehouse space for rent in many
metropolitan regions, especially along the coasts, where land is at a premium.
Nationwide, the vacancy rate stood at 5.2 percent at the end of September, lower
than the average rate of 8.1 percent over the previous decade, according to JLL.
Asking rental rates hit a high of $5.40 per square foot this fall.

Just outside of Cincinnati, two real estate development companies, Al. Neyer
and the Hillwood Development Company, recently put the finishing touches on a
development called the Hebron Logistics Center. Located on a 49-acre property a
few miles from the Cincinnati/Northern Kentucky International Airport in Hebron,
Ky., the project includes a pair of huge buildings, the larger of which covers more
than 589,000 square feet — the equivalent of about 10 football fields — and has 36-
foot-high ceilings. The smaller structure measures around 209,500 square feet.

Both buildings, built on speculation that tenants will emerge, are vacant. The
developers are betting that with the Cincinnati-area warehouse vacancy rate
standing at 3.1 percent as of September, according to JLL’s data, tenants will be
eager to move in. The site’s proximity to the airport and the area’s highway network
could be draws for tenants, too.

“Cincinnati has historically had low vacancy rates,” said Molly North, chief
executive at Al. Neyer. “Certainly, from a developer’s perspective, this calls for more
supply. I think it’s also an indication that, as developers, we haven’t kept up with
demand in the market.”

Before the project in Hebron, Al. Neyer had not developed a warehouse property
in the Cincinnati area since 2007, according to Ms. North. As the economy softened,
leasing that development was a challenge. The company focused on other real estate
projects instead.

Now, the company wants back in the market. Even as they try to lease the
Hebron project, Al. Neyer and Hillwood have bought another parcel close to the



region’s airport and plan to build two more buildings with 1.7 million square feet
between them. Construction on the first building is set to begin next April.

Part of the reason the companies think they can eventually fill around 2.5
million square feet of space is because of Amazon’s plans for the Cincinnati airport,
which it will use as an airfreight hub with as many as 2,000 employees.

“We already liked the market before that,” said Kurt Nelson, senior vice
president at Hillwood. “But I think it just adds another piece, another opportunity.”

Amazon is having an outsize effect on warehouse developers. By the end of the
year, Amazon will rent an estimated 114 million square feet of warehouse space, up
from about nine million in 2009, according to a June note from Jonathan Petersen,
an analyst at investment bank Jefferies who follows industrial property companies.

But Amazon faces some competition for warehouse space. Walmart, for
example, has increased the number of large distribution centers that support its
online sales. And e-commerce operations require three times the amount of
warehouse space that brick-and-mortar stores need, analysts say, to guarantee that
inventory is on hand and returns can be processed. That means companies with
online shopping platforms are going to be on the hunt.

“The last thing that caused a big difference, and this is more macro, was just the
growth in trade, the growth in port markets and the move toward distribution and
warehousing along the coasts,” Mr. Petersen said in an interview. “Then out of
nowhere, you have this e-commerce trend. That continues to boost the sector and
drive growth.”

This year, developers are expected to build about 225 million new square feet of
warehouse space, according to JLL, about the same as last year’s tally and more than
double the 10-year average of 120 million square feet.

One challenge for many builders is finding development sites in or close to
dense, built-up cities, where land is often scarce. E-commerce companies need such
parcels to guarantee they can quickly dispatch orders to homes and businesses.

http://www.cvgairport.com/about/news/2017/01/31/amazon-to-create-2-000-jobs-at-new-cvg-hub


Prologis, a San Francisco-based real estate investment trust that owns 380
million square feet of industrial property in the United States, is trying to solve the
land riddle by constructing modern multistory warehouses — at least in some
markets. These types of properties are not uncommon in cities like Hong Kong and
Tokyo, but they are nonexistent here. A property Prologis is building in Seattle will
be the first contemporary multistory warehouse in the United States, according to
the company.

The building, called Prologis Georgetown Crossroads and located about four
miles south of downtown Seattle, will span 590,000 square feet over three levels.
When complete, it will have two floors designated for product fulfillment. A ramp
will wind around one side of the building, allowing trucks to drive to the second
floor, pick up or drop off goods and then leave in an efficient manner. The top level
could host offices or even a light manufacturing operation.

Multistory warehouses are unproven in the United States, but potential tenants
for the Seattle property have been receptive to the idea, said Larry Harmsen, chief
operating officer for the Americas at Prologis. The company also plans to develop
such a property in San Francisco. “They’re not just crazy experiments,” he said.

“We’re not going to do these everywhere. These really only work in high-density,
highly land-constrained environments,” Mr. Harmsen said. “The land economics
have to be high enough.”

The boom in warehouses could even spell the end for long-struggling retail
properties. In Frackville, Pa., about 60 miles northeast of Harrisburg, the state
capital, the real estate company NorthPoint Development believes industrial
buildings are a better use than a moribund mall.

NorthPoint wants to demolish the mostly empty 800,000-square-foot Schuylkill
Mall in Frackville, replacing the retail property with two new warehouses that will
have more than 1.2 million square feet between them, according to Brian Hansbury,
vice president at the Schuylkill Economic Development Corporation.

Schuylkill Mall opened in 1980 and once had four anchor retail tenants,
including a now-closed Sears and a Hess’s. But the mall has been in decline for years,



hurt in part by the rise of online retailers, according to Mr. Hansbury. Later this
year, NorthPoint will demolish the property, clearing the land for the warehouses it
wants to build, he said.

Mr. Hansbury thinks the larger of the two buildings planned for the property
could work as an e-commerce distribution center. It would be ironic, of course, if an
e-commerce company, the type of which helped make the mall obsolete, ended up
with an operation on the site.

“It really is kind of a full circle development that’s going on,” Mr. Hansbury said.
“I can see why some people would be disappointed that they no longer have a mall,
but I think what we’re left with might even be better.”

A version of this article appears in print on October 25, 2017, on Page B5 of the New York edition with the
headline: E-Commerce Is Making Warehouses a Hot Property.

© 2017 The New York Times Company

https://www.nytimes.com/content/help/rights/copyright/copyright-notice.html
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BUILD NOW–NY 

CURRENT PROGRAM / ROUND 4 
 

Program Overview 

To foster economic growth, New York has developed the  Build Now–NY initiative that will 

strategically market an inventory of pre-approved, “shovel ready” sites to a wide range of fast 

growing, job-creating companies. 

 

Empire State Development (ESD) will coordinate this effort and focus on selecting, developing, 

permitting, and marketing selected sites.  

 

The State will continue to develop its inventory of sites that have undergone the intensive state and 

local government reviews necessary to accelerate future investment and development.   The 

program has two elements.  Periodically, rounds of Build Now-NY funding have been announced 

that aid applicants in “pre-permitting” their site.  Shovel Ready certification is an ongoing 

component of the Build Now-NY program that gives official recognition to sites which have 

completed this advance work and are truly prepared to offer businesses the opportunity break 

ground on a new facility in a greatly expedited process.   

 

The development profiles are designed to allow local governments to decide on the appropriate type 

of development for their community.  Municipalities will be able to demonstrate to prospective 

businesses that their community supports and is prepared for new development, new jobs, and 

economic growth. 

 

Eligible applicants for Build Now-NY/Shovel Ready Certification include municipalities, local 

economic development organizations, industrial development agencies, and public authorities. 

Private sector developers and landowners must partner with one of the above entities to apply on 

their behalf.  Application instruction and forms can be found at: www.esd.ny.gov/BuildNow. 

 

 

Development Profiles 

Generic site development profiles have been prepared for three types of economic development 

projects: 

  

 High Tech Manufacturing Sites 

 Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

 Multi-Tenant Business and Technology Park 

 

The profiles describe features typical for each of the business types.  Intended to serve as 

“roadmaps,” the profiles include essential information for each business sector, such as: generic 

Development Profiles, Project Requirements, Project Profile & Impacts, and a list of “musts” and 

“wants” that describe site characteristics either necessary or highly desirable for each project type.  

Prior to nominating sites, applicants should use these profiles to identify the development type most 

appropriate for their community. 

 



Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites Development Profile 4 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Introduction 

In 1999, the State of New York, Empire State Development, and the Governor’s Office of 

Regulatory Reform successfully implemented Build Now-NY, a program that provides the State’s 

communities and economic developers with an important competitive edge in the highly 

competitive corporate site selection process. By offering companies shovel ready sites, communities 

and regions throughout New York are benefiting from economic growth, new development and new 

jobs.   

Currently, three development types are being promoted and marketed through Build Now-NY: High 

Technology Manufacturing, Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Centers, and Multi-Tenant Business 

and Technology Parks.  All of these are eligible for participation in the Build Now-NY program. 

This booklet is a guide for warehouse/distribution/logistics center site development.  Included is 

generic information for warehouse/distribution/logistics center development that will be needed to 

complete State Environmental Quality Review (SEQR), possible zoning changes, and other 

necessary permitting and site approval requirements.  It includes: 

 Generic Site Profile – Defines and describes the purpose and function of 

warehouse/distribution/logistics center sites and identifies relevant infrastructure, traffic and 

construction schedule data. Communities, economic development organizations and local 

stakeholders may use this information to determine if this type of development is 

appropriate for their community.  The data will also be useful while completing the SEQR 

process. 

 Must and Wants – Lists criteria and features that are either essential or highly desirable for 

site development. 
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Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Generic Site Profile 
 

General Description 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics centers are growing in importance in the manufacturing and 

wholesale trade/distribution process. As manufacturers become more focused on reducing costs, 

increasing customer satisfaction, and optimizing their supply chain to resources, suppliers and 

customers, they are paying much more attention to the number and location of their distribution 

facilities and the functions they perform.   

In the U.S., manufacturer downsizing and outsourcing over the past decade have created major 

growth opportunities for distribution operations, logistics providers, and more recently, e-commerce 

fulfillment centers. Historically, typical distribution functions were shipping and receiving, storage, 

order picking, breakbulk, freight consolidation and containerization.   Today, thanks to technology, 

many distribution operations are computerized, automated, and equipped with state-of-the-art 

material handling equipment and information systems.  This enables them to deliver overnight to a 

widening geographic market.  As a result, many distribution operations have added a number of 

value-added services, including total logistics management, inventory control and tracking, 

packaging, labeling and bar coding, procurement and vendor management, and customer service 

functions, such as returns, repair, rework and assortment promotional assembly.   

Information systems and the Internet are improving the logistics of distribution centers, enabling 

companies to exchange information for products.  This has also led to the growth of logistics 

operations and e-commerce fulfillment centers. According to the Council of Logistics Management 

(CLM), logistics involves the inbound, outbound, internal and external movement of goods, services 

and related information.  Activities that are provided by logistics operations include customer 

service, transportation, purchasing, warehousing, materials handling, strategic planning, inventory 

control and forecasting.    

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics center facilities vary greatly, depending on their type of 

operations, their functions, the geographic region served and their space needs.  Some buildings 

may be 1.0 million square feet or more. 

E-commerce fulfillment centers perform distribution-related functions for goods purchased via the 

Internet by consumers and/or businesses.  They assemble and repackage materials, consolidate 

orders and shipments, and physically deliver goods to customers.  For manufacturers, e-commerce 

fulfillment centers enhance inventory control and just-in-time manufacturing and help control costs.  

For retailers, e-commerce fulfillment centers provide a cost-effective means for “unit of one” 

shipping to consumers who make purchases online.  E-commerce fulfillment centers can be 

freestanding, single use buildings or small “warehouses” within larger distribution centers. 

The typical warehouse facility is moving to 30-foot plus ceiling clearances and more truck doors to 

accommodate higher-stacked pallets and the rapid movement of goods.  As the movement of freight 

within distribution centers accelerates, cross-docking is growing in importance.  With cross-

docking, goods come in one door and go out another with minimal delay - a package that might 

have spent five days in yesterday’s distribution center is now processed through in 24 hours or less.  
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In general, the average distribution facility employs fewer than 100 workers.  However, recent 

trends toward expanding operations to include value-added services are expected to increase the 

average employment in these type of operations.    

To be considered in the Build Now-NY program, a site with a minimum of 50 contiguous 

developable acres outside the FEMA 100-year flood plain are necessary to accommodate a 

distribution, logistics or e-commerce operation, but in metropolitan areas, the developable acreage 

may be less.  If land coverage of 50 percent is assumed, 50 contiguous developable acres can 

support a building of up to 1.0 million square feet. Available land for expansion purposes should 

also be considered when identifying appropriate sites.  

Market Analysis 

Today, technology is the driving force behind growth, development, and increased productivity 

around the world and in the distribution and logistics industries. Technology has produced a wide 

range of innovations, including barcode scanning, automated storage and retrieval systems, state-of-

the art material handling equipment, computerized freight tracking, voice recognition and advanced 

communications systems, and the automated purchasing, production and sales systems that support 

just-in-time inventories and distribution.  

The location goal of most warehouse/distribution/logistics centers is to select a site that offers the 

lowest possible transportation costs with the easiest access to the greatest number of customers.  The 

location process typically used in the selection of an appropriate site takes into consideration the 

products for which a distribution facility is desired; the market area or areas that are to be served 

and the degree of market penetration necessary. Just-in-time has increased significantly the 

importance of being within a day’s travel time (500 mile maximum) of suppliers and customers.  

 The location criteria that warehouse/distribution/logistics centers factor into their site selection 

decision include, but are not limited to, market trends, proximity to existing and new customers, 

access to suppliers and vendors, transportation services and cost, telecom infrastructure, labor 

availability and cost, building and site acquisition and cost, quality educational institutions and 

training facilities, and regulatory factors, such as inventory valuation. 

According to the State of New York Department of Labor, 358,400 were employed in wholesale 

trade and 60,300 in trucking and warehousing in December 2005.  The combined wholesale 

trade/trucking and warehousing employment of 418,700 was 4.8 percent of the total non-

agricultural employment of 8,680,400 in the state.  (Please note:  Trucking and warehousing 

includes all sectors in SIC 42 - local and non-local trucking with and without storage, public 

warehousing and storage, and freight trucking terminals.)   

The state has a business environment that is very conducive for supporting new manufacturing 

projects and expansions. Evidence of this is its consecutive second place rankings in Site Selection 

magazine’s Governor’s Cup competition for New and Expanded Facilities in the State in 2002 and 

2003. According to the March 2004 issue of Site Selection, New York experienced a gain of 552 

new and expanded corporate facilities.     
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Minimum Site Acreage 

The site must have a minimum of 50 contiguous developable acres, but in metropolitan areas, the 

acreage may be less.  

Appropriate Topography and Configuration 

The topography of the site should generally have little elevation change and the developable acres 

need to be outside the 100-year FEMA flood plain designation.  The preferred site configuration is 

square or slightly rectangular with few outparcel obtrusions.  Sites should be at road grade elevation 

and not have major elevation changes as uneven site topography greatly increases site preparation 

costs.  

Utility and Telecommunications Infrastructure (minimum criteria for a typical site 

with 50 developable acres)  

Electricity 

 Kilowatt (kW) Demand:  1,350 kW 

 Monthly Kilowatt Hour (kWh) Usage:  1,000,000 kWh 

 Should be on a 15 kVA line, or preferably larger 

 Should be within 3 miles of a substation with minimum available capacity of 25mVa 

 Potential for dual feed from a substation is preferred.  

Natural Gas 

 Demand:  8,300 CF/Hr. 

 Usage:  175,000 Therms/year 

 Minimum available capacity:  4-6 inch high pressure line within 3 miles 

Water 

 Minimum: 2,500–4,000 gallons per minute potable existing available capacity, for up to 4 

hours with 8 hour recovery for fire flow 

 Water distribution line serving the site should be a minimum of 10 inches in diameter.  

 Municipal system preferred 

Sewer/Wastewater 

 Minimum available capacity:  20,000 gallons per day (gpd) at site boundary 

 Municipal system preferred 

Telecommunications 

 T-1 level of service capacity a minimum 
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Transportation Requirements 

Interstate, highway, and truck access are critical for the delivery of raw materials, supplies and other 

input materials and the distribution of products.  Distribution-related operations seek locations with 

access via truck routes on an interstate, limited access or other 4-lane highway, and they should be 

within 15 miles of an interchange of these types of roadways. Access routes must be designated for 

travel by 53’ trucks.  Travel to the highway should avoid congested commercial, retail, or residential 

routes.  The site should have dual road access and separate auto and truck access points or 

entrances, and at least one traffic light should control ingress and egress to the site.  Major highway 

visibility can be a plus. 

Rail service is important for some operations.  The growth of intermodal service, i.e., containers and 

truck trailers carried on trains over long distances, has meant additional options for cost conscious 

shippers as fewer distribution centers are needed to cover much larger areas.  Therefore, sites served 

by rail, or in close proximity to rail that have the capability of access by a spur, have a competitive 

advantage. 

Air transportation is more important for some users than for others.  It is especially critical for 

operations handling products with a limited shelf life that are needed by just-in-time manufacturers, 

such as pharmaceutical companies. Air service is also used by operations that handle products of 

limited weight and whose shipping costs are relatively low.   Surface access within 60 minutes to a 

commercial airport with jet service is preferred.    

For projects involving water-based shipping, there should be direct access to a navigable waterway 

or express access to a coastal port within 240 miles. 

Proximity of Support Facilities 

Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics centers prefer locations with proximity to trucking companies, 

truck mechanics, and other service providers; technology, computer, and telecom specialists; 

temporary staffing services; office and industrial supply warehouses; and courier services. 

Site Development Barriers and Issues 

Access to environmental information about the site is critical.  Environmentally sensitive sites or 

those with ecological, archeological, historical or cultural resources that significantly limit use or 

require continued monitoring should be avoided.   Plant operating parameters should not be 

adversely impacted by undesirable emissions from offsite activities; worker health and welfare must 

be protected.    

Site Ownership vs. Lease 

Most warehouse/distribution/logistics centers own the property on which they are located.  When it 

comes to site acquisition and ownership, companies prefer properties with one landowner, or if not 

appropriate, a limited number of landowners without known property transfer objections or legal 

impediments that adversely affect transfer.   
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Surrounding Land Use Issues 

Due to high volume truck traffic and potential continuous, round-the-clock operations, surrounding 

land uses must allow for the 24-hour operation of facilities without noise level restrictions on heavy 

truck engines.   

Other Criteria Critical to Site Selection 

Please see the project list of Musts and Wants.  

 

Project Profile & Impacts 

Type of Facility:  Regional Distribution Center 

Capital Investment 

 Building and improvements:  $16.0 million  

 Machinery and equipment (includes fixtures and racks):  $1.8 million  

 Inventory:  $13.0 million 

Building Size 

 250,000 square feet, expandable to 500,000 square feet  

Site Requirement 

 50 contiguous developable acres 

Utility and Telecom Infrastructure Requirements 

Electricity 

 Kilowatt (kW) Demand:  1,350 kW 

 Monthly Kilowatt Hour (kWh) Usage:  1,000,000 kWh 

Natural Gas 

 Demand:  8,300 CF/Hr. 

 Usage:  175,000 Therms/year 

Water 

 Minimum: 2,500–4,000 gallons per minute potable existing available capacity, for up to 4 

hours with 8 hour recovery for fire flow 
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Sewer/Wastewater 

 Minimum available capacity:  20,000 gallons per day (gpd) at site boundary 

Telecommunications 

 T-1 level of service capacity a minimum 

Site Accessibility 

Vehicular Access (Truck and automobile) 

 Truck and automobile access is critical for a warehouse/distribution/logistics center. 

 Must be within 15 miles via a truck route of an interchange of an Interstate, limited access, 

or other 4 lane highway 

 Site must have unimpeded left hand turn access for trucks 

 Site access should be at a signaled intersection of two roads to provide dual road access to 

separate truck and auto traffic. 

Rail Access 

 Optional but could make site more desirable 

Air Access 

 Surface access within 60 minutes to a commercial airport with jet service is preferable. 

Construction and Facility Peak Traffic Estimates  

 Construction Peak Traffic: 100 vehicle trips/day 

 Facility Peak Traffic:  350 vehicle trips/day 
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Warehouse/Distribution/Logistics Center Sites 

Project Musts and Wants 

Site Musts 

 Must be a minimum of 50* developable contiguous acres configured to support the site 

development plan. 

 Must be within 15 miles via a truck route of an interchange to an interstate, limited access or 

other 4-lane highway. 

 Must be zoned for warehousing and distribution activities, or a letter of commitment to rezone 

the property must be included. 

 The 50 developable acres must be located in an area outside the FEMA 100-year flood plain. 

 The 50 developable acres must be free of wetlands, protected species, and environmental issues, 

or have mitigations plans in place that can be enacted in 90 days. 

 Must have electric and municipal water and wastewater services properly sized and with 

adequate system capacities to meet the needs as shown in the Project Profile, or must evidence 

the ability to upgrade services to meet the Project Profile requirements. 

*In metropolitan areas, sites with less acreage will be considered if all other criteria are satisfied. 

Site Wants 

Weight  Factor    

  

10 Ease of transportation access    

  9 Favorable site characteristics (i.e., configuration, topography, surrounding 

uses, ownership)  

  8   Additional adjoining, contiguous, available acres 

    7   Quality and available work force  

    5   Competitive recurring costs (i.e., utility costs and property taxes)   

5 Natural gas service to site 

4   Competitive investment costs (i.e., land, cost of construction) 

4                Telecom accessibility (i.e., T-1 line level of service)   

    4   50 acre site should be subdividable into 15+ acre sites 



EXHIBIT “D” 



# Tax ID # # Tax ID # # Tax ID #
1 45.-1-4 53 45.-3-46 105 45.-3-98
2 45.-1-5.2 54 45.-3-47 106 45.-3-99
3 45.-1-5.3 55 45.-3-48 107 45.-3-100
4 45.-1-8.1 56 45.-3-49 108 45.-3-101
5 45.-1-8.2 57 45.-3-50 109 45.-3-102
6 45.-1-8.3 58 45.-3-51 110 45.-3-103
7 45.-1-12 59 45.-3-52 111 45.-3-104
8 45.-1-13 60 45.-3-53 112 45.-3-105
9 45.-3-1 61 45.-3-54 113 45.-3-106

10 45.-3-2 62 45.-3-55 114 45.-3-107
11 45.-3-3 63 45.-3-56 115 45.-3-108
12 45.-3-4 64 45.-3-57 116 45.-3-109
13 45.-3-5 65 45.-3-58 117 45.-3-110
14 45.-3-6 66 45.-3-59 118 45.-3-111
15 45.-3-7 67 45.-3-60 119 45.-3-112
16 45.-3-8 68 45.-3-61 120 45.-3-113
17 45.-3-9 69 45.-3-62 121 45.-3-114
18 45.-3-10 70 45.-3-63 122 45.-3-115
19 45.-3-11 71 45.-3-64 123 45.-3-116
20 45.-3-12 72 45.-3-65 124 45.-3-117
21 45.-3-13 73 45.-3-66 125 45.-3-118
22 45.-3-14 74 45.-3-67 126 45.-3-119
23 45.-3-15 75 45.-3-68 127 45.-3-120
24 45.-3-16 76 45.-3-69 128 45.-3-121
25 45.-3-17 77 45.-3-70 129 45.-3-122
26 45.-3-18 78 45.-3-71 130 45.-3-123
27 45.-3-19 79 45.-3-72 131 45.-3-124
28 45.-3-20 80 45.-3-73 132 45.-3-125
29 45.-3-21 81 45.-3-74 133 45.-3-126
30 45.-3-22 82 45.-3-75 134 45.-3-127
31 45.-3-23 83 45.-3-76 135 45.-3-128
32 45.-3-24 84 45.-3-77 136 45.-3-129
33 45.-3-25 85 45.-3-78 137 45.-3-130
34 45.-3-26 86 45.-3-79 138 45.-3-131
35 45.-3-27 87 45.-3-80 139 45.-3-132
36 45.-3-28 88 45.-3-81 140 45.-3-133
37 45.-3-29 89 45.-3-82 141 45.-3-134
38 45.-3-30 90 45.-3-83 142 45.-3-135
39 45.-3-32 91 45.-3-84 143 45.-3-136
40 45.-3-33 92 45.-3-85 144 45.-3-137
41 45.-3-34 93 45.-3-86 145 45.-3-138
42 45.-3-35 94 45.-3-87 146 45.-3-139
43 45.-3-36 95 45.-3-88 147 45.-3-140
44 45.-3-37 96 45.-3-89 148 45.-3-141
45 45.-3-38 97 45.-3-90 149 45.-3-142
46 45.-3-39 98 45.-3-91 150 45.-3-143
47 45.-3-40 99 45.-3-92 151 45.-3-144
48 45.-3-41 100 45.-3-93 152 45.-3-145
49 45.-3-42 101 45.-3-94 153 45.-3-146
50 45.-3-43 102 45.-3-95 154 45.-3-147
51 45.-3-44 103 45.-3-96 155 45.-3-148
52 45.-3-45 104 45.-3-97 156 45.-3-31

Notes:
(1) Tax Lot 45.-3-148 does not appear on the Town of Southeast Tax Map.

F:\zscase\Roberts-5\2017\Copy of Tax Lot List; Without Acreage.tab
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EXHIBIT “G” 



Logistics Center 

A building or structure used for the receipt, storage, distribution, handling, shipment, 
consolidation, repackaging, labeling, assembly, aggregation, transloading, refrigeration, 
management or similar activities for non-hazardous goods, products, freight, cargo and/or 
materials.  A Logistics Center may include associated office space and/or facilities for loading, 
unloading, transfer, repair and/or maintenance. A Logistics Center may also include accessory 
retail space, provided that such space shall comprise no more than two percent (2%) of the total 
floor area of such use.   

 



EXHIBIT “H” 



Section 138-__ Logistics Center 

Commercial buildings to be used for the purpose of a logistics center are subject to the following 

supplementary requirements: 

A.   Any parcel used for a Logistics Center shall consist of not less than 25 acres. 

B. Design Guidelines:  The Planning Board, when considering a conditional use permit for a 

Logistics Center, shall consider the application's conformance to these design guidelines in considering 

approval or denial of the application 

 [1]  Building Design and Location.  

(a) All buildings shall be of masonry, pigmented pre-cast concrete panels with cast-

reveals, or metal construction on that portion of the building which faces on the street. 

(b) No commercial building to be used for the purpose of a logistics center shall be 

closer than 75 feet from the boundary of any residential zoning district.  

(c) All other outdoor storage and/or parking areas shall be delineated on the site 

plan.  

[2] Landscape.  Landscape plans must be submitted to the Planning Board prior to any 

approval. 

(a) Appropriate buffers between any component of the proposed use and adjoining 

properties, given the proposed use, the use of adjoining parcels, and the natural topography and 

vegetative cover, shall be established by the conditional use permit and shall be identified on the site 

plan. 

(b) Natural vegetation shall be maintained and or supplemented to provide 

screening and/or planting around all areas where trucks, trailers, or shipping containers may be parked 

overnight if these areas face adjacent property and/or the street. Notwithstanding the provisions of any 

other provision of the Town Code, the placement and/or use of trucks, trailers and/or shipping 

containers on the site of a Logistics Center shall be allowed provided that such screening and/or planting 

is provided.   

 [4] Site access. Driveway entrances and exits onto any street shall be provided in such a 

manner that no undue traffic hazards or traffic congestion will be created.  

C. Operations. The Logistics Center shall be permitted to operate twenty-four hours per day, 

seven days a week, throughout the year.  

D.  Adjustment of regulations. The Planning Board may permit modifications or waivers of the 

provisions set forth at §§ 138-12(I) and 138-15.1 as it deems appropriate upon balancing important 

concerns of the community’s health, safety and welfare, including: consistency with the Town of 

Southeast Comprehensive Plan; economic development; harmony of uses within the immediate area; 

impacts upon quality of life for neighboring residential areas and mitigation of any adverse 

environmental impacts. In granting any modification or waiver, the Planning Board may attach such 



conditions as are, in its judgment, necessary to secure substantially the objectives of the standards or 

requirements so modified or waived. 
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SEQR 
State Environmental Quality Review 

Positive Declaration,  
Notice of Completion of Draft Environmental Impact Statement, 

and 
Notice of SEQR, Subdivision, and Wetland Permit Public Hearings 

 
 
 
Lead Agency: Town of Southeast Planning Board  Date: June 14, 2018  
 
Address: 1 Main Street     

Brewster, NY  10509 
 

This Notice is issued pursuant to Article 8 of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law 
(State Environmental Quality Review Act “SEQRA”) and its implementing regulations. 
 

The Town of Southeast Planning Board, as Lead Agency under SEQRA has issued a Positive 
Declaration for the Northeast Interstate Logistics Center project (the “Proposed Project”) requiring the 
preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The DEIS has been completed and accepted 
for the purpose of public review of the Proposed Project as described below. The purpose of the public hearing 
is to receive public comment on the DEIS, subdivision, and wetland permit applications. The public hearing will 
be opened at 7:30 PM on Monday, July 9, 2018, at the Southeast Town Offices, 1360 Route 22, Brewster, NY, 
10509. Written comments are requested and will be accepted by the Planning Board until the close of business 
on August 3, 2018, or 10 days following the close of the hearing if adjourned to a later date. Written comments 
should be addressed to the following Contact Person: Victoria Desidero, Administrative Assistant, Town of 
Southeast Planning Board, 1 Main Street, Brewster, NY 10509. Phone: 845-279-7736. E-mail: 
planning@southeast-ny.gov. 
 
Name of Action: Northeast Interstate Logistics Center 
 
SEQR Classification: Type I  
 
Description of Action:  
 

Putnam Seabury Partners, L.P (the “Applicant”) has petitioned the Town of Southeast, NY, for an 
amendment to the Zoning Ordinance and Map of the Town of Southeast, and is requesting a re-subdivision,  
Site Plan, Conditional Use Permit, and Wetland Permit approval for an approximately 1,125,000 square foot 
logistics center to be known as the Northeast Interstate Logistics Center on an approximately 328 acre site 
located at New York State (NYS) Route 312 and Pugsley Road (the “Project Site”).  

 
The Project Site, which is currently comprised of 156 tax parcels, is proposed to be re-subdivided into 5 

tax parcels. A sixth lot is proposed to be created pursuant to a lot line adjustment, which application shall be 
heard simultaneously. The proposed Northeast Interstate Logistics Center would include four buildings ranging 
in size from 173,775 to 366,404 square feet. Warehouse number one would be 261,320 square feet, 
warehouse number two would be 173,775 square feet, warehouse number three would be 323,076 square feet, 
and warehouse number four would be 366,404 square feet. The proposed buildings would be located on Lots 
1, 2, and 3; Lot 4 would remain vacant except for potable water wells; Lot 5 is proposed to be donated to 
Putnam County for new access to Tilly Foster Farm and potential related uses; and Lot 6 would be donated to 
the New York State Department of Transportation to accommodate traffic improvements that would be 
constructed as part of the Proposed Project. 
 

To facilitate the Proposed Project, the Applicant requests to rezone approximately 39 acres on the west 
side of Pugsley Road from Rural Commercial (RC) to Office Park 3 (OP-3). The remaining parcels would retain 
their existing zoning designation. A substantial portion of the Project Site is located within the Ridgeline 
Protection Overlay District. In addition, the Applicant proposes to add “logistics center” as a “conditional use 
permit” use in the OP-3 Zoning District, and is proposing criteria for the review of Logistics Center uses. 
 
 



Location:  New York State Route 312 and Pugsley Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County. [See 
attached list of parcels].  

 
Reasons Supporting the Positive Declaration: 

 
After considering the Proposed Project; the Full Environmental Assessment Form and DEIS prepared 

by the Applicant; and the criteria for determining significance in the SEQRA regulations (6NYCRR §617.7(c)), 
the Town of Southeast Planning Board finds that the Proposed Project may have a significant impact on the 
environment based on the following: 

1. The Proposed Project involves amendments to the Town of Southeast Zoning Map and Zoning 
Ordinance; 

2. The Proposed Project has the potential to result in significant adverse impacts to community 
character; 

3. Construction of the Proposed Project would require modification to two ridgelines located within 
the Ridgeline Protection Overlay District;  

4. The Proposed Project would result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or 
encroachment into the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) 
Wetlands LC-18 and LC-28 and their buffers, and 7.81 acres of disturbance to Town of 
Southeast regulated wetland and stream buffers. 

5. The Proposed Project may impact species such as the Red Maple tree – hardwood swamp, 
the Northern Long-Eared Bat, and Bog Turtle, which are plant and animal species that have 
been identified as endangered or threatened.  

6. The Proposed Project would result in the construction of 57.2 acres of impervious surface for 
roads, buildings, and other paved surfaces.  

7. The Proposed Project may induce ±510 semi-trailer truck trips per day, which has the potential 
to result in significant impacts to the transportation system.  

8. The Proposed Project is a substantial change in use from its present vacant use and is located 
adjacent to an Agricultural District (PUTN001).  

9. The Proposed Project is located in or adjacent to an area identified as potentially sensitive for 
archaeological resources on the New York State Historic Preservation Office archaeological 
site inventory.  

10. Construction would contain more than one phase.  

11. The Proposed Project may have a significant impact on energy consumption.  

12. The Proposed Project would temporarily exceed existing ambient noise levels during 
construction.  

 
Potential Environmental Impacts:  
 
The DEIS analyzes the following areas of potential environmental impacts: Land Use and Zoning; Traffic; 
Visual Resources; Surface Water and Wetlands; Geology, Soils, and Topography; Groundwater; Vegetation 
and Wildlife; Fiscal Impact; Community Services; Utilities; Cultural Resources; Noise; Construction; Air Quality; 
and Hazardous Materials. 
 
A copy of the DEIS and additional information may be obtained from: 
 
Contact Person: Victoria Desidero, Planning Board Secretary 
 
Address:  Town of Southeast 
   1 Main Street 

Brewster, NY  10509  
 
Telephone Number: (845) 279-7736 
 



Additional copies for public review are available at: 
Town of Southeast Town Clerk, 1360 Route 22, Brewster, NY 10509 

Brewster Public Library, 79 Main Street, Brewster, NY 10509 

Town of Southeast web-site: www.southeast-ny.gov 

 
A copy of this notice has been sent to: 
Lead Agency: 

Planning Board, Town of Southeast, 1 Main Street, Brewster, NY 10509 

Involved Agencies: 

Town of Southeast Town Board, 1360 Route 22, Brewster, NY 10509 

Town of Southeast Architectural Review Board, 1360 Route 22, Brewster, NY 10509 

Town of Southeast Highway Superintendent, 1360 Route 22, Brewster, NY 10509 

Putnam County Department of Health, 4 Geneva Road, Brewster, NY 10509 

New York City Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Water Supply, 465 Columbus 
Avenue, Valhalla, New York 10595-1336 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, 625 Broadway, Room 538, Albany, New 
York 12233-1750 

Regional Director, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Region 3, 21 South 
Putt Corners Road, New Paltz, NY 12561-1696 

New York State Department of Transportation, Region 8, SEQR Unit, Traffic Engineering & Safety 
Division, 4 Burnett Boulevard, Poughkeepsie, NY 12603 

New York State Department of Transportation, Main Office, 50 Wolf Road, Albany, NY 12232 

Interested Agencies: 

Brewster Fire Department, 501 North Main Street, Brewster, NY 10590 

Town of Southeast Fire Inspector, 1 Main Street, Brewster, NY 10509 

Putnam County Department of Highways & Facilities, 331 Fair Street, Carmel, NY 10512 

Putnam County Division of Planning and Development, 841 Fair Street, Carmel, NY 10512 

Putnam County Sherriff’s Department, 3 County Center, Carmel, NY 10512 

Town of Patterson, 1142 Route 311, Patterson, NY 12563  

New York State Police, Brewster Barracks, 1672 Route 22, Brewster, NY 10509 

United States Army Corps of Engineers, New York District, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, NY 10278 

Property owners within 500 feet of the Project Site 

Applicant: 

Putnam Seabury Partners, L.P., 287 King Street, Chappaqua, NY 10514 

DEIS Preparer and Project Engineer: 

JMC Planning Engineering Landscape Architecture & Land Surveying, PLLC, 120 Bedford Road, 
Armonk, NY 10504 

Environmental Notice Bulletin: 

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, 625 Broadway, 4th Floor, Albany, NY 12233-1750 

 



# Tax ID # # Tax ID # # Tax ID #
1 45.-1-4 53 45.-3-46 105 45.-3-98
2 45.-1-5.2 54 45.-3-47 106 45.-3-99
3 45.-1-5.3 55 45.-3-48 107 45.-3-100
4 45.-1-8.1 56 45.-3-49 108 45.-3-101
5 45.-1-8.2 57 45.-3-50 109 45.-3-102
6 45.-1-8.3 58 45.-3-51 110 45.-3-103
7 45.-1-12 59 45.-3-52 111 45.-3-104
8 45.-1-13 60 45.-3-53 112 45.-3-105
9 45.-3-1 61 45.-3-54 113 45.-3-106

10 45.-3-2 62 45.-3-55 114 45.-3-107
11 45.-3-3 63 45.-3-56 115 45.-3-108
12 45.-3-4 64 45.-3-57 116 45.-3-109
13 45.-3-5 65 45.-3-58 117 45.-3-110
14 45.-3-6 66 45.-3-59 118 45.-3-111
15 45.-3-7 67 45.-3-60 119 45.-3-112
16 45.-3-8 68 45.-3-61 120 45.-3-113
17 45.-3-9 69 45.-3-62 121 45.-3-114
18 45.-3-10 70 45.-3-63 122 45.-3-115
19 45.-3-11 71 45.-3-64 123 45.-3-116
20 45.-3-12 72 45.-3-65 124 45.-3-117
21 45.-3-13 73 45.-3-66 125 45.-3-118
22 45.-3-14 74 45.-3-67 126 45.-3-119
23 45.-3-15 75 45.-3-68 127 45.-3-120
24 45.-3-16 76 45.-3-69 128 45.-3-121
25 45.-3-17 77 45.-3-70 129 45.-3-122
26 45.-3-18 78 45.-3-71 130 45.-3-123
27 45.-3-19 79 45.-3-72 131 45.-3-124
28 45.-3-20 80 45.-3-73 132 45.-3-125
29 45.-3-21 81 45.-3-74 133 45.-3-126
30 45.-3-22 82 45.-3-75 134 45.-3-127
31 45.-3-23 83 45.-3-76 135 45.-3-128
32 45.-3-24 84 45.-3-77 136 45.-3-129
33 45.-3-25 85 45.-3-78 137 45.-3-130
34 45.-3-26 86 45.-3-79 138 45.-3-131
35 45.-3-27 87 45.-3-80 139 45.-3-132
36 45.-3-28 88 45.-3-81 140 45.-3-133
37 45.-3-29 89 45.-3-82 141 45.-3-134
38 45.-3-30 90 45.-3-83 142 45.-3-135
39 45.-3-32 91 45.-3-84 143 45.-3-136
40 45.-3-33 92 45.-3-85 144 45.-3-137
41 45.-3-34 93 45.-3-86 145 45.-3-138
42 45.-3-35 94 45.-3-87 146 45.-3-139
43 45.-3-36 95 45.-3-88 147 45.-3-140
44 45.-3-37 96 45.-3-89 148 45.-3-141
45 45.-3-38 97 45.-3-90 149 45.-3-142
46 45.-3-39 98 45.-3-91 150 45.-3-143
47 45.-3-40 99 45.-3-92 151 45.-3-144
48 45.-3-41 100 45.-3-93 152 45.-3-145
49 45.-3-42 101 45.-3-94 153 45.-3-146
50 45.-3-43 102 45.-3-95 154 45.-3-147
51 45.-3-44 103 45.-3-96 155 45.-3-148
52 45.-3-45 104 45.-3-97 156 45.-3-31

Exhibit A

Notes:
(1) Tax Lot 45.-3-148 does not appear on the Town of Southeast Tax Map.

F:\zscase\Roberts-5\2017\Copy of Tax Lot List; Without Acreage.tab
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Dear Ms. Szigeti:

181

Nicholas Conrad

Information Resources Coordinator

New York Natural Heritage Program

Sincerely,

February 27, 2018

    In response to your recent request, we have reviewed the New York Natural Heritage 
Program database with respect to the above project.

    We have no records of rare or state-listed animals or plants, or significant natural 
communities directly on the project site.

	       For most sites, comprehensive field surveys have not been conducted. We cannot 
provide a definitive statement on the presence or absence of all rare or state-listed species or 
significant natural communities. Depending on the nature of the project and the conditions at 
the project site, further information from on-site surveys or other resources may be required 
to fully assess impacts on biological resources.

  For information regarding other permits that may be required under state law for
regulated areas or activities (e.g., regulated wetlands), please contact the Permits staff at the 
NYSDEC Region 3 Office as described above.

About 4 miles from the project site is a documented winter hibernaculum of Northern 
long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis, state and federally listed as Threatened). These bats 
may travel five miles or more from documented locations. The main impact of concern for 
bats is the cutting or removal of potential roost trees. For information about any permit 
considerations for your project, contact the Permits staff at the NYSDEC Region 3 Office at 
dep.r3@dec.ny.gov, (845) 256-3054. For information about potential impacts of your project 
on this species and how to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any impacts, contact the Region 3 
Wildlife staff at Wildlife.R3@dec.ny.gov, (845) 256-3098.

Eva Szigeti
Evans Associates Environmental Consulting, Inc.
205 Amity Road
Bethany, CT 06524

Re: Northeast Interstate Logistics Center, NYS Route 312 and Pugsley Road
County: Putnam   Town/City: Southeast
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03/16/2018 
 
Putnam Seabury Partners 
590 Madison Ave Ste 100 
New York, NY 10022 
 
Re: Security Deposit Request 
 
NYSEG Account Number: 10047397632 
Service Notification Number: Gas 10300446592 SN($33,000) Elec 10300446590($13,500) 
 
Dear Putnam Seabury Partners,  
 
Thank you for applying to NYSEG for electric and gas service.  Based on the information you provided, 
NYSEG is requesting a security deposit in the amount of $46,500 for new service.  NYSEG will gladly provide 
utility service to your location once the security deposit and required paperwork have been received. 
 
Your security deposit will earn interest and may be increased or decreased based on your future utility 
consumption.  In place of a cash deposit, you may provide a deposit alternative such as an irrevocable bank 
letter of credit or a surety bond. 
 
NYSEG will refund your deposit, or part of your deposit, plus interest within 30 days after: 

- The date your account is closed 
- The date of the first bill after a three year period of timely payments, provided there is no other reason, 

under Public Service Law, to require a security deposit. 
- The first anniversary review, or a subsequent biennial review, shows that the security deposit can be 

reduced. 
 
Please mail your payment to:  

NYSEG Customer Relations Center 
ATTN: ESI 
PO Box 5240 
Binghamton, NY  13902-5240 

Be sure to include your Service Notification Number on your check/money order.  
 
If you have questions regarding the security deposit for your new service, please contact our Energy Services 
Installation department by calling 1-800-572-1111, Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm.  Please 
press 3 for new construction or upgrades, then press 3 again to speak with an Energy Services representative. 
 
Sincerely, 
NYSEG Customer Representative 



 
 

 
 

 

03/16/2018 
 
Putnam Seabury Partners 
590 Madison Ave Ste 100 
New York, NY 10022 
 
Re: Security Deposit Request 
 
NYSEG Account Number: 10047397657 
Service Notification Number: Gas 10300446626 SN($22,000) Elec 10300446625 SN($9,000) 
 
Dear Putnam Seabury Partners,  
 
Thank you for applying to NYSEG for electric and gas service.  Based on the information you provided, 
NYSEG is requesting a security deposit in the amount of $31,000 for new service.  NYSEG will gladly provide 
utility service to your location once the security deposit and required paperwork have been received. 
 
Your security deposit will earn interest and may be increased or decreased based on your future utility 
consumption.  In place of a cash deposit, you may provide a deposit alternative such as an irrevocable bank 
letter of credit or a surety bond. 
 
NYSEG will refund your deposit, or part of your deposit, plus interest within 30 days after: 

- The date your account is closed 
- The date of the first bill after a three year period of timely payments, provided there is no other reason, 

under Public Service Law, to require a security deposit. 
- The first anniversary review, or a subsequent biennial review, shows that the security deposit can be 

reduced. 
 
Please mail your payment to:  

NYSEG Customer Relations Center 
ATTN: ESI 
PO Box 5240 
Binghamton, NY  13902-5240 

Be sure to include your Service Notification Number on your check/money order.  
 
If you have questions regarding the security deposit for your new service, please contact our Energy Services 
Installation department by calling 1-800-572-1111, Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm.  Please 
press 3 for new construction or upgrades, then press 3 again to speak with an Energy Services representative. 
 
Sincerely, 
NYSEG Customer Representative 



 
 

 
 

 

03/16/2018 
 
Putnam Seabury Partners 
590 Madison Ave Ste 100 
New York, NY 10022 
 
Re: Security Deposit Request 
 
NYSEG Account Number: 10047397640 
Service Notification Number: Gas 10300446593 SN($33,000) Elec 1030446592($13,500) 
 
Dear Putnam Seabury Partners,  
 
Thank you for applying to NYSEG for electric and gas service.  Based on the information you provided, 
NYSEG is requesting a security deposit in the amount of $46,500 for new service.  NYSEG will gladly provide 
utility service to your location once the security deposit and required paperwork have been received. 
 
Your security deposit will earn interest and may be increased or decreased based on your future utility 
consumption.  In place of a cash deposit, you may provide a deposit alternative such as an irrevocable bank 
letter of credit or a surety bond. 
 
NYSEG will refund your deposit, or part of your deposit, plus interest within 30 days after: 

- The date your account is closed 
- The date of the first bill after a three year period of timely payments, provided there is no other reason, 

under Public Service Law, to require a security deposit. 
- The first anniversary review, or a subsequent biennial review, shows that the security deposit can be 

reduced. 
 
Please mail your payment to:  

NYSEG Customer Relations Center 
ATTN: ESI 
PO Box 5240 
Binghamton, NY  13902-5240 

Be sure to include your Service Notification Number on your check/money order.  
 
If you have questions regarding the security deposit for your new service, please contact our Energy Services 
Installation department by calling 1-800-572-1111, Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm.  Please 
press 3 for new construction or upgrades, then press 3 again to speak with an Energy Services representative. 
 
Sincerely, 
NYSEG Customer Representative 



 
 

 
 

 

03/16/2018 
 
Putnam Seabury Partners 
590 Madison Ave Ste 100 
New York, NY 10022 
 
Re: Security Deposit Request 
 
NYSEG Account Number: 10047397665 
Service Notification Number: Gas 10300446628 SN($22,000) Elec 10300446627 SN($9,000) 
 
Dear Putnam Seabury Partners,  
 
Thank you for applying to NYSEG for electric and gas service.  Based on the information you provided, 
NYSEG is requesting a security deposit in the amount of $31,000 for new service.  NYSEG will gladly provide 
utility service to your location once the security deposit and required paperwork have been received. 
 
Your security deposit will earn interest and may be increased or decreased based on your future utility 
consumption.  In place of a cash deposit, you may provide a deposit alternative such as an irrevocable bank 
letter of credit or a surety bond. 
 
NYSEG will refund your deposit, or part of your deposit, plus interest within 30 days after: 

- The date your account is closed 
- The date of the first bill after a three year period of timely payments, provided there is no other reason, 

under Public Service Law, to require a security deposit. 
- The first anniversary review, or a subsequent biennial review, shows that the security deposit can be 

reduced. 
 
Please mail your payment to:  

NYSEG Customer Relations Center 
ATTN: ESI 
PO Box 5240 
Binghamton, NY  13902-5240 

Be sure to include your Service Notification Number on your check/money order.  
 
If you have questions regarding the security deposit for your new service, please contact our Energy Services 
Installation department by calling 1-800-572-1111, Monday through Friday from 7:00 am to 4:30 pm.  Please 
press 3 for new construction or upgrades, then press 3 again to speak with an Energy Services representative. 
 
Sincerely, 
NYSEG Customer Representative 



MEMORANDUM 
 

To:  Richard J. Pearson, P.E. – JMC  

From:  Ryan D. Lucia, P.E. / Robert Spina, P.E. - OLA 

Date:  June 18, 2018 

Project:  Northeast Interstate Logistics Center 

Subject: MEP Load Projections 

 

OLA was commissioned to determine the utility requirements for a new four-building 
warehouse complex in the Town of Southeast. The four buildings total approximately 1.124 
million square feet of space. A new service installation request has been submitted to NYSEG 
for both natural gas and electric services.  The following is a source summary of our electric 
and gas preliminary load projections for the project, based on historical data for typical 
warehouse usage.   
 
This memorandum is a supplement to our previously submitted memorandum, dated 
February 28, 2018 that describes the project in further detail. 

 
NATURAL GAS SERVICE: 
 
The total gas load input is approximately 184,000 CFH. This quantity includes the natural gas 
heating load and domestic water heating load for the four warehouse buildings as well as an 
allowance for future expansion of a fifth building.  The following design criteria was used: 
 

• Domestic water heaters - assume (1) per building  

• Assume (8) showers 

• Assume  two sets of toilet rooms, one on each level of the office area, each with 4 lavatories 

• Assume (1) pantry 

• Assume (1) service sink 

• 60 gallon heater at 120,000 btu/hr x 5 buildings 

• Total gas load output (BTU/HR) = 146,775,360 

• Total gas load input @ 80% (btu/hr) (RTUs 80% EFF typically) = 183,469,200 

• Total gas load input (MBH) (CFH) = 183,469 

 
ELECTRICAL SERVICE: 
 
The total estimated electric load at the site is 2,343kW. This is based on a watts per square foot 
(w/sq-ft) calculation, given the space size and programmed usage.  The following design criteria 
was used: 
 

• LED lighting throughout in accordance with International Energy Conservation Code (IECC) 

• Receptacles in office and warehouse spaces 
• Electric powered air conditioning in each of the (4) warehouses: 

 BLDG 1 – 65,300 sq-ft of cooling at 3.8 w/sq-ft 
 BLDG 2 – 43,500 sq-ft of cooling at 3.8 w/sq-ft 
 BLDG 3 – 80,800 sq-ft of cooling at 3.8 w/sq-ft 
 BLDG 4 – 91,600 sq-ft of cooling at 3.8 w/sq-ft 

• LED site lighting per JMC design 
 BLDG 1 – 9 kVA 



June 18, 2018 Northeast Logistics Center MEP Site Utilities              Page 2 of 2 
 
 

 BLDG 2 – 7 kVA 
 BLDG 3 – 7.5 kVA 
 BLDG 4 – 10 kVA 

• (8) exhaust fans in each warehouse 
• (1) electric domestic water heater in each warehouse 
• (4) 5 HP well pumps 
• (1) 50HP fire Pump 
• (8) 5 HP sewer pumps 
• Total estimated demand load for the new site is 8130 amps. Estimated demand load breakout by 

building (total of four new) is as follows: 
 BLDG 1: 1800 amps 
 BLDG 2: 1250 amps 
 BLDG 3: 2200 amps 
 BLDG 4: 2500 amps 

 
If you have any questions regarding these load projections please don’t hesitate to contact our office. 
 
 
cc: J. Torre – OLA 

 J. Fierro – OLA 

 David Lombardi – JMC 

 

I:\Projects\PSP\NPSP0001.00\Docs\Northeast Interstate Logisctices_MEP Load Projections - 2018-06-18.docx 
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March 14, 2018 
 

        

 

Ms. Faline Schneiderman 
Vice President 
Historical Perspectives, Inc. 
P.O. Box 529 
Westport, CT 06881 

 

        

 

Re: 
 

 

USACE 
Northeast Interstate Logistics Center 
Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY 
17PR08153 

 

        

 

Dear Ms. Schneiderman: 
 

 
Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO).  We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.  These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources.   
 
SHPO has reviewed Phase IA Archaeological Assessment, Northeast Interstate Logistics 
Center, Southeast, Putnam County, New York (Historical Perspectives, February 2018). Based 
on the information provided, as well as the steep slopes, elevated terrain, and lack of positive 
results during the previous survey, our office continues to recommend that the proposed project 
will have No Effect on historic properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of 
Historic Places. Should the project design change, we recommend further consultation 
regarding this project.  
 
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Philip A. Perazio, Historic Preservation Program Analyst - Archaeology Unit 
Phone:  518-268-2175 
e-mail:  philip.perazio@parks.ny.gov      via e-mail only 
 
cc: Barbara Magee and Cece Saunders, HPI 
 Brendan Newell, USACE 
 Harvey Schulweis, Putnam Seabury Partners 
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Commissioner
 

  

        

 

April 04, 2018 
 

        

 

Ms. Elizabeth Meade 
AKRF, Inc. 
440 Park Ave South, 7th Floor 
New York, NY 10016 

 

        

 

Re: 
 

 

USACE 
Northeast Interstate Logistics Center 
Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY 
17PR08153 

 

        

 

Dear Ms. Meade: 
 

 
Thank you for requesting the comments of the New York State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO). We have reviewed the submitted materials in accordance with Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. These comments are those of the SHPO and relate 
only to Historic/Cultural resources.  
 
This letter is in response to a request from AKRF (Meade, 27 March 2018) that SHPO confirm 
its previous recommendation (Perazio, 14 March 2018) that no further archaeological 
investigation is needed of the proposed project area. Based on the Phase IA report and other 
available information, in our opinion, the project’s Area of Potential Effects (APE) has a low 
potential to contain historic properties (architectural and archaeological sites) that are eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. Therefore, it is our recommendation that no 
further investigation should be required for this project.  
 
If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Philip A. Perazio, Historic Preservation Program Analyst - Archaeology Unit 
Phone:  518-268-2175 
e-mail:  philip.perazio@parks.ny.gov      via e-mail only 
 
cc: Brendan Newell, USACE 
 Harvey Schulweis, Putnam Seabury Partners, LP  
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MEMORANDUM 

 

To:  

 

Robert B. Peake, AICP 

From: 

 

Keenan Hughes, AICP, CRE 

Steven Martini, AICP 

 

Date: 

 

May 24, 2018 

Re: 

 

Economic Impact Analysis 

Northeast Logistics Center, Town of Southeast, New York 

 

 

The purpose of this memorandum is to assess the economic impacts of the proposed 

Northeast Logistics Center in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, New York.  The 

proposed 1,124,575-square foot facility is intended for modern e-commerce-oriented 

distribution which will include shipment, handling, consolidation, repackaging, 

labeling, assemblage, aggregation, trans-loading, refrigeration, management and 

storage.  The project will be built on an approximately 328-acre property along both 

sides of Pugsley Road and Fields Corner Road. 

 

In the DEIS Completeness Initial Comments, AKRF requested an economic impact 

analysis to assess potential economic benefits and impacts of the proposed project.  

The following describes the impacts to the local economy in terms of job creation and 

direct and indirect economic activity.   

 

Methodology 

Impact Analysis for Planning (IMPLAN) modeling was utilized in order to accurately 

assess the project’s construction and operations phase impacts to the local economy.  

IMPLAN uses proprietary multipliers to evaluate the economic output, labor income 

and employment generated by a specific industry activity. 

 

The following types of economic impacts will be generated in the local economy: 

 

• Direct Impacts:  Direct benefits are derived from short-term business activity, 

such as construction. 

• Indirect Impacts:  Indirect benefits relate to businesses that are directly 

impacted by the project, such as the purchase of supplies, materials, and other 

services provided to the project. 

• Induced Impacts:  Induced benefits include the spending and consumption of 

employees of businesses that are directly or indirectly affected by the project. 

 

In performing this analysis, the project was broken down into two phases: construction 

phase and operations phase.  The construction phase is the period of time from 

groundbreaking until the completion of the construction project.  The operations phase 

refers to the impacts of the ongoing operations of the facility following its construction.   

 

Local impacts were analyzed based on the zip code level data.  For the construction 

phase, the local geography consisted of zip code 10509, which comprises the Town of 
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Southeast.  For the operations phase, the local impacts were based on zip codes 

10509 and 10512, the latter of which encompasses the neighboring Town of Carmel.1     

 

SUMMARY OF ECONOMIC IMPACTS 

The following summarizes the local economic impacts of the Northeast Logistics 

Center based on two scenarios: 

 

• Construction Phase  

• Operations Phase 

 

Construction Phase 

According to the project sponsor, the estimated construction cost for the proposed 

development is approximately $80 million.   

 

As shown in Table 1, it is estimated that approximately 600 jobs will be added to the 

local workforce during the construction phase.  Of these construction jobs, 

approximately $36,124,258 in income will be paid to these workers.  Indirectly, it is 

estimated that approximately $11,035,312 will be injected into the local economy 

from other firms conducting business related to the project.  Induced output from spin-

off effects (i.e. disposable income spending by project workers and workers associated 

with the project) will result in approximately $19,520,280 of economic activity.   

 

In addition to the 600 construction jobs, approximately 150 indirect jobs will be 

created.  These jobs will be at businesses providing goods and services to the project.  

Approximately 68 induced jobs will also be created, from businesses benefitting from 

the secondary spending by the project’s construction workers.   

 

Table 1: Summary of Economic Impacts - Construction Phase  

 Direct Effect Indirect Effect 

Induced 

Effect 

Totals 

OUTPUT $80,000,000 $11,035,313 $19,520,280 $110,555,593 

LABOR 

WAGES 
$36,124,258 $3,578,493 $5,808,914 $45,511,667 

JOBS 600 68 150 818 

 

Operations Phase 

According to the project sponsor, the Northeast Logistics Center is expected to create 

approximately 665 permanent jobs when fully operational.  The following describes the 

operations phase annual impacts which are summarized below in Table 2.  

 

At full operation, it is anticipated that approximately $59,866,686 in direct economic 

output will be generated on an annual basis.  Wages to be paid to the project’s 665 

employees will be $22,895,629 each year.  Annual indirect output associated with 

firms conducting business with the project will result in $16,792,908.  Regarding 

induced impacts, it is estimated that approximately $14,922,382 will be injected into 

the local economy annually from secondary spending by employees and businesses 

                                                
1 Zip code level analysis for 10509 alone was not available for the operations phase.  For this reason, 

zip codes 10509 and 10512 were aggregated to form the local study area for the operations phase.   
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associated with the project.  In addition, 144 jobs are estimated to be generated 

indirectly and 110 locally induced jobs are also projected.   

 

Table 2: Summary of Economic Impacts - Operations Phase  

 Direct Effect Indirect Effect Induced Effect 
Totals 

OUTPUT $59,866,686 $16,792,908 $14,922,382 $91,581,976 

LABOR 

WAGES 
$22,895,629 $4,786,389 $4,688,884 $32,370,903 

JOBS 665 144 110 919 

 

 

According to the 2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 

transportation, warehousing, and utilities accounted for 325 jobs (3.2%) in the Town.  

The project would be a significant generator of quality jobs in the warehouse and 

storage sector.   According to New York State Department of Labor, the median wages 

for transportation storage, and distribution managers was $111,970 and 

transportation and materials moving occupations was $35,360, both in 20172.  Based 

on these economic projections, it can be determined that the development and 

implementation of the proposed project will have a positive impact on the economy of 

the Town of Southeast.   

 

Conclusion 

When aggregating direct, indirect and induced outputs from the construction phase, 

the project is expected to contribute $110,555,593 of economic output to the local 

Southeast economy.  During the operations phase, the project is estimated to annually 

generate $91,581,976 in economic output to the Town’s economy.   

 

During the construction period, labor income is expected to reach $45,511,667 at the 

local level.  During the operations period, labor income is projected total $32,370,903 

towards the local economy on an annual basis.    

 

Direct, indirect and induced jobs to be created during the construction phase are 

anticipated to reach 818 jobs at the local level.  Approximately 919 jobs will be 

generated by the operation of the facility.   

                                                
2 New York State, Department of Labor, Occupational Wages. Hudson Valley Region.  2017.   
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9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 628.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018
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Light Brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine
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4" Topsoil

Light Brown Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel Medium Stiff
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(USCS: CL)
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Test Pit Completed at 8.5± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)
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9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 632±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018
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with occassional cobbles

Test Pit Completed at 9.5± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS: SM)

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS

(USCS: CL)



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 631.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

(USCS: SM)

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 629.1

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS

Test Pit Completed at 9.1± Feet
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Light Brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medim Stiff
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(USCS: CL)
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with occassional cobbles
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SEE FIGURE 1 618'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/22/2018
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(USCS : SC/CL)

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, with

with occassional cobbles

 End of Test Pit at 9.5± Feet

NOTE:
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SEE FIGURE 1 613'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/22/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY
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DEPTH
FT.
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NOTE:

(USCS : SC/CL)

Percolation Rate = 15 min/in @ Elv. 610.9

 End of Test Pit at 10.5± Feet



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 616.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)

Percolation Rate = 40 min/in @ Elv. 614.1

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS

Test Pit Completed at 8.5± Feet

STP-7

DEPTH
FT.

with occassional cobbles
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9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 619.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.
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NOTE:
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SEE FIGURE 1 644.0± JQ
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SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS
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SEE FIGURE 1 645'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/22/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Southeast, NY
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Light-brown SILT, and coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

 End of Test Pit at 9.0± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS : SC/CL)

Percolation Rate = 20 min/in @ Elv. 642.8
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SEE FIGURE 1 645'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/22/2018
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with occassional cobbles

(USCS : SC/CL)
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Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, Medium Stiff

 End of Test Pit at 9.0± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS : SC/CL)

Percolation Rate = 15 min/in @ Elv. 643.0

Medium Stiff

(USCS : SC/CL)
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SEE FIGURE 1 645.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.
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Test Pit Completed at 8.5± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS
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SEE FIGURE 1 639.0± JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018
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CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

6" Topsoil

STP-13

DEPTH
FT.

Gravel with occassional cobbles and boulder

(USCS: CL)

Light Brown Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

Light Brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Test Pit Completed at 9± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 637.1

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 639.0± JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS

Test Pit Completed at 9.25±'

STP-14

DEPTH
FT.

Light Brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Gravel with occassional cobbles

Light Brown Silt, and coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

Percolation Rate = 10 min/in @ Elv. 636.9 Medium Stiff

Light Brown Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel (USCS: CL)
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SEE FIGURE 1 639.0±' JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY
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Light seepage at 4.5±'; Heavy seepage at 7±'
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CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION
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to
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Gravel with occassional cobbles

(USCS: CL)

Light Brown Silt, and coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

Light Brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Test Pit Completed at 9± Feet

NOTE:

(USCS: CL)

Percolation Rate = 2.3 min/in @ Elv. 636.7

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS
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SEE FIGURE 1 638.0± JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/28/2018
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    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 3±'
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STP-16

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 15 min/in @ Elv. 635.8

SESI CONSULTING ENGINEERS

Test Pit Completed at 9± Feet

Light Brown Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel

(USCS: CL)



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 638'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018
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Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 7'
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RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

6" Topsoil

Light-brown mottled SILT, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to

STP- 17

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown SILT, some medium to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

End of Test Pit at 10.1 Feet

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 636.1

Medium Stiff

fine Gravel, with occassional cobbles
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SEE FIGURE 1 640'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.
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8" Topsoil

Light-brown mottled SILT, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to

STP- 18

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown/yellow SILT, and medium to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

End of Test Pit at 10.2 Feet

NOTE:

Medium Stiff

fine Gravel, with occassional cobbles and boulder



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 649'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

Gravel, with occassional cobbles and boulders

End of Test Pit at 10.5 Feet

STP- 19

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine Sand, some Silt, little coarse to fine Medium Dense

Percolation Rate = 17.1 min/in @ Elv. 647.0

Medium Stiff

Gravel, with occassional cobbles and boulders

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel, Medium Stiff

with occassional cobbles and boulders
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CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

Light-brown coarse to fine Sand, and mottled Silt, little coarse to fine

0

1

2

3

9

10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

8'+

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 648'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 8'5"

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION

0

1

2

3

9

10

11

4

5

6

7

12

13

14

8

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

6" Topsoil

Light-brown mottled Silt, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine

STP- 20

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown/yellow medium to fine Sand, and Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

Light-brown SILT, and medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel Medium Dense

End of Test Pit at 10.0 Feet

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 645.9

Medium Stiff

Gravel, with occassional cobbles



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 638'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine Sand, and Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

End of Test Pit at 9.5 Feet

STP- 21

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown mottled Silt, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Stiff

to

Light-brown SILT, and medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel Medium Stiff

Percolation Rate = 10 min/in @ Elv. 636.0

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

12" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

Gravel, with occassional cobbles
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    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Not Encountered

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 646'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 9'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION
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8

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil

Light-brown mottled Silt, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine

STP- 22

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel with Medium Stiff

NOTE:

occassional cobbles

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 644.0

End of Test Pit at 10.5 Feet

Medium Stiff

Gravel, with occassional cobbles



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 644'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 8'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION

0

1

2

3

9

10

11

4

5

6

7

12

Gravel, with occassional cobbles and boulders

13

14

8

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel, Medium Stiff

with occassional cobbles

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil

STP- 23

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Light-brown/yellow SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Percolation Rate = 15 min/in @ Elv. 642.1

NOTE:

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

End of Test Pit at 10.3 Feet



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 649'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

Light-brown SILT, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel,

End of Test Pit at 10.2 Feet

STP- 24

DEPTH
FT.

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

Light-brown/yellow SILT, some medium to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

Light-brown mottled SILT, some medium to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Medium Stiff

Percolation Rate = 10 min/in @ Elv. 647.0

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

0

1

2

3

9

10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 7'4"±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 657'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 40 min/in @ Elv. 655.0

STP- 25

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine SAND, and Silt, little coarse to fine Gravel Medium Dense

End of Test Pit at 8.0 Feet

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel, Medium Stiff

with occassional cobbles

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

0

1

2

3

9

10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 5'6"±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 655'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

with occassional cobbles

STP- 26

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel, Medium Stiff

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel,

with occassional cobbles

End of Test Pit at 8.0 Feet

Percolation Rate = 13.3 min/in @ Elv. 652.9

Brown coarse to fine SAND, some Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil

13

14

Medium Stiff
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    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 6.5'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 652'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

with occassional cobbles

Percolation Rate = 24 min/in @ Elv. 649.8

End of Test Pit at 9.0 Feet

STP- 27

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, Medium Stiff

Medium Stiff

with occassional cobbles

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel,

0

1

2

3

9

10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 8'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 648'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 8'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION
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Percolation Rate = 7.2 min/in @ Elv. 645.8

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Gravel, Medium Stiff

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to

STP- 28

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine SAND, and Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

with occassional cobbles

 End of Test Pit at 8.5 Feet

NOTE:

Medium Stiff

fine Gravel, with occassional cobbles



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 657'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

occassional cobbles

Percolation Rate = 10 min/in @ Elv. 654.9

 End of Test Pit at 8.5 Feet

STP- 29

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, with Medium Dense

Brown/gray mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel Medium Stiff

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil

13

14

8

11

4

5

6

7

12

0

1
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3

9

10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 7'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 655'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 30 min/in @ Elv. 652.9

 End of Test Pit at 9.0 Feet

STP- 30

DEPTH
FT.

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine SAND, and Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Medium Stiff

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, with occasional cobbles

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil
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10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Light seepage at 5'5"±; Heavy at 6'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 652'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

NOTE:

with occassional cobbles

Percolation Rate = 10.9 min/in @ Elv. 649.8

 End of Test Pit at 9.0 Feet

STP- 31

DEPTH
FT.

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

Light-brown/yellow SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, Medium Stiff

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

4" Topsoil
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10

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 7'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION



9999 PROJECT     TEST PIT NO.

SEE FIGURE 1 647'+ JQ

    DATE EXCAVATED 3/19/2018

Fig.

    INSPECTED BY

Prop. Logistics Center

Seepage at 6.5'±

   APPROX. ELEV.

 PROJECT NO.

 LOCATION

 WATER OBSERVATION

0

1

2

3

9

10

11

4

5

6

7

12

Gravel, with occassional cobbles

13

14

8

Light-brown SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, trace Gravel, with Medium Stiff

RELATIVE DENSITY OR
CONSISTENCYDESCRIPTION / SOIL CLASSIFICATION

8" Topsoil

 End of Test Pit at 8.0 Feet

STP- 32

DEPTH
FT.

Light-brown mottled SILT, some coarse to fine Sand, little coarse to fine Medium Stiff

Light-brown/yellow coarse to fine SAND, and Silt, trace Gravel Medium Dense

occassional cobbles

NOTE:

Percolation Rate = 12 min/in @ Elv. 644.9
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NOTE:

THIS PLAN IS FOR LOCATING SOIL TESTS ONLY.

OTHER SITE WORK SHOWN HERE IS NOT INTENDED FOR CONSTRUCTION.

REFERENCE

SITE INFORMATION AND SOIL TESTS TAKEN FROM "SOIL TEST LOCATION PLAN" PREPARED BY

JMC SITE DEVOLOPMENT CONSULTANTS, LLC. DATED 02/06/2018, REV. 2/28/2018.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The proposed Northeast Interstate Logistics Center (NILC) development, located in the northwest section of 
Southeast, Putnam County, New York, has frontages on both Barrett Road and Pugsley Road.   The 167-acre overall 
Project Site is bounded on the north by the Patterson Town line, on the east by Pugsley Road, on the south by NYS 
Route 312 and the Putnam County Tilly Foster Farm, and on the west by wetlands within the Twin Brook residential 
development.  The proposed development would entail the construction of a four warehouses and associated 
infrastructure.   
 
The proposed development has initiated an environmental review through the New York State Office of Parks, 
Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) and the Town of Southeast.  A Phase I Archaeological Survey is 
requested prior to construction in order to establish the potential archaeological sensitivity of the portion of the Project 
Site that would experience subsurface impacts, defined as the Area of Potential Effect (APE).  If indicated, Phase IB 
field testing – designed to ascertain the presence or absence of archaeological resources - would be recommended.   
 
A large portion of the Project Site was previously subjected to Phase IA documentary research and Phase IB 
archaeological field testing in 2005, for a project known as Campus at Field Corner (HPI 2005; OPRHP #05SR55415 
and #05SR55416).  The combined Phase I report detailing the results of the documentary study and field survey, 
including the completion of 1189 shovel tests, was submitted to and accepted by OPRHP (R. Pierpont, OPRHP 
5/20/2005).  Prior plans to develop the site (2004) established the APE in a different configuration than the one proposed 
for the current development.  The two APEs overlap, in part, so those locations previously subjected to Phase IB testing 
as per OPRHP standards (New York Archaeological Council 2004; OPRHP 2005) are precluded from this study.  
Therefore, the 2017 APE includes only locations where subsurface impacts from development and infrastructure work 
are proposed, minus the locations that were previously subjected to Phase IB testing.   
 
Documentary research found that the APE lies in a region of known precontact use, although the extensive survey of 
the adjacent Campus at Fields Corner APE in 2005 by HPI identified no precontact resources on land with similar 
characteristics, despite the completion of 1189 shovel tests.  Therefore, while the APE is considered to be potentially 
sensitive for precontact resources, sensitivity is considered to be only moderate and in only those locations that have 
no prior disturbance, have less than a 12% slope, and have no standing water.  The walkover survey of the property 
identified relatively level locations in proximity to fresh water that could have once hosted Native American 
encampments, although no such resources have been previously documented for the project site. 
 
Documentary research also found that the site has only a low potential for historical period cultural resources since 
structures were not mapped in the APE until the 1960s.  However, the earliest map showing nearby development 
(1854) depicted a residential complex to the immediate north of Barrett Road, and a dwelling immediately south of 
Barrett Road at its intersection with Fields Corner Road, all adjacent to but north and out of the APE.  Therefore, 
there is historic archaeological potential in locations near the former locations of these mapped historic structures, 
but it is considered to be low due to their distances from the APE.  In addition, there is the potential for unmapped 
farm-related structures to have stood in the APE. The walkover survey identified five historical farm-related 
features, all dating to the latter half of the twentieth century.  Where visibility was low due to the presence of brush, 
there is the potential for additional farm-related features to exist. 
 
The results of the Phase IA documentary assessment indicate that the NILC APE has moderate potential for 
precontact archaeological deposits where slopes are less than 12% and the land is not obviously disturbed by 
twentieth century farm-related features, and is also sensitive for additional historic archaeological farm-related 
features.  There is also sensitivity for historic domestic features near mapped historic structures, although the 
distance of these structures from the APE renders this sensitivity low. Therefore, Phase IB archaeological testing, as 
per OPRHP guidelines is recommended.   



                                Phase IA Archaeological Assessment, Northeast Interstate Logistics Center, Southeast, New York 
 

 
HPI  ii   2/18 
 
 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ............................................................................................................................................ i 

I. INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................................... 1 

II. METHODOLOGY AND CURRENT CONDITIONS ........................................................................................ 1 

III. CONTEXTUAL OVERVIEW ............................................................................................................................. 4 

IV. ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL .................................................................................................................. 7 

V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ............................................................................................... 8 

BIBLIOGRAPHY ......................................................................................................................................................... 9 

FIGURES 

PHOTOGRAPHS 

APPENDIX:   

 A.  Soils Report, U.S.D.A. 2017 

 B.  Soil Boring Logs, John Meyer Consulting 1987 

   

 



                                Phase IA Archaeological Assessment, Northeast Interstate Logistics Center, Southeast, New York 
 

 
HPI  iii   2/18 
 
 

 

FIGURES 
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Plans (JMC 2017). 
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PHOTOGRAPHS 

 

Photograph 1:  View looking north at thick vegetation on the north side of Barrett Road near its intersection with 
Fields Corner Road. 

Photograph 2:  View looking east at a recently cleared area south of the Barret Road, Fields Corner Road, and 
Pugsley Road intersection.   

Photograph 3:  View looking west at heavy brush west of Pugsley Road. 

Photograph 4:  View looking west at heavy brush west of Pugsley Road. 

Photograph 5:  View looking west at a recently cleared area west of Pugsley Road. 

Photograph 6:  View looking west in the south part of the project area. 

Photograph 7:  View looking north at Feature 1, a livestock watering unit on the south side of Barrett Road. 

Photograph 8:  View looking west at Feature 2, ruins of a concrete lined livestock watering unit. 

Photograph 9:  View looking north at Feature 3, a small section of a concrete block wall. 

Photograph 10: View looking east at Feature 4, silo foundation remains. 

Photograph 11: View looking east at Feature 5, a livestock watering unit.  

Photograph 12: Close-up photograph of the Nelson Manufacturing Co. name on Feature 5, a livestock waterer. 

Photograph 13: View looking east at the ditch on the farmstead, left of archaeologist Sandy. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
The proposed Northeast Interstate Logistics Center (NILC) development, located in the northwest section of 
Southeast, Putnam County, New York, has frontages on both Barrett Road and Pugsley Road.   The 167-acre overall 
Project Site is bounded on the north by the Patterson Town line, on the east by Pugsley Road, on the south by NYS 
Route 312 and the Putnam County Tilly Foster Farm, and on the west by wetlands within the Twin Brook residential 
development (Figure 1).  The proposed development would entail the construction of a four warehouses and 
associated infrastructure (Figure 2a).   
 
The proposed development has initiated an environmental review through the New York State Office of Parks, 
Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) and the Town of Southeast.  A Phase I Archaeological Survey is 
requested prior to construction in order to establish the potential archaeological sensitivity of the portion of the Project 
Site that would experience subsurface impacts, defined as the Area of Potential Effect (APE).  If indicated, Phase IB 
field testing – designed to ascertain the presence or absence of archaeological resources - would be recommended.   
 
A large portion of the Project Site was previously subjected to Phase IA documentary research and Phase IB 
archaeological field testing in 2005, for a project known as Campus at Field Corner (HPI 2005; OPRHP #05SR55415 
and #05SR55416).  The combined Phase I report detailing the results of the documentary study and field survey, 
including the completion of 1189 shovel tests, was submitted to and accepted by OPRHP (R. Pierpont, OPRHP 
5/20/2005).  Prior plans to develop the site (2004) established the APE in a different configuration than the one proposed 
for the current development.  The two APEs overlap, in part, so those locations previously subjected to Phase IB testing 
as per OPRHP standards (New York Archaeological Council 2004; OPRHP 2005) are precluded from this study.  
Therefore, the 2017 APE includes only locations where subsurface impacts from development and infrastructure work 
are proposed, minus the locations that were previously subjected to Phase IB testing  (see Figures 2a, 2b, and 3).   
 
This Phase IA Archaeological Assessment was prepared to satisfy the requirements of New York State’s environmental 
review process and Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and complies with the standards of the 
OPRHP (New York Archaeological Council 1994; OPRHP 2005).  The following sections present the tasks completed 
for the Phase IA study.   
 
II. METHODOLOGY AND CURRENT CONDITIONS 
 
 A. RESEARCH GOALS AND METHODS 
 
The documentary review is designed to address two major questions: what is the potential for the NILC APE to have 
hosted precontact and historic era archaeological resources of significance and, what is the likelihood that such 
resources have survived the subsurface disturbances concomitant with subsequent use of the site, including past 
farm-related activities.   
 
In order to evaluate the potential of recovering precontact cultural remains at the NILC APE, it was essential to: 
 

• establish the predevelopment conditions of the project site to determine if it may have been hospitable for 
use by Native Americans; 

• understand regional Precontact settlement strategies to determine how the project site may have been 
utilized by Native Americans; 

• establish the historical use of the property and any residential episodes; and,  
• document prior disturbance episodes that may have eliminated potential archaeological site integrity.   

 
Sufficient information was gathered to compare, both horizontally and vertically, the precontact past, the historical 
past, and the subsurface disturbance record.  In particular, research focused on establishing the extent of prior 
subsurface disturbance caused by twentieth-century land use.  In order to answer these questions, a series of research 
tasks were undertaken to collect, synthesize, and review pertinent data in order to establish if Phase IB field testing 
is warranted. 
 
For the Phase IA study, the contextual overview encompassed the APE, identifying potentially sensitive areas.  The 
following tasks were undertaken study: 
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Documentary Research:  In order to place the project site in a historical context, local and regional histories were 
reviewed.  Historical Perspectives’ prior work in Putnam County helped to provide a basis for much of the 
contextual overview.   
 
Site File Search:  A site file search for inventoried archaeological and historical sites was conducted on both the 
local and state levels.  Nomination and designation files for any pertinent and/or neighboring properties were also 
researched.  Recent work in the area by both professional and amateur archaeologists was reviewed. 
 
Cartographic Review:  A cartographic review was conducted to identify land ownership and use of the land 
through time.  This was essential for establishing historical and modern deposition and disturbance episodes.  
Historical maps and atlases were collected from the New York Public Library, the Putnam County Archives, and 
from various on-line sources.  Historical maps provided information on land owners and development, while more 
modern maps provided data on twentieth century disturbance.   
    
Walkover Survey:  A photo record of the current conditions of the property was completed on December 7, 2017, 
after trees had defoliated.  The walkover survey noted the current conditions of surface integrity and obvious signs 
of prior subsurface disturbance.  A photograph key is provided on Figure 2b. 
 
 B. EXISTING CONDITIONS/RESULTS OF WALKOVER SURVEY  
 
The NILC Project Site is located in the northwest section of Southeast, New York.  The Project Site has frontages on 
both Barrett Road and Pugsley Road, with a small section abutting Fields Corner Road.  The Project Site is bounded 
on the north by the Patterson Town line, on the east by Pugsley Road, on the south by NYS Route 312 and the 
Putnam County Tilly Foster Farm, and on the west by wetlands within the Twin Brook residential development.   
The Middle Branch of the Croton River runs north to south within a half mile to the west, with a stream running 
through the NILC APE draining into the river to the southwest.  Wetlands that were historically depicted as “peat 
beds” lie within 500 feet to the east on the east side of Pugsley Road.   
 
The APE for the NILC site is defined as the maximum extent of impact for the construction of the development, 
including parking areas, entrance drives, storm water retention basins or wetland mitigation areas, landscaped areas, 
and all associated utility routes.  As discussed, it does not include sections of the site that were previously subjected 
to Phase IB archaeological testing (HPI 2005) to established OPRHP Standards (New York Archaeological Council 
2004; OPRHP 2005).  It also precludes locations with standing water and slopes greater than 12 percent.  Therefore, 
while the current project site encompasses 167 acres, the APE includes 46.8 acres (see Figures 2a, 2b, and 3).   
 
A pedestrian survey of the 46.8 acre APE was completed on December 7, 2017 by William Sandy and Mike 
Thomas.  Photographs were taken, existing features were noted, and obvious signs of disturbance were recorded (see 
Figure 2b Photograph Key and Photographs 1-13). 
 
Much or of the area examined is characterized by overgrown former farm fields.  The open fields were once 
separated by stone wall fences and hedgerows, but now most of the APE is a tangle of dense underbrush, small trees, 
and wild rose.  Prior to the walkover survey, broad swaths and a series of trails were cut through the brush to allow 
site access.  HPI archaeologists followed these trails, but roughly 90 percent of the APE was not visible to review 
due to dense thicket.   
 
The section of the APE north of Barrett Road is heavily overgrown brush and small trees, with larger trees near the 
stone fence lines (Photograph 1).  The area on the south side of Barrett Road in the APE near Pugsley Road was 
cleared to a point roughly between 37m (75ft) to 30m (100ft) south of the road (Photograph 2). The area to the 
southwest of the intersection had a mapped structure on the 1854 map (O’Connor 1854), but there was no visible 
evidence of this structure, possibly because of road realignment over its former location.  Most of the APE west of 
Pugsley Road is heavily overgrown with brush and small trees, also with a series of trails cut through it 
(Photographs 3-6).  No evidence of buildings, structures, or artifacts was observed along the trails where the surface 
was visible.   
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In the northwestern part of the APE, there are the remains of a farmstead immediately south of Barrett Road. In 
2005 when the prior Phase IA/IB study was completed, the existing conditions plan showed two buildings sited in 
what is now the current APE (see Figure 3).  One was depicted as long and narrow running north to south, and was 
likely a cattle barn.  The other was small, rectangular, and immediately adjacent to Barrett Road.  Neither building is 
extant, although remnants of them and other livestock-related features were observed in the field as described below.  
Each of these farm-related features was given a Feature number and locations were mapped on Figure 2b. 
 
Feature 1, an electrically powered livestock watering unit filled to a depth of 80cm (2.6ft), was identified 
immediately south of Barrett Road (Figure 2b; Photograph 7).  Feature 2 is also likely a livestock watering unit that 
has been truncated (Figure 2b; Photograph 8).  Feature 3 is a section of a concrete block wall, possibly the west wall 
of the barn mapped on the Existing Conditions Plan in 2005 (see Figures 2b and 3; Photograph 9).  Feature 4 is the 
remains of a silo base that once likely supplied animals in the barn with feed (Figure 2b; Photograph 10).  Feature 5 
is an intact livestock watering unit (Figure 2b; Photograph 11).  One of the units is embossed with NELSON 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY, CEDAR RAPIDS, IOWA USA (Photograph 12).  Research found that Nelson 
Manufacturing was founded in 1949, suggesting that the feature dates to the second half of the twentieth century 
(www.nelsonmfg.com).  South of these features is a ditch with a pile of excavated soil at its north side (Figure 2b; 
Photograph 13).  The ditch measures 6m (19.8ft) in width, about 25m (82.5 ft) long, and between 1m (3.3ft) and 2m 
(6.6ft) deep.  The area south and east of these identified features has silo-related debris and equipment strewn 
around, including a “Little Giant” conveyor belt, and a conveyor belt on wheels.  Also present in this area are broken 
cinder blocks and debris.   
 
Table 1 provides a summary of feature types identified in the APE as well as their observable sizes.  It is possible 
that additional remnants of these features, as well as others, are buried and no longer visible on the landscape. 
 
TABLE 1:  Summary of Site Features Identified in the Walkover Survey (keyed to locations on Figure 2b) 

Feature 
No. 

Feature Type Size 

1 Livestock waterer 1.5m x 1.2m (5ft x 4ft) 
2 Livestock waterer 2.0m x 1.5m (6.6ft x 5ft) 
3 Wall segment 3.6m x 0.3m x 0.4 (11.9ft x 1.0ft x 1.3ft) 
4 Silo base 5.0m (16.5ft) diameter 
5 Livestock waterer 1.3m x 1.4m (4.3ft x 4.6ft) 

 
No areas of obvious disturbance were observed during the walkover survey beyond the location of former farm-
related structures.   
 
 C. SOILS 
 
Numerous soil types are mapped for the NILC, as shown in Appendix A (U.S.D.A. 2017).  These soils are described 
in Table 2 below.   
 
TABLE 2:  Soil Types in the Area of Potential Effect (APE) 

Map Unit 
Symbol 

Map Unit Name Acres 
in APE 

Drainage Class Landforms 

PnB Paxton fine sandy loam, 3 
to 8 percent slopes 

 49.5 well drained hills, drumlins, ground moraines 

PnC Paxton fine sandy loam, 8 
to 15 percent slopes 

 26.5 well drained drumlins, ground moraines, hills 

RdB Ridgebury loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes 

 2.0 somewhat poorly 
drained 

hills, till plains, drumlinoid ridges  

Sh Sun loam 4.6 very poorly drained depressions  
Sm Sun loam, extremely 

stony 
0.6 very poorly drained depressions 

WdA Woodbridge loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes 

2.0 moderately well 
drained 

hills, drumlins, ground moraines 
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WdB Woodbridge loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes 

2.6 moderately well 
drained 

drumlins, ground moraines, hills 

WdC Woodbridge loam, 8 to 15 
percent slopes 

3.0 moderately well 
drained 

drumlins, ground moraines, hills 

 
The majority of the soils in the APE are described as well drained and have slopes of less than 15 percent.  Poorly 
drained soils are concentrated around wetland areas near the intersection of Barrett Road and Pugsley Road, 
immediately outside of the APE (Figure 2b). 
 

• Soil Boring Logs 
 
Soil borings and soil test pits were completed across the APE in 1987 (John Meyer Consulting 1987).  A total of 
eight borings were taken west of Pugsley Road in the APE, Borings B-1 through B-8, as well as multiple soil tests.  
The results of these showed the following subsurface conditions:  
  

The soils encountered…were predominantly uniform throughout the site.  Each soil boring and 
test pit excavation revealed a layer of topsoil, typically to a depth of approximately 1+ foot below 
existing grade.  Underlying the topsoil, a dense to very dense silt and clayey silt with varying 
amounts of sand and gravel was encountered.  This material was present through the completion 
depths of the soil borings and test pit excavations.  Boulders and cobbles were also present 
throughout the site profile.  Seven of the test pits encountered refusal and/or water seepage on 
cobbles and boulders (John Meyers Consulting 1987:3). 

 
No evidence of unconsolidated fill was observed across the site, however in some test locations, groundwater was 
encountered as shallow as two feet below grade (Ibid.; see Appendix B).  Further, he soil borings did not record 
obvious disturbance and therefore soils are likely still intact.  
 
III. CONTEXTUAL OVERVIEW 
 
 A. PRECONTACT PERIOD 

 
Archaeologists active in the Putnam County area have established regional models of precontact subsistence and 
settlement patterns, based on known archaeological data.  These models, while tentative, provide archaeologists with 
a baseline for understanding potential resources within the region.  An understanding of previously identified 
archaeological sites in the region and previously completed archaeological surveys helps to establish a model of 
precontact land use that can then be applied to the project site. 
 

• Known Precontact Sites in the Vicinity 
 
A site file search revealed that there are three previously reported precontact period sites within a one mile radius of 
the project site that have been inventoried at the OPRHP, while there are no such sites inventoried at the New York 
State Museum (NYSM) (see Table 3 below). 
 
TABLE 3:  Summary of Previously Identified Precontact Archaeological Sites Within One Mile 

OPRHP Site # Name Distance 
from APE 

Time Period Site Type 

7906.000044 Rockshelter Archeological Site 
(DiMarco Rockshelter) 

.5 miles east Contact, Historic 
Native American 

Rockshelter 

7906.000068 Terravest Precontact Quarry Site .7 miles east Unknown 
precontact  

Quarry, 
Workshop  

7906.000069 Terravest Precontact Site .7 miles east Unknown 
precontact 

Workshop 

 
The DeMarco Rockshelter site (07906.000044) was identified as a multicomponent site with reported evidence of 
precontact and historical use.  A bayonet and a coin, dated to 1749, indicate a pre-Revolutionary component.  
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However, the precontact material found at the site – if any – is not listed on the site inventory form.  The two 
undated precontact sites (07906.00068 and 07906.000069) produced quartz flakes, blocks, cores, and shatter 
fragments, but no diagnostic material, and were found as part of an archaeological survey of the Terravest Corporate 
Park property, situated about three-quarters of a mile east of the NILC APE.   
 
In addition to the three inventoried sites reported in the site file search, a fifth precontact site was identified within 
close proximity to the NILC APE but did not turn up in the current OPRHP inventory.  In 1997, Hartgen Associates 
conducted archaeological field investigations at a small parcel of land immediately east of I-84 and north of Route 
312, about .5 miles east of the current NILC project site (Hartgen 1997, 1998).  Parcel 1 of that survey contained a 
small precontact site occupying a roughly 7,500 square foot area that contained several chert and quartz flakes, a 
worked chert cobble core, and quartz shatter (Ibid.).  Site preservation or additional testing was recommended. 
 

• Prior Phase IB Archaeological Survey:  Campus at Field Corners 
 
The presence of these precontact sites in proximity to the NILC APE indicates that Native Americans were utilizing 
the area for at least several thousand years, if not more.  Because of these findings, the previous Phase IA 
documentary study of the 327-acre Campus at Fields Corner project site which abuts the NILC APE concluded that 
it was sensitive for both precontact archaeological deposits (HPI 2005).  However, Phase IB field testing of the 
118.34 APE in 2005 failed to find any precontact artifact concentrations or deposits of significance through the 
excavation of 1,189 shovel tests (STs).  Several STs contained chert flakes and one produced a bifacially worked 
tool, but testing arrays around these locations did not contain any additional precontact material (HPI 2005). 
 
The lack of any precontact activity areas identified from the terrain immediately adjacent to the current 2017 NILC 
APE suggests that there is only moderate sensitivity for precontact resources at the site.     
 
 B. HISTORICAL PERIOD 
 
At the time of European arrival, Putnam County was occupied by Wappinger Indians.  Shortly thereafter, European 
traders, farmers, and craftsmen established themselves along major and secondary waterways.  In 1691 Adolph Philipse 
of New York City purchased most of the county's land, and leased large tracts to tenant farmers.  In 1730 settlers arrived 
in what is now Southeast, originating from Massachusetts, Connecticut, Long Island, and Westchester County.  Samuel 
Field, one of the first settlers in town, arrived in 1732.  Together with David Townsend, another early settler, the two 
purchased much of the southeastern corner of what is now Putnam County, including lands in the Town of Southeast, 
through the 1880s (Pelletreau 1885:413).   
 
In 1737, what is now Putnam County was designated as the South Precinct of Duchess [sic] County, and remained under 
the ownership of Adolph Philipse.  After his death, in 1754 the Patent was divided into nine lots and willed to three heirs, 
Mary Philipse, Philip Philipse, and Susannah Philipse Robinson.  The project site fell within Lot 8, deeded to Philip 
Philipse.  Since the Philipses were Tories during the American Revolution, after the war their land was confiscated and 
sold to tenant farmers (Pelletreau 1885:92).      
 
By 1776, the South Precinct of Dutchess County was subdivided into the Philips, Fredericksburgh, and South East 
Precincts.  The town of Southeast later was formed in 1795 from part of Fredericks Town, formerly Fredericksburgh, 
and the south half of the South East Precinct.  In 1812 Putnam County became an entity separate from Dutchess County.  
Like most of the surrounding land, the NILC project site was probably used for pasturage, as the land in Southeast was 
better adapted to grazing than grain production (Blake 1849:287). 
 
In 1849 the New York & Harlem Railroad (now the Harlem Line of  the Metro North Railroad)  extended from New 
York to Pawling (Howe, et al 1982:4), spurring the local economies based on dairy farming, mills, and small factories.  
During the 1860s, Southeast continued to grow steadily, sporting a wool hat factory and numerous mills.  In 1864 Gail 
Borden established the Borden Condensed Milk Company in Brewster village, prompting an increase in the labor force 
and a demand for locally sourced fresh milk (Ibid.:5).  Many of the local farmers quickly turned their sights to dairying.  
In the latter half of the nineteenth century, iron and mineral mining was heavily pursued in Southeast, including the Tilly 
Foster Mine to the southwest of the Project Site.  Tilly Foster was known as an open pit mine, but it also had a "lower 
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mine" of underground shafts and galleries.  By 1885 the mine was 600 or more feet deep.  In 1897 the mine was flooded 
by water from the Middle Branch reservoir, and it was officially closed by New York State (Iron Mining in Southeast). 
 
The twentieth century brought a growth of population to the Town of Southeast as transportation improvements made 
access to the nearby metropolis of New York City more accessible.  Modern development to the south, west, and east of 
the NILC APE includes the construction of I-84 and the Route 312/I-84 interchange in the early 1970s, and the more 
recent development of the retail center on Independent Way, south Route 312 and east of Pugsley Road.    
 
Historical maps and atlases indicate that the project site had structures on or near it throughout the historical period (see 
Table 4 below).  For ease of discussion, modern road names are referenced in Table 4. 
 
TABLE 4:  Summary of Historical Development 

SOURCE AND DATE STRUCTURES IN OR IMMEDIATELY ADJACENT TO THE NILC AREA 
OF POTENTIAL EFFECT (APE) 

1829 Burr No roads or structures are mapped in or near the APE. 

1854 O’Connor (Figure 4) 

No structures depicted in APE. 
One unlabeled structure south of Barrett Road opposite intersection with 
Field Corners Road in 2005 APE.  
Uriah Townsend farm complex north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
P. R. Whitney & Co. complex east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of 
APE. 

1867 Beers (Figure 5) 
No structures depicted in APE.   
J. T. Barrett dwelling north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
P. R. Whiting structures east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1876 Reed (Figure 6) 
No structures depicted in APE.   
J. T. Barrett dwelling north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
P. R. Whiting structures east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1892 U.S.G.S. (Figure 7) 

No structures depicted in APE. 
One structure north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
One structure far south of Barrett Road on edge of APE. 
One structure east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1928 U.S.G.S. (Figure 8) 

No structures depicted in APE. 
One structure north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
One structure far south of Barrett Road on edge of APE. 
One structure east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1930 Dolph and Stewart (Figure 9) (No structures depicted anywhere on this map)  
P. Pugsley owns 133ac. Farm in APE. 

1944 U.S.G.S. (Figure 10) 
No structures depicted in APE. 
One structure north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
One structure east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1960 U.S.G.S. (Figure 11) 
One structure outlined (not solid) south of Barrett Road in APE. 
One structure extant and one outlined north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
Four structures east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1963 Aerial (Figure 12) 

One or more structures south of Barrett Road in APE. 
One structure (barn) far south of Barrett Road south of APE. 
Several structures on north side of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
Several structures east of Pugsley Road near Route 312 out of APE. 

1981 U.S.G.S. Two structures north of Barrett Road in 2005 APE. 
 
The review of maps and atlases identified mapped structures on the north side of Barrett Road in the 2005 APE from 
1854 onward (Figures 4-12), but no structures were depicted in the APE until the 1960s (Figures 5-12).  In 1960 and 
1963 one or more structures were visible in the APE opposite the farm complex on the north side of Barrett Road, 
including one long rectangular structure that may have been a barn (U.S.G.S. 1960, Figure 11; American Air 
Surveys 1963, Figure 12).  By 1981, no structures were mapped in the NILC APE (U.S.G.S. 1981).   
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• Known Historical Period Archaeological Sites in the Vicinity 
 
Prior cultural resource surveys undertaken nearby in the Town of Southeast have identified historical period 
resources of merit.  Three previously inventoried historical period sites within one mile of the NILC APE site were 
identified in the records of OPRHP (see Table 5 below):  
 
TABLE 5:  Summary of Previously Identified Historical Sites Within One Mile 

OPRHP Site # Name Distance 
from APE 

Time Period Site Type 

7901.000062 Cellar Hole, Former Tenant Farmer 
House (Ineligible) 

.6 miles west Mid-twentieth 
century 

Historic 
foundation 

7906.000045 Eighteenth Century Historic 
Archeological Site 

.6 miles east Eighteenth to 
twentieth century 

Historic deposit 

7906.000055 Sherwood House  .4 miles 
southeast 

Early to mid-
nineteenth century 

Historic Structure 

 
The historic archaeological site (07906.000045) was identified during the survey of a tract of land about .6 miles 
east of the NILC APE, near Zimmer Road, which was historically the eastward continuation of Barrett Road before 
I84 was constructed.  Historical maps dating from 1854 onward showed a structure in this location, and 
archaeological testing identified nineteenth-century redware, white earthenware, and twentieth-century porcelain 
and glass (Hartgen 2001, 2002).  None of the archaeological material was found associated with an intact historical 
feature.  The second identified historical site (07906.000055) is a Greek Revival house that stands on the south side 
of Route 312, immediately west of I84.  Archaeological testing at the site identified pearlware, whiteware, 
stoneware, redware, and yellowware fragments (Hartgen 1997, 1998).  No historical deposits were associated with 
any buried historic features, and the house itself was found to lack architectural integrity, and was determined 
ineligible for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places (NR).   
 
IV. ARCHAEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL 
 

A. PRECONTACT RESOURCES 
 
Documentary research found that the APE lies in a region of known precontact use, although the extensive survey of 
the adjacent Campus at Fields Corner APE in 2005 by HPI identified no precontact resources on land with similar 
characteristics, despite the completion of 1,189 shovel tests.  Therefore, while the APE is considered to be 
potentially sensitive for precontact resources, sensitivity is considered to be only moderate and in only those 
locations that have no prior disturbance, have less than a 12% slope, and have no standing water.  The walkover 
survey of the property identified relatively level locations in proximity to fresh water that could have once hosted 
Native American encampments, although no such resources have been previously documented for the project site 
(Figure 13). Further, soil borings from 1987 that fall within this APE showed intact soils and no disturbance. 
 

B. HISTORICAL RESOURCES 
 
Documentary research found that the site has only a low potential for historical period cultural resources since 
structures were not mapped in the APE until the 1960s.  However, the earliest map showing nearby development 
(1854) depicted a residential complex to the immediate north of Barrett Road, and a dwelling immediately south of 
Barrett Road at its intersection with Fields Corner Road, all adjacent to but north and out of the APE.  Therefore, 
there is historic archaeological potential in locations near the former locations of these mapped historic structures, 
but it is considered to be low due to their distances from the APE (Figure 13).  In addition, there is the potential for 
unmapped farm-related structures to have stood in the APE. The walkover survey identified five historical farm-
related features, all dating to the latter half of the twentieth century.  Where visibility was low due to the presence of 
brush, there is the potential for additional farm-related features to exist (Figure 13). 
 



                                Phase IA Archaeological Assessment, Northeast Interstate Logistics Center, Southeast, New York 
 

 
HPI  8   2/18 
 
 

 

V. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The results of the Phase IA documentary assessment indicate that the NILC APE has moderate potential for 
precontact archaeological deposits where slopes are less than 12% and the land is not obviously disturbed by 
twentieth century farm-related features, and is also sensitive for additional historic archaeological farm-related 
features.  There is also sensitivity for historic domestic features near mapped historic structures, although the 
distance of these structures from the APE renders this sensitivity low (Figure 13). Therefore, Phase IB 
archaeological testing as per OPRHP guidelines is recommended.   
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NORTHEAST INTERSTATE LOGISTICS CENTER
SOUTHEAST, PUTNAM COUNTY, NEW YORK

Figure 1: Project site and APE on Lake Carmel, New York 7.5 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 2016).
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� TOTAL NEW APE: ±64.2 ACRES

� NEW APE WITH SLOPES ≥12%: ±17.4 ACRES

� NET NEW APE: ±46.8 ACRES

Phase IA Archaeological Assessment
Northeast Interstate Logistics Center
Southeast, New York

Figure 2a:  Proposed Development, Project Area, and  Area 
     of Potential Effect (JMC 2017).
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Figure 2b:  Project Site Boundaries, Area of Potential Effect, Photograph 
Key and Feature Key on Existing Conditions Plans (JMC 2017).
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Figure 3:  Phase IB Testing, Campus at Field Corners (HPI 2005).
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Figure 4: Project site and APE on Map of Putnam County, New York (O’Connor 1854).
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Figure 5: Project site and APE on Map of Town of Southeast, New York (Beers 1867).
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Figure 6: Project site and APE on Map of Putnam County, New York (Reed 1876).
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Figure 7: Project site and APE on Carmel, New York 15 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 1892).
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Figure 8: Project site and APE on Carmel, New York 15 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 1928).
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Figure 9: Project site and APE on Acreage Ownership Map of Putnam County, New York 
(Dolph & Stewart 1930s).
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Figure 10: Project site and APE on Lake Carmel, New York 7.5 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 1944).
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Figure 11: Project site and APE on Lake Carmel, New York 7.5 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 1960).
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SOUTHEAST, PUTNAM COUNTY, NEW YORK

Figure 12: Project site and APE on South East Lake Tonetta Bog Brook Reservoir 
Middle Branch Reservoir (American Air Surveys 1963).
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PHASE IA ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT 
NORTHEAST INTERSTATE LOGISTICS CENTER
SOUTHEAST, PUTNAM COUNTY, NEW YORK

Figure 13:  Areas of Potential Archaeological Sensitivity on Lake Carmel, New York 
        7.5 Minute Quadrangle (U.S.G.S. 2016).
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Photograph 1:  View looking north at thick vegetation on the north side of Barrett Road near its intersection 
with Fields Corner Road. 
 

 
Photograph 2:  View looking east at a recently cleared area south of the Barret Road, Fields Corner Road, 
and Pugsley Road intersection. 



 

Photograph 3:  View looking west at heavy brush west of Pugsley Road. 
 

Photograph 4:  View looking west at heavy brush west of Pugsley Road. 
 



Photograph 5:  View looking west at a recently cleared area west of Pugsley Road. 
 

Photograph 6:  View looking west in the south part of the project area. 
 



Photograph 7:  View looking north at Feature 1, a livestock watering unit on the south side of Barrett Road. 
 

Photograph 8:  View looking west at Feature 2, ruins of a concrete lined livestock watering unit. 
 



 
Photograph 9:  View looking north at Feature 3, a small section of a concrete block wall. 
 

Photograph 10: View looking east at Feature 4, silo foundation remains. 
 



Photograph 11: View looking east at Feature 5, a livestock watering unit. 
 

Photograph 12: Close-up photograph of the Nelson Manufacturing Co. name on Feature 5, a livestock 
waterer. 
 



 
Photograph 13: View looking east at the ditch on the farmstead, left of archaeologist Sandy. 
     



Appendix A:  Soils Report, U.S.D.A. 2017



United States
Department of
Agriculture

A product of the National
Cooperative Soil Survey,
a joint effort of the United
States Department of
Agriculture and other
Federal agencies, State
agencies including the
Agricultural Experiment
Stations, and local
participants

Custom Soil Resource 
Report for

Putnam County, 
New York
Phase IA Archaeological 
Assessment

Natural
Resources
Conservation
Service

November 30, 2017



Contents
Preface.................................................................................................................... 2
How Soil Surveys Are Made..................................................................................5
Soil Map.................................................................................................................. 8

Soil Map................................................................................................................9
Legend................................................................................................................10
Map Unit Legend................................................................................................ 11
Map Unit Descriptions.........................................................................................11

Putnam County, New York.............................................................................. 13
PnB—Paxton fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes................................. 13
PnC—Paxton fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes............................... 14
PnD—Paxton fine sandy loam, 15 to 25 percent slopes............................. 16
RdB—Ridgebury loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes............................................. 17
Sh—Sun loam............................................................................................. 19
Sm—Sun loam, extremely stony................................................................. 20
WdA—Woodbridge loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes......................................... 22
WdB—Woodbridge loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes......................................... 23
WdC—Woodbridge loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes....................................... 25

References............................................................................................................27

4



9

Custom Soil Resource Report
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Putnam County, New York
Survey Area Data: Version 14, Oct 8, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Dec 31, 2009—Oct 5, 
2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

PnB Paxton fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

49.5 54.5%

PnC Paxton fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 
percent slopes

26.5 29.2%

PnD Paxton fine sandy loam, 15 to 
25 percent slopes

0.0 0.0%

RdB Ridgebury loam, 3 to 8 percent 
slopes

2.0 2.2%

Sh Sun loam 4.6 5.0%

Sm Sun loam, extremely stony 0.6 0.6%

WdA Woodbridge loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes

2.0 2.2%

WdB Woodbridge loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

2.6 2.9%

WdC Woodbridge loam, 8 to 15 
percent slopes

3.0 3.3%

Totals for Area of Interest 90.8 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 

Custom Soil Resource Report
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are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas.

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Putnam County, New York

PnB—Paxton fine sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2t2qp
Elevation: 0 to 1,570 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 240 days
Farmland classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Paxton and similar soils: 80 percent
Minor components: 20 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Paxton

Setting
Landform: Hills, drumlins, ground moraines
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope, summit, shoulder
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope, crest, nose slope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 

schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 8 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw1 - 8 to 15 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw2 - 15 to 26 inches: fine sandy loam
Cd - 26 to 65 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 18 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Medium
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 37 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 3.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2s
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No

Custom Soil Resource Report

13



Minor Components

Woodbridge
Percent of map unit: 9 percent
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope, footslope, summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 6 percent
Landform: Ground moraines, drainageways, hills, depressions
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope, footslope, toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Head slope, base slope, dip
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Charlton
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Hills
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

PnC—Paxton fine sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2w66y
Elevation: 0 to 1,320 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 240 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Paxton and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Paxton

Setting
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 
schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 8 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw1 - 8 to 15 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw2 - 15 to 26 inches: fine sandy loam
Cd - 26 to 65 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 8 to 15 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: Medium
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 37 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Charlton
Percent of map unit: 7 percent
Landform: Hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Hydric soil rating: No

Woodbridge
Percent of map unit: 6 percent
Landform: Hills, drumlins, ground moraines
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope, summit, backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions, drumlins, ground moraines, drainageways, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope, head slope
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Hydric soil rating: Yes
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PnD—Paxton fine sandy loam, 15 to 25 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2w67j
Elevation: 0 to 1,450 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 240 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Paxton and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Paxton

Setting
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 

schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 8 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw1 - 8 to 15 inches: fine sandy loam
Bw2 - 15 to 26 inches: fine sandy loam
Cd - 26 to 65 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 15 to 25 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Runoff class: High
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 37 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Hydric soil rating: No
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Minor Components

Charlton
Percent of map unit: 8 percent
Landform: Hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Hydric soil rating: No

Woodbridge
Percent of map unit: 6 percent
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 1 percent
Landform: Ground moraines, drainageways, hills, depressions, drumlins
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Head slope, base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave, linear
Across-slope shape: Concave, linear
Hydric soil rating: Yes

RdB—Ridgebury loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 9tzs
Elevation: 50 to 1,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 46 to 50 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 46 to 52 degrees F
Frost-free period: 115 to 215 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Ridgebury, somewhat poorly drained, and similar soils: 50 percent
Ridgebury, poorly drained, and similar soils: 35 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Ridgebury, Somewhat Poorly Drained

Setting
Landform: Hills, till plains, drumlinoid ridges
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope, summit
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Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loamy till derived mainly from granite, gneiss, and schist

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: loam
H2 - 8 to 26 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam
H3 - 26 to 60 inches: gravelly loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 14 to 30 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Somewhat poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to 

moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 6 to 18 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 3.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: B/D
Hydric soil rating: No

Description of Ridgebury, Poorly Drained

Setting
Landform: Hills, till plains, drumlinoid ridges
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope, summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loamy till derived mainly from granite, gneiss, and schist

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 8 inches: loam
H2 - 8 to 26 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam
H3 - 26 to 60 inches: gravelly loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 14 to 30 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to 

moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 0 to 12 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 3.4 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3w
Hydrologic Soil Group: B/D
Hydric soil rating: Yes
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Minor Components

Sun
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Leicester
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Hydric soil rating: No

Woodbridge
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Hydric soil rating: No

Paxton
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury, very stony
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Hydric soil rating: No

Sh—Sun loam

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 9v04
Elevation: 600 to 1,800 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 46 to 50 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 46 to 52 degrees F
Frost-free period: 115 to 215 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Sun and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Sun

Setting
Landform: Depressions
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Loamy till derived primarily from limestone and sandstone, with a 

component of schist, shale, or granitic rocks in some areas
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Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 9 inches: loam
H2 - 9 to 27 inches: loam
H3 - 27 to 60 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 3 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Very poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to 

moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 0 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: Frequent
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Minor Components

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Leicester
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Palms
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landform: Marshes, swamps
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Sun, stony
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Sm—Sun loam, extremely stony

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 9v05
Mean annual precipitation: 46 to 50 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 46 to 52 degrees F
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Frost-free period: 115 to 215 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Sun and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Sun

Setting
Landform: Depressions
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Parent material: Loamy till derived primarily from limestone and sandstone, with a 

component of schist, shale, or granitic rocks in some areas

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 9 inches: loam
H2 - 9 to 27 inches: loam
H3 - 27 to 60 inches: gravelly fine sandy loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 3 percent
Percent of area covered with surface fragments: 9.0 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Very poorly drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately low to 

moderately high (0.06 to 0.20 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 0 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: Frequent
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Minor Components

Leicester
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Palms
Percent of map unit: 3 percent
Landform: Marshes, swamps
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Hydric soil rating: Yes

Sun, non-stony
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Depressions
Hydric soil rating: Yes

WdA—Woodbridge loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2w68t
Elevation: 0 to 770 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 145 to 240 days
Farmland classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Woodbridge, loam, and similar soils: 86 percent
Minor components: 14 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Woodbridge, Loam

Setting
Landform: Hills, drumlins, ground moraines
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope, summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Crest
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 

schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 6 inches: loam
Bw1 - 6 to 18 inches: gravelly loam
Bw2 - 18 to 29 inches: gravelly loam
Cd - 29 to 65 inches: gravelly loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 3 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained
Runoff class: Very high
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 30 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.7 inches)
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Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 7 percent
Landform: Depressions, drumlins, ground moraines, drainageways, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope, head slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Paxton
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Shoulder, summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Crest
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Hydric soil rating: No

Sutton
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

WdB—Woodbridge loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2w688
Elevation: 0 to 1,280 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 145 to 240 days
Farmland classification: All areas are prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Woodbridge, loam, and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Custom Soil Resource Report

23



Description of Woodbridge, Loam

Setting
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit, backslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope, crest
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 

schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 6 inches: loam
Bw1 - 6 to 18 inches: gravelly loam
Bw2 - 18 to 29 inches: gravelly loam
Cd - 29 to 65 inches: gravelly loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 3 to 8 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained
Runoff class: Very high
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 30 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 2w
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Paxton
Percent of map unit: 7 percent
Landform: Hills, drumlins, ground moraines
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit, shoulder, backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Crest, side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 7 percent
Landform: Ground moraines, drainageways, hills, depressions, drumlins
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope, head slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Hydric soil rating: Yes
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Sutton
Percent of map unit: 1 percent
Landform: Ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

WdC—Woodbridge loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 2w68p
Elevation: 10 to 1,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 36 to 71 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 39 to 55 degrees F
Frost-free period: 145 to 240 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Woodbridge, loam, and similar soils: 82 percent
Minor components: 18 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Woodbridge, Loam

Setting
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope, backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Convex
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Coarse-loamy lodgment till derived from gneiss, granite, and/or 

schist

Typical profile
Ap - 0 to 6 inches: loam
Bw1 - 6 to 18 inches: gravelly loam
Bw2 - 18 to 29 inches: gravelly loam
Cd - 29 to 65 inches: gravelly loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 8 to 15 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 39 inches to densic material
Natural drainage class: Moderately well drained
Runoff class: Very high
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.14 in/hr)
Depth to water table: About 18 to 30 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
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Frequency of ponding: None
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline (0.0 to 1.9 mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C/D
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Paxton
Percent of map unit: 8 percent
Landform: Drumlins, ground moraines, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Backslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Side slope
Down-slope shape: Linear, convex
Across-slope shape: Convex
Hydric soil rating: No

Ridgebury
Percent of map unit: 7 percent
Landform: Depressions, drumlins, ground moraines, drainageways, hills
Landform position (two-dimensional): Toeslope, footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope, head slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Concave
Hydric soil rating: Yes

Sutton
Percent of map unit: 2 percent
Landform: Hills, ground moraines
Landform position (two-dimensional): Footslope
Landform position (three-dimensional): Base slope
Down-slope shape: Concave
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Urban land
Percent of map unit: 1 percent
Hydric soil rating: Unranked
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17 Dupont Street, Plainview, NY 11803 ■ Tel. 516.576.8844 ■ Fax. 516.576.0093 ■ www.carichinc.com 

      March 29, 2018 
 

 
Putnam Seabury Partners, LP 
287 King Street 
Chappaqua, NY 10514 
 
Attn: Mr. Harvey Schulweis 
     

Re: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment 
Northeast Interstate Logistics Center Property 
Barrett Road & Pugsley Road,  
Town of Southeast, NY 

      Section 45; Block 1; Lots 4, 5, 8, 12 & 13. 
      
Dear Mr. Schulweis 
 
 
The following report summarizes a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the above-

referenced location (hereinafter referred to as the Property or the Site), performed by CA RICH 

Consultants, Inc. (CA RICH).  This Phase I ESA was completed in substantive conformance with 

the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-13, which sets forth nationally, accepted 

Phase I guidance criteria.  In addition, a Tier 1 vapor encroachment screening was completed in 

accordance with ASTM E 2600-10 and is included in this report. 

 

If you have any questions pertaining to this report, please feel free to contact the undersigned.  

We thank you for the opportunity to provide you with our professional environmental services. 

 

      Sincerely,  

 
                  CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC. 

   
 

___________________________       

      Richard J. Izzo, PG, CPG, EP 
Vice President 

Reviewed by: 
 
 
 
___________________________ 
Jason T. Cooper, PG, CPG, EP 
Senior Project Manager 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
CA RICH Consultants, Inc. (“CA RICH”) of Plainview, New York has completed this Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of the Property located along Barret & Pugsley  Road in the 
Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY (the Property). CA RICH performed this Phase I ESA in 
substantive conformance with the suggested informational requirements, scope, and limitations of 
the American Society for Testing & Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice E 1527-13 for ESAs.  Any 
exceptions to, or deletions from, these practices are described in Section 1.4 of this report. 
 
The subject Property is an approximately 327-acre parcel located along Barrett Road & Pugsley  
Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY.  The location of the Property is illustrated on 
Figure 1. The Property is currently undeveloped and consists of mature woodlands and overgrown 
fields separated by stone walls.  The Property was reportedly historically used as a dairy farm. 
Three small unnamed ponds and associated wetland areas exist on the site along with a stream 
identified as Beaver Brook, a tributary to the Middle Branch Croton River.   
 
The information and findings presented herein are based upon the data acquired during the 
Property visit and through pertinent information obtained from regulatory agencies, responsible 
persons knowledgeable about the Property, and other historical information sources.  Based upon 
our site inspection and the historical information reviewed for this Phase I ESA, no Recognized 
Environmental Conditions (RECs) were identified in connection with the subject Property.  
 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 Purpose  
 
The purpose of this Phase I ESA is to identify ASTM-defined RECs associated with the subject 
Property.  This assessment was conducted in substantive conformance with ASTMs "Standard 
Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process" E 
1527-13. 
 
This Standard defines a REC as the presence of any hazardous substance or petroleum product 
in, on, or at the property due to any past, current, or future release to the environment.  The term 
recognized environmental condition does not include a de minimis condition.  A de minimis 
condition generally does not present a material risk or threat of harm to public health or the 
environment, and would generally not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the 
attention of an appropriate governmental regulatory agency. 
 
Additionally, Controlled Recognized Environmental Conditions (CRECs), and Historical 
Recognized Environmental Conditions (HRECs) are defined in the ASTM E 1527-13 standard.  A 
CREC is a recognized environmental condition resulting from a past release of hazardous 
substance or petroleum product that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable 
regulatory agency, with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to remain in place 
subject to the implementation of required controls. 
 
An HREC is a ‘past-release’ of any hazardous substance or petroleum product that has occurred 
in connection with a property.  An HREC meets unrestricted use criteria and/or has been addressed 
to the satisfaction of the applicable established regulatory, without subjecting the property to any 
required controls.  A condition considered by the environmental professional to be a CREC and/or 
an HREC will be listed in the Findings section of this Phase I ESA and as a REC in the Conclusion 
section.  
 
This Standard is designed to constitute "all appropriate inquiry into the previous ownership and 
uses of the property consistent with good commercial or customary practice" as defined in CERCLA 
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42 USC 9601 (35) (B).   Consequently, this Assessment investigates the historical land use and 
present-day condition of the Property in accordance with accepted standards prevailing within the 
lending industry and the environmental assessment profession. 
 

1.2 Detailed Scope of Services 
 
The following general activities were performed by CA RICH as part of this Phase I ESA: 
 

 Visual and physical inspection of representative and reasonably accessible areas of the 
Property by an experienced CA RICH Environmental Professional (EP) or their appointee 
under their direct supervision.  The inspection also included a review of building practices 
at adjoining properties; 
 

 Investigation of historical land use practices including review of available Local Directory 
publications and historical Sanborn® Fire Insurance Maps, Aerial Photographs, 
Topographical Maps, discussions with knowledgeable parties associated with the Property 
and other readily available records or reports (i.e. prior Phase 1’s); 

 

 Review and inquiry of relevant Federal, State, and local database records pertaining to the 
subject Property and properties located within the approximate minimum search distance 
for the purposes of identifying any potential sources of migrating hazardous substances or 
petroleum products; and, 

 

 Review of the Property's proximity to ecologically sensitive areas or media   (i.e. parks, 
rivers, underlying ground water, etc.) using records and maps published by the Federal 
United States Geological Survey (USGS) along with neighborhood reconnaissance.  

 

1.3 Significant Assumptions 
 
For the purpose of performing this Phase I ESA, CA RICH assumes that information provided to 
us by the Client, database search companies, historical records, and interviews, is accurate.  Our 
findings and conclusions regarding the potential environmental impact of nearby, off-site buildings 
or adjoining property facilities upon the subject Property are based upon readily available 
information from review of the environmental databases and observable conditions at the time of 
inspection by the EP.  Any further, more detailed review or interpretation of a specific file or record 
is beyond the standard Phase I scope of work approved at this time.  
 
Further, the EP investigator(s) cannot be held responsible for either innocent or intentional 
misrepresentations, inaccurate statements, claims made, or information furnished to CA RICH 
regarding the environmental integrity of this Property.   
 
 

1.4 Limitations and Exceptions 
 
CA RICH performed this Phase I ESA of the subject Property in accordance with good commercial 
and customary practice and generally accepted protocols within the consulting industry as set forth 
in the ASTM E 1527-13 Standard.  CA RICH has included review of some non-ASTM issues for 
this assessment including asbestos, lead based paint, and radon gas.  Otherwise, there have been 
no intentional deviations or deletions from this practice in the performance of this assessment.  The 
assessment included a visual (observable) inspection of representative areas of the Property, the 
examination of readily ascertainable and practically reviewable public records concerning the 
current and prior use of the Property, recorded environmental conditions, and further discussions 
with responsible and knowledgeable parties associated with the Property. 
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The findings, conclusions and professional opinion set forth in this environmental report are based 
upon the limited information available to CA RICH during this assessment period.  If new 
information becomes available concerning the Property and environs relative to existing or future 
intended land use after the date of this report, the findings and conclusions contained herein may 
be subject to modification.  While this Assessment was performed in accordance with good 
commercial and customary practice and generally accepted protocols within the environmental 
consulting industry, CA RICH cannot guarantee that the Property is completely free of hazardous 
substances, petroleum products, or other materials or conditions that could subject the Owner(s) 
to potential liabilities.  The presence or absence of any such material and/or condition may only be 
revealed or confirmed through testing and analysis of any stored or suspect material and/or 
condition.  These include, but are not limited to: suspect residual liquids, gels, and/or solid waste 
materials, underlying fill, fluids, soils and/or soil vapors; sediments, ground water, surface water, 
chemicals, residues, biologicals, odors, soot, refuse and/or building materials. 
 
Subsurface conditions were not field-investigated and were outside the scope of this Phase I ESA 
and therefore, may differ from the conditions implied by records review and/or surficial 
observations.  Conditions such as waste emplacement, fill, and soil or groundwater contamination 
would be disclosed to CA RICH only by surficial indications, interviews, or available regulatory 
records.  In the absence of such information, these possible conditions may only be revealed 
through further specific media testing or sampling and testing methodologies, all of which are 
beyond the scope of this Phase I Assessment, with exceptions as reported herein.   
 
Because there are limitations to the amount of time and resources expended at this level of an 
initial Phase I Assessment, CA RICH cannot guarantee that all existing and pertinent Property 
information was reviewed.  There may remain data gaps and/or additional relevant information not 
discovered through the standard level of all appropriate inquiry employed at this time.   However, 
we do acknowledge that to the best of our belief, the readily ascertainable information we have 
supplied is true, complete, and correct; and that facts or figures that may have an adverse effect 
upon the validity of the findings and professional opinion provided herein have not purposely been 
omitted. 
 
CA RICH has no interest other than professional in this ESA and neither its performance, nor 
compensation for same, is contingent upon the findings and/or opinion or recommendation(s), if 
any, represented herein.  Any litigation matters that may pertain to the Property are not discussed 
and this report is not a legal opinion. 
 

1.5 User Reliance 
 
This report is intended for the use by Putnam Seabury Partners, LP and their associated lenders & 
counsel.  It may not be used or relied upon by any other party, or third party, without the written 
consent of CA RICH.  The scope of services performed in execution of this evaluation may not be 
appropriate to satisfy the needs of other users, extensions of credit, future occupants, actual or 
future prospective purchasers, transferees, assignees, rating agencies, indentured trustees, and/or 
any institutional provider, and/or altered land usage, or altered future land usage; and the use or 
re-use of this document or the findings, professional opinion, or aforementioned recommendations 
provided herein is at the risk of said user. 
 
This Report, or reference to it, may be included, or quoted in any offering, registration statement, 
or prospectus relative to a securitization or transaction involving a mortgage loan and/or other such 
securities.   
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2.0 PROPERTY DESCRIPTION 

 

2.1 Location and Legal Description 
 
 
The subject Property is an approximately 327-acre parcel located along Barrett Road & Pugsley  
Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY.  The location of the Property is illustrated on 
Figure 1.  The Tax map designation for the property is as follows: Section 45; Block 1; Lots 4, 5, 8, 
12 & 13. 
 

2.2 Description of Property 
 
The subject Property is an approximately 327-acre parcel located along Barrett Road & Pugsley  
Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY.  The location of the Property is illustrated on 
Figure 1. The Property is currently undeveloped and consists of mature woodlands and overgrown 
fields separated by stone walls.  Three small unnamed ponds and associated wetland areas exist 
on the site along with a stream identified as Beaver Brook, a tributary to the Middle Branch Croton 
River. 

 
2.3 Description of Surrounding Area 
 
The area in which the Property is located is a rural/suburban area containing residential 
subdivisions, undeveloped land and commercial properties. 
 

2.4 Current Uses of the Property 
 
The subject Property is currently vacant and is slated for redevelopment for commercial purposes.   
 

2.5 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties  
 
The Property is bordered by residential properties and undeveloped land.   

 

2.6 Site Geology & Hydrogeology 
 
According to maps and reports published by the United States Geological Survey (USGS) and 
others, the Property is underlain by unconsolidated Cretaceous to Quaternary age deposits 
consisting of interbedded layers of clay, silt, sand and gravel.  These deposits are in turn, underlain 
by crystalline bedrock of Cambrian and Ordivician age.   
 
Groundwater depth underlying the Property is estimated to range from surface level to thirty feet 
below land surface.  Site-specific groundwater depth and flow direction can only be confirmed by a 
hydrogeologic study, which was beyond the scope of this investigation. 
 
Three small unnamed ponds and associated wetland areas exist on the Site along with a stream 
identified as Beaver Brook, a tributary to the Middle Branch Croton River.   

3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION 

 
ASTM E 1527-13 defines the “User” as: “the party seeking to use practice E 1527-13 to complete 
an environmental site assessment of the property”.  The User is responsible for providing certain 
information (if available) to qualify for one of the Landowner Liability Protections offered by the 
Small Business Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001.  Failure to provide this 
information could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” is not complete.  As such, 
a User/Owner Questionnaire was prepared in conformance with E 1527-13, and submitted to the 
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User and Owner.   The Owner’s property manager Dan Nava was interviewed during the Site 
inspection and his answers were recorded during the inspection.  The User of this Report provided 
a questionnaire, which is included in Appendix D.     
 
 

3.1 Title Records 
 
Title records were not provided by the User, and were not requested by CA RICH.  This is 
considered a data gap; however, this is not expected to have an impact on the findings for this 
Phase I report. 
 

3.2 Environmental Liens 
 
An environmental lien search was not provided by the User and was not requested by CA RICH.  
This is considered a data gap; however, this is not expected to have an impact on the findings of 
this Phase I report.    
 

3.3 Specialized Knowledge 
 
The user did not provide CA RICH any specialized knowledge pertinent to the environmental 
integrity of the Property.  However, having provided professional services to the user for this site, 
CA RICH possesses specialized knowledge of previous environmental assessments and remedial 
action performed on-site in 2004 and 2005. The work done is detailed in the following reports: 
 

 CA RICH; Remedial Action; Campus at Field Corners; November 2004 

 CA RICH; Phase I ESA; Campus at Field Corners; February 2005 

 Chazan Associates; Phase I ESA ; April 2005 

 Chazen Associates; Phase II ESA; June 2005 

 CA RICH; Dumpsite and Barn Area Cleanup; August 2005 
 
The activities described in the above reports are summarized below: 
 
In the fall of 2004, CA RICH was retained by Schulweis Realty to remove a 550-gallon fuel oil 
storage tank adjacent to a maintenance shed near the on-site farmhouse. In addition, CA RICH 
was asked to investigate a concrete pit beneath the floor of the maintenance shed.  CA RICH 
removed the tank and a small associate dispenser and cleaned out the concrete pit, which was 
found to contain debris and oily water.  The tank removal was performed in cooperation with the 
Town of Northeast Building Department whom were on-site to inspect the tank grave and sign off 
on the removal.  Further detail of this sign-off is included in Sections 4.6 and 6.3. 
 
Following this remedial action, Phase I ESA’s were completed in early 2005 by CA RICH and 
Chazen Associates which resulted in the identification of RECs including the presence of a small 
dumpsite along the unnamed stream in the south-central portion of the property and the presence 
of waste drums, containers and an abandoned 550-gallon storage tank near a small barn to the 
south of the house. In addition, CA RICH identified an asbestos report that indicated the presence 
of asbestos material in the roofing materials of two of six on-site barns.  Further, CA RICH 
documented the presence of an additional active underground fuel oil storage tank adjacent to the 
existing house (further discussed in Sections 4.6 and 6.3. 
 
In August of 2005, CA RICH conducted cleanup activities including consolidation and removal of 
over 100 yards of debris from the stream-valley dumpsite and removal of the tank, drums, 
miscellaneous containers and minor amounts (less that one cubic yard) of stained soil in the barn 
area. Follow-up soil testing by Chazen Associates revealed no residual soil impacts. 
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3.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
The User did not provide CA RICH with reasonably ascertainable information.    
 

3.5 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues 
 
A valuation reduction for environmental issues was not provided by the User and is not included as 
part of this Phase I ESA.  This is considered a data gap; however, this is not expected to have an 
impact on the findings of this Phase I Report.    
 

3.6 Owner, Property Manager, and Occupant Information 
 
Access to the Property was provided by the owner’s development consultant, Mr. Dave Lombardi 
of JMC Site Development Consultants, Inc. 
 

3.7 Reason for Performing Phase I 
 
The purpose of performing this Phase I ESA is to conduct environmental due diligence for the 
redevelopment of the Property. 
 

4.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE 

 

4.1 General 

 
The subject Property is an approximately 327-acre vacant parcel located along Barrett Road & 
Pugsley Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY.  No utilities are currently provided to 
the Property. The Property is currently undeveloped and consists of mature woodlands and 
overgrown fields separated by stone walls.  Three small unnamed ponds and associated wetland 
areas exist on the site along with a stream identified as Beaver Brook, a tributary to the Middle 
Branch Croton River.   
 

4.2 Methodology and Limiting Conditions 
 
Richard Izzo, Environmental Professional of CA RICH conducted the Site inspection on March 20, 
2018.  Access to the Property was provided by the owner’s development consultant, Mr. Dave 
Lombardi of JMC Site Development Consultants, Inc. 
 
The inspection included driving along existing roadways/trails and walking through accessible 
areas.    During the site visit, photographs were taken to document site observations (Appendix A). 
 
The following limiting condition were encountered during the Site inspection: 
 

 The presence of snow cover limited inspection of the ground surface in many areas; 

 The presence of steep slopes and densely wooded areas prevented access to some 
areas; 

 The size of the Property limited the ability to physically inspect it in its entirety. 
  

These limiting condition are not expected to affect the conclusion of this report. 
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4.3 Interview Information 
 
Mr. Izzo obtained information regarding the Property from Mr. Lombardi as well as the user’s 
counsel, Mr. Dan Richmond of Zarin & Steinmetz.  Information obtained is cited within this report.   
 

4.4 Exterior Observations 
 
The Property is composed of mature woodland and overgrown pasture with a few main unpaved 
roadways/trails running throughout the central portion of the site.  The central portion of the site 
generally contains overgrown pasture, marked by small trees and secondary growth. The eastern 
and western portions of the Property generally contain steep slopes ad mature woodland.  
 
Aside from the isolated dumping of a stove and a washing machine along the main access road 
(center of the site), no signs of dumping, stressed vegetation, vent pipes or fill ports were observed 
at the time of inspection.  A small concrete cistern was observed just south of the access road in 
the area of the 2005 “barn cleanup”.  This structure was observed to have an earthen bottom and 
was dry at the time of inspection. In addition, a 6-inch diameter steel well casing was observed 
along the stream valley in the southern central portion of the site. The well casing was observed to 
be sealed with a threaded steel cap. 
 

4.5 Interior Observations 
 
There are currently no structures on the Property. 
 

4.6 Storage Tanks 
 
Storage tanks, both aboveground (ASTs) and underground (USTs), are often used for storing fuel, 
waste oils, solvents, and other waste and/or potentially hazardous materials.  The principal concern 
from storage tanks is leakage of contents due to corrosion of the tank or associated lines.  The 
leakage may result in migration of the stored material onto the subject and/or neighboring 
properties via soil migration or underlying shallow groundwater flow.  In general, soil and 
groundwater contaminated by leaks from on-site storage tanks may constitute an environmental or 
health hazard. 
  
At the time of inspection, no storage tanks or associated vent pipes or fill ports were observed on 
the subject Property.  A total of three storage tanks previously existed on site and all three have 
been properly removed in accordance with State and local regulations (see Section 6.3).      
 

4.7 Toxic / Hazardous Materials 
 
No toxic or hazardous materials were observed during the inspection.  
 

4.8 Proximity to Environmentally Hazardous and/or Sensitive Areas 
 
The Property is situated within a residential/commercial area of Southeast, New York.  The 
computerized database records (Appendix B) identifies 3 listings in the categories of government 
reported sites and EDR Historical Records located in proximity to the Property in accordance with 
ASTM E 1527-13 minimum search distances.  Any locatable site has been mapped on the radius 
search maps included in Appendix B.  Pertinent sites identified are discussed in further detail in 
Section 6.0 of this report. 
 
The Property contains several wetland areas that have been identified and mapped under the 
auspices of the appropriate regulatory agencies.    In addition, a small un-named pond is present 
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on the north side of Barrett Road in the northeast portion of the Site.  A small un-named stream 
flows south from this pond through the Site with eventual discharge into the Middle Branch Croton 
Reservoir.  Beaver Brook, a NYSDEC Class C(ts) Stream (Index Number H-31-844-23-P64-) flows 
south along the western border of the site and eventually joins the Middle Branch Croton River to 
the south of the Property. Redevelopment of the Property in accordance with applicable regulations 
will not adversely impact these areas. 
 

5.0 HISTORICAL LAND USE PRACTICES 

 
To further determine historical land use and the Property’s developed use, available historical 
Sanborn® Fire Insurance Maps, Local Directory records, Aerial Photographs and Topographical 
Maps were reviewed. 
 

5.1 Sanborn Fire Insurance Mapping 
 
Microfilm collections of fire insurance maps available through the Library of Congress, University 
Publications of America, and various public local sources were searched for local area coverage. 
Sanborn® Maps are detailed maps that show the lot configuration and improvements and may 
contain information regarding historical ownership, land use, and hazardous or regulated materials 
storage.   
 
No Sanborn® Maps were available for the subject Property.  A copy of Sanborn® Map search is 
attached in Appendix C. 
 
 

5.2 Local City Directory  
 
CA RICH conducted a review of available local City Directory records for the subject Property 
(listings on Barrett Road) from 1973 through 2014.  According to the database, the Property was 
listed as follows: 
 

 1973—No listing 

 1978—No listing 

 1983—No listing 

 1988—No listing 

 1992—No listing     

 1995—No listing 

 2000 -#201: Carlo, Raymond, M 

    2005—#63: Brown, Frank, R; #201: Carlo, Raymond, M 

    2010—#7: Martin Daniel; #63: occupant unknown; #159: Walker, L; #201 occupant 

  unknown 

    2014—#63: occupant unknown; #159: Walker, L; #201: occupant unknown 

 
All known addresses appear to be comprised of residential listings. No surrounding property 
information was available.  A copy of the City Directory Abstract is attached in Appendix C. 
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5.3 Aerial Photographs 

 
The following table summarizes the findings of our review of historical aerial photographs. 
 

Year Description and Comments 

1941 The subject Property is comprised of fields/pasture with some mature trees. A 
house and several barns are present in the north/central portion of the Property. 
Pugsley Road and Barrett Road extend through the Property.  Adjacent and 
nearby areas appear undeveloped.   

1958  The subject Property and nearby areas appear similar to the 1941 photograph, 
however, three small cottages are present along Pugsley Road in the southern 
portion of the Property. 

1974, 1981, 
1984, 1992, 
1994, 1997 

The subject Property appears similar to the 1958 photograph. 

2008, 2011, 
2015 

The subject Property appears overgrown. All structures have been removed. 
Barrett Road appears overgrown in the western portion of the Property.  

 
Review of the available aerial photographs dating back to 1941 indicates that the subject Property 
was used as pasture with a house and several barns. This is consistent with reported historical 
usage as a dairy farm.   In 1958 small cottages are present along Pugsley Road.  By 2008, all 
onsite structures have been removed.  Copies of the aerial photographs reviewed for this report 
are included in Appendix C.  
 

5.4 Topographical Maps 

 
The following table summarizes the findings of the topographic map review. 

 

Year Description and Comments 

1892, 1893, 
1894, 1928 

The subject Property contains two structures in the northern and central portions 
of the Property. The unnamed tributary to the Middle Branch Croton Reservoir and 
the Middle Branch Croton River are present in the central and western portion of 
the Property, respectively.  Surrounding areas are mostly undeveloped. Tilly 
Foster Mine is labeled to the south of the Property   

1943  The subject Property and nearby areas appear similar to 1928. However, only one 
structure is shown on the Property.  

1958, 1960, 
1981, 1984 

The subject Property and nearby areas appear similar to 1943. However, three 
small structures are also present in the southern portion of the Property along 
Pugsley Road, and an additional structure (barn) is present in the north/central 
portion of the Property, near the original structure. 

2013 No structures appear on the Property. 

 
Review of the historical topographic maps dating back to 1892 identify the Property as generally 
vacant land with topography and surface water bodies generally consistent with the present day. 
Structures dating back as early as 1892 (consistent with the known locations of the on-site 
farmhouse, barns and cottages) are visible on the maps. A copy of each topographic map is 
attached to this report as Appendix C. 
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6.0 ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS REVIEW 

 
This Section discusses database records maintained by Federal, State and local environmental 
agencies for the subject Property and for sites located within an approximate minimum search 
distance from the subject Property.  Available information was compiled from computerized 
database sources of regulatory agency records.  The purpose of this database records review is to 
help assess the likelihood of any potential problems attributable to migrating hazardous substances 
or petroleum products.  The minimum search distances are specified within ASTM Practice E 1527-
13.   
 
These database searches were conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) at the 
request of CA RICH on March 20, 2018, (Order Number: 5227852.2s).  The existence of an actual 
toxic hazard at a specific site can be concluded only when government authorities make that 
determination or when that conclusion is fully documented by the findings of an appropriate site 
investigation undertaken by licensed professionals. 
 
The resulting database information is briefly summarized below.  Complete copies of the database 
report and radius maps are included in Appendix B.  Additional site-specific information was 
requested elsewhere by CA RICH under the provisions of the Freedom of Information Law (FOIL).  
 
 

6.1 Federal 
 
The number of ASTM federally listed database sites identified in proximity to the Property is 
tabulated below.  The search categories and database review findings are discussed in greater 
detail below the summary table. 
 

Federal ASTM Database 
Search Category 

Approx. 
Minimum 
Search Distance 

Subject  
Property 

Total 
Sites 
Plotted 

EPA National Priority List Sites (NPL) 1.0 mile Not identified 0 

EPA CERCLIS Sites (SEMS) 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

EPA CERCLIS-NFRAP (SEMS-Archive) 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

EPA DELISTED NPL 1.0 mile Not identified 0 

RCRA-TSDF 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

RCRA-LQG 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

RCRA-SQG 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

RCRA-CESQG 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

CORRACTS  1.0 mile Not identified 0 

ERNS TP Not identified 0 

FINDS TP Not Identified 0 

HMIRS TP Not identified 0 

FEDERAL Engineering Controls 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

FEDERAL Institutional Controls 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

FEDERAL Brownfields 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

 

 EPA Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS), National Priorities List (NPL)  

 
The CERCLIS list is a compilation by the US EPA of sites that the US EPA has investigated or is 
currently investigating for a release or threatened release of hazardous substances pursuant to the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA), 
commonly known as the Superfund Act.  Once sites are designated on the CERCLIS list, the 
USEPA uses its Hazard Ranking System to determine potential risks to human health and the 
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environment.  Those CERCLIS sites that present the greatest risk are placed on the National 
Priority List (NPL), which qualifies the sites to receive remedial funding.  The EPA has formally 
changed the name of CERCLIS to Superfund Enterprise Management System (SEMS) in 2015.   
 
The subject Property is not identified as a CERCLIS/SEMS or NPL site and there are no NPL sites 
located within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.        
 

 Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information 
System (CERCLIS), No Further Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP) 

 
As of February 1995, CERCLIS sites designated "No Further Remedial Action Planned" (NFRAP) 
have been removed from CERCLIS.  NFRAP sites may be sites where, following an initial 
investigation, no contamination was found, contamination was quickly removed without the need 
for the site to be placed on the NPL, or the contamination was not serious enough to require Federal 
Superfund action or NPL consideration.  EPA has removed approximately 25,000 NFRAP sites to 
lift the unintended barriers to the redevelopment of these properties and has archived them as 
historical records so EPA does not needlessly repeat these investigations in the future.  This policy 
change is part of the EPA's Brownfields Redevelopment Program to help cities, states, private 
investors and affected citizens promote economic redevelopment of unproductive urban sites.  The 
EPA has formally changed the name of CERCLIS-NFRAP to Superfund Enterprise Management 
System Archives (SEMS-ARCHIVE) in 2015.  
  
The subject Property is not identified as a CERLIS-NFRAP/SEMS-ARCHIVE site and there are no 
CERLIS-NFRAP/SEMS-ARCHIVE sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance 
from the subject Property.   
 

 Delisted National Priority List (Delisted NPL) 
 

The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the 
criteria that the EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL.  In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425 (e), 
sites may be deleted from the NPL where no further response is appropriate. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as a Delisted NPL site and there are no Delisted NPL sites 
reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.  
 

 Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 
RCRA Treatment Storage and Disposal Facility (TSDF) 
RCRA Large and Small Quantity Generator (LQG/SQG) 
RCRA Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator (CESQG) 

  
The RCRA was enacted to regulate facilities that generate, store, transport, or dispose of 
hazardous waste.  These facilities must file notification forms with the EPA, which maintain the 
records in the RCRA Information System (RCRIS) Notifier’s database.  Inclusion on the RCRIS list 
does not signify contamination or mishandling of hazardous materials by hazardous waste.  
Notifier’s RCRA-listed sites are not indicative of an environmental concern unless an actual hazard 
is known to exist.  The database includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, 
store, treat, and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined by RCRA.   
 
The subject Property is not listed as a SQG, LQG, TDSF or CESQG site; and there are no SQG, 
LQG, TDSF or CESQG sites within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject 
Property. 
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 Corrective Action Activity (CORRACTS)   
  
CORRACTS is a list of handlers with RCRA Corrective Action Activity.  It reports which nationally 
defined corrective action core events have occurred for every handler that has had a corrective 
action activity. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as a CORRACTS and there are no CORRACTS sites reported 
within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
 

 Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) 
 

The Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) is a national database used to collect 
information on reported releases of oil and hazardous substances.  Pursuant to the ASTM Practice 
E 1527-13, the ERNS database is searched only for the subject Property. 
 
The subject Property is not identified in the U.S. EPA ERNS database.  
 
  

 Facility Index System (FINDS) /Facility Identification Initiative Program Summary 
Report 
 

The FINDS contains both facility information and 'pointers' to other sources that contain more detail.  
EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), 
AIRS (Aerometric Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage 
and track information on civil judicial enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS 
(Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal Docket System used to track 
criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities Information 
System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System). 
 
The subject Property is not listed in the U.S. EPA FINDS database.  
 

 Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System (HMIRS) 
 
The HMIRS database is a list of United States Department of Transportation (US DOT) pipeline 
and hazardous materials safety administration incidents reports taken from the Hazmat Intelligence 
Portal. 
 
The subject Property is not identified in the HMIRS database. 
 

 Federal Engineering (ENG) Controls 
 
The US Engineering Controls Site List lists sites with engineering controls in place.  Engineering 
controls include various forms of caps, building foundations, liners, and treatment methods to 
mitigate or eliminate pathways for regulated substances to enter environmental media or effect 
human health.   
 
There are no documented Engineering Controls listed for the subject Property and there are no 
Engineering Controls sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the 
subject Property.  
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 Federal Institutional (INST) Controls 
 
The US Institutional Controls List is a listing of sites with institutional controls in place.  Institutional 
controls include administrative measures, such as groundwater use restrictions, construction 
restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation care requirements intended to prevent 
exposure to contaminants remaining on site.  Deed restrictions are generally required as part of an 
institutional control.   
 
There are no documented Institutional Controls listed for the subject Property and there are no 
Institutional Controls sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the 
subject Property. 
 

 Federal Brownfields 
 
Federal Brownfields is a USEPA listing of Brownfield properties from the Cleanups in My 
Community program, which provides information on Brownfield properties for which information is 
reported back to the EPA, as well as areas served by Brownfield Grants.  
 
The subject Property is not listed on the US Brownfield list and there are no Federal Brownfield 
sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
 

6.2 State and Tribal 
 
The numbers of State-listed database sites identified in proximity to the Property are tabulated 
below.  The search categories and database review findings are discussed in greater detail in the 
summary table. 

 

 New York State Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites (SHWS) 
                                                                                                                       

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) publishes an annual 
directory of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites currently being investigated or requiring 
investigation.  Sites are assigned a Classification number from 1 to 5.  Class 1 sites are believed 

State ASTM Database 
Search Category 

Approx. 
Minimum 
Search 

Distance 

Subject 
Property 

Total 
Sites 

Plotted

NYS Hazardous Waste Site (SHWS)  1.0 mile Not identified 0 

NYS Solid Waste Facility or Landfill (SWF/LF) 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

NY Vapor Reopened 1.0 mile Not identified 0 

NYS Leaking Underground Storage Tank  (LTANKS) 0.50 mile Not identified 2 

NY Spills (NY SPILLS) 0.125 mile Not identified 0 

NYS Registered Underground Storage Tank (UST) 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

NYS Registered Aboveground Storage Tank (AST) 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

TANKS 0.250 mile Not identified 1 

NYS Chemical Bulk Storage Facilities (CBS) 0.250 mile Not identified 0 

NYS Major Oil Storage Facilities (MOSF) 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

NY Brownfields 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

NY Engineering Controls 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

NY Institutional Controls 0.50 mile Not identified 0 

NY Dry Cleaners 0.25 mile Not identified 0 

EDR Historical Auto 0.125 mile Not Identified 0 

EDR Historical Cleaner 0.125 mile Not Identified 0 
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to be an imminent danger to the public health or environment and Class 5 sites have been properly 
closed and require no further action. 
 
The subject Property is not listed as an SHWS and there are no SWHS sites reported within the 
approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.  
 

 New York State Solid Waste Facility or Landfill (SWF/LF) 
 

State landfill records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal facilities or landfills.  
These may be active or inactive facilities or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D 
Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal sites. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as an SWF/LF and there no SWF/LF sites located within the 
approximate search radius of the Property. 
 

 New York Vapor Reopened 
 
New York is currently re-evaluating previous assumptions and decisions regarding the potential for 
soil vapor intrusion exposure at sites.  As a result, all past, present and future contaminated sites 
will be evaluated to determine whether they have any potential for exposures related to soil vapor 
intrusion. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as a New York State Vapor Reopened site and there are no 
documented New York State Vapor Reopened sites reported within the approximate minimum 
search distance from the subject Property.  
 

 New York State Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Sites (LTANKS) and 
Spills (SPILLS) 

 
The LTANKS Incident Reports contain an inventory of reported leaking storage tanks reported from 
April 1, 1986 through the most recent update.  Causes of the incidents include tank test failures, 
tank failures and tank overfills or releases determined during the removal of USTs that have leaked. 
 
The subject Property is not identified on the LTANKS or NY SPILLS lists.  There are 2 LTANKS 
and no NY SPILLS sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject 
Property.  According to the database reviewed the LTANKS sites have been cleaned up to the 
satisfaction of the Department and no further action is required.  These LTANKS sites are not 
expected to have a direct negative impact to the subject Property.   
 

 New York State Registered Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Aboveground 
Storage Tanks (AST) 
 

New York State requires the registration of all bulk petroleum storage tank facilities with a combined 
storage capacity greater than 1,100 gallons and less than 400,000 gallons. 
 
The subject Property is not identified on the UST or AST lists.  There are no UST or AST sites 
reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
 

 TANKS 
 
The TANKS database contains records of facilities that are or have been regulated under the NY 
State Bulk Storage Program. Tank information for these facilities may not be releasable by the state 
agency. 
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A review of the TANKS list revealed one LTANKS site within the approximate minimum search 
distance from the subject Property.  Based upon the data provided, this site is not expected to have 
an adverse effect upon the subject Property. 

 
 

 New York State Chemical Bulk Storage Facility (CBS) 
 

New York State requires the registration of all CBS facilities storing those hazardous substances 
that are listed in 6 NYCRR Part 597 in aboveground tanks with storage capacities of 185 gallons 
or greater, and/or in underground tanks of any size.  The presence of CBS facilities does not 
indicate an area of environmental concern unless the tanks have leaked product.  
 
The subject Property is not identified as a CBS site and there are no CBS sites reported within the 
approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.  
 

 New York State Major Oil Storage Facility (MOSF) 
 

These are facilities that may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities 
greater than 400,000 gallons.  
 
The subject Property is not identified as a MOSF and there are no MOSF sites reported within the 
approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
 

 New York Brownfields  
 

The NY Brownfields is a listing of Brownfield properties currently or historically in the NY State 
Brownfield Program.  The database includes properties in various stages of the program. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as a NY Brownfield site and there are no NY Brownfield sites 
reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
  

 New York State Engineering (ENG) Controls 
 
The New York State Engineering Controls Site List is a listing of sites with engineering controls in 
place.     
 
No New York State Engineering Control sites are listed for the subject Property and there are no 
sites within the approximate search radius documented with Engineering Controls.  
 

 New York State Institutional (INST) Controls 
 
The New York State Institutional Controls List is a listing of sites with institutional controls in place.     
 
No New York State Institutional Control sites are listed for the subject Property and there are no 
sites within the approximate search radius documented with Institutional Controls. 
 

 NY Dry Cleaners 
 
This database includes a listing of all registered dry cleaning facilities. 
 
The subject Property is not identified as a NY Dry Cleaner; and there are no dry cleaners listed 
within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject Property.   
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6.3 Local 
 

 Putnam County Department of Health (PCDOH) 
 

CA RICH requested a site-specific search via the Freedom of Information Law (FOIL) of the 
PCDOH records for any and all environmental information regarding spills, storage tank information 
and removal, sampling, violations, hazardous waste, septic/sewer systems and/or storm drains.  At 
the time of this Report a response has not been received from the Department.  A copy of the FOIL 
request is included in Appendix D. 
 

 Town of Southeast Building Department 
 

CA RICH requested a site-specific search via the FOIL of the PCDOH records for any and all 
environmental information in connection with the Property. CA RICH reviewed available files at the 
Building Department on March 22, 2018.  The following pertinent documents were reviewed: 
 

1. Demolition Permit No. 189291D, dated 9/19/05 for demolition of two barns along with a 
letter dated 9/20/2005 from Environmental Maintenance Contractors, Inc. certifying no 
asbestos-containing materials are present; 
 

2. Certificate of Compliance dated November 2004 for proper removal of a 550-gallon 
underground storage tank; 
 

3. Town of Southeast Building Department Inspection Sheet dated 1/7/08 stating “house, barn 
& sheds were all removed along with debris”; 
 

4. Demolition Permit No. 18289D dated 9/19/05 for demolition of 1 house, 1 barn and 2 sheds; 
 

5. Certificate of Compliance dated 10/19/05 for proper removal of a 550-gallon underground 
storage tank associated with the house, along with a Town of Southeast Inspection Sheet 
dated 10/19/05 stating “UST removed, no leaks” 
 

6. Permit No. 18342E dated 10/18/05 for underground storage tank  removal by Asset 
Management Associates; 
 

7. Town of Southeast Building Department Inspection Sheet dated 1/7/08 for removal of three 
cottages and garage located at 10-5 Pugsley Road, stating “all buildings and debris 
removed”; and 
 

8. Town of Southeast Building Department Inspection Sheet dated 5/9/03 for removal of 2 ½ 
story dwelling located at 10-50 Pugsley Road stating “site clean, no debris”. 

 
 
 A copy of the FOIL request is included in Appendix D. 
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6.4 Vapor Encroachment Survey (VES) 
 
A Tier 1 Vapor Encroachment Survey (VES) was conducted using the EDR database ordered by 
CA RICH on March 20, 2018 and in conjunction with the Phase I ESA field inspection to meet the 
ASTM E2600-10 standard.  The field inspection revealed the subject Property is an approximately 
327-acre parcel located along Barrett Road & Pugsley Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam 
County, NY. The Property is currently vacant land.  Surrounding properties consist of vacant land, 
residential and commercial land use.  No gasoline filling stations, dry cleaners or automotive repair 
shops were observed during the inspection.  
 
The direction of groundwater flow can help to establish any upgradient locations of potential soil 
vapor relative to the Site.  Upgradient sources of soil vapor present a greater concern for vapor 
encroachment at the Site.  According to USGS topographic maps, groundwater is assumed to be 
moving in a southerly direction towards the Middle Branch Croton Reservoir.         
 
The EDR database (Appendix B) was used to aid in identifying neighboring properties that may 
present a vapor encroachment condition.  A review of the database found that there are 2 LTANKS 
and one TANKS sites reported within the approximate minimum search distance from the subject 
Property.  According to the database reviewed all NY LTANKS sites have been closed out;.  These 
LTANKS and TANKS sites are not expected to have a direct negative impact to the subject 
Property.   
 
Based upon the information reviewed, a vapor encroachment condition is unlikely to exist at the 
subject Property.   
 

7.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES 

 

7.1 Asbestos 
 
Until the late 1970s, asbestos was used in, but not limited to, insulating materials, fireproofing, 
roofing, flooring, and decorative building materials.  The USEPA defines asbestos material as any 
material containing greater than 1 % asbestos by weight.  Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACM), 
in a form which can crumble or be reduced to powder under hand pressure (friable), can release 
asbestos fibers which are proven to be carcinogenic and cause respiratory illness.  The presence 
of asbestos in a building does not mean that the health of building occupants is necessarily 
endangered.  As long as ACM remains in good condition and is not disturbed, exposure to asbestos 
fibers is unlikely.  
 
There are currently no structures or associated debris on the Property. As such, asbestos is not an 
issue at the Site. 
 

7.2 Radon Gas 
 
Radon is a naturally occurring, invisible, odorless, carcinogenic gas that is generated by the decay 
of radioactive elements found in certain crystalline rock types or derivatives thereof.  Inhalation of 
radon gas represents the principal exposure pathway.  In outdoor air, radon is diluted to such low 
concentrations that it does not pose a health hazard. However, once inside an enclosed space 
such as basements, pipe chases, drains and foundation crawl spaces, radon gas may accumulate 
to dangerous concentrations.  The New York State Department of Health and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency use 4 picocuries per liter (pCi/L) as a recommended action level 
for the lowest primary living area of the home.  Confirmation of the presence or absence of radon 
gas is possible through testing. 
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Review of geologic maps prepared by the United States Geological Survey and the findings of an 
EPA Residential Radon Survey (Appendix B page A-31) revealed that the Property is located in an 
area identified as Zone 1, which indicates that 89% of indoor living area levels of radon are below 
the action level of 4 pCi/L.  Although the potential for naturally occurring radon gas contamination 
at the Property exists, it is unlikely.  
 

7.3 Lead-Based Paint 
 
Research has shown that, when ingested, lead can cause permanent neurological problems and 
brain damage.  Federal regulations were promulgated in 1978 that ban the sale of paint containing 
more than 0.06 percent lead by weight.  Consequently, any paint known to contain lead in excess 
of 0.06 percent is considered to be lead-based. 
 
There are currently no structures or associated debris on the Property. As such, lead-based paint 
is not an issue at the Site. 
 

7.4 Polychlorinated Biphenyl’s (PCBs) 
 
Polychlorinated biphenyl's (PCBs) have commonly been used as dielectric (insulating) fluids in 
transformers, capacitors and fluorescent light ballast's up through the 1970's.  PCB dielectric fluid, 
if released or ignited from a leaking or malfunctioning transformer, could present a hazard.   
Research has shown that short-term exposure to PCBs may induce reactions such as eye irritation, 
skin swelling, and gastrointestinal disturbances.   With chronic exposure, PCBs are believed to be 
carcinogenic. 
 
No pad-mounted or pole mounted transformers were observed on the Property. 
 

8.0 FINDINGS AND PROFESSIONAL OPINION 

 
The findings presented herein are based upon the data acquired during the Property visit and 
through pertinent information obtained from regulatory agencies, responsible persons 
knowledgeable about the Property, and other historical information sources.  No significant data 
gaps were encountered in the production of this Report.   
 
The subject Property is an approximately 327-acre parcel located along Barrett Road & Pugsley 
Road in the Town of Southeast, Putnam County, NY.  The Property is currently undeveloped and 
consists of mature woodlands and overgrown fields separated by stone walls.  The Property was 
reportedly historically used as a dairy farm. Three small unnamed ponds and associated wetland 
areas exist on the site along with a stream identified as Beaver Brook, a tributary to the Middle 
Branch Croton River.   

9.0 CONCLUSIONS 

 
We have performed this Phase I Environmental Site Assessment of this 327-acre parcel located 
along Barrett Road & Pugsley Road in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM 
Practice E 1527-13.   Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 
1.4 of this report.  This assessment has revealed no RECs in connection with the subject Property.  
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10.0 DECLARATIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONALS 

 
We declare that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we meet the definition of 
Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 CFR 312. 
 
We have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a 
property of the nature, history, and setting of the subject property.  We have developed and 
performed all appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices set forth in 40 
CFR Part 312.      
                               

CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC. 
 
 

___________________________       
      Richard J. Izzo, PG, CPG, EP 

Vice President 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
 
__________________   
Jason T. Cooper, PG, CPG, EP 
Senior Project Manager 
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from
other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL
DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION,
MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE,
ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any
property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2018 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole
or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other
trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-13), the ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments for Forestland or Rural Property (E 2247-16), the ASTM Standard Practice for Limited
Environmental Due Diligence: Transaction Screen Process (E 1528-14) or custom requirements developed
for the evaluation of environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

68 BARRETT ROAD
BREWSTER, NY 10509

COORDINATES

41.4322900 - 41˚ 25’ 56.24’’Latitude (North): 
73.6384030 - 73˚ 38’ 18.25’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 18Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
613765.4UTM X (Meters): 
4587429.0UTM Y (Meters): 
646 ft. above sea levelElevation:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

5939751 LAKE CARMEL, NYTarget Property Map:
2013Version Date:

5939739 BREWSTER, NYEast Map:
2013Version Date:

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

20150906, 20150610Portions of Photo from:
USDASource:
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3 RAICHLE MOLITOR GENEVA ROAD LTANKS Higher 2624, 0.497, ESE

2 UNILOCK NEW YORK INC 51 INTERNATIONAL BLV LTANKS, SPDES Lower 2259, 0.428, ESE

1 TRANSPORTATION BLDG- ZIMMER RD. TERRAVEST TANKS Higher 543, 0.103, NNE

MAPPED SITES SUMMARY

Target Property Address:
68 BARRETT ROAD
BREWSTER, NY  10509

Click on Map ID to see full detail.

MAP RELATIVE DIST (ft. & mi.)
ID DATABASE ACRONYMS ELEVATION DIRECTIONSITE NAME ADDRESS
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TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPL LIENS Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions

Federal CERCLIS list

FEDERAL FACILITY Federal Facility Site Information listing
SEMS Superfund Enterprise Management System

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site list

SEMS-ARCHIVE Superfund Enterprise Management System Archive

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS Corrective Action Report

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

LUCIS Land Use Control Information System
US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
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US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls

Federal ERNS list

ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites in New York State

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF Facility Register

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
HIST LTANKS Listing of Leaking Storage Tanks

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

FEMA UST Underground Storage Tank Listing
UST Petroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) Database
CBS UST Chemical Bulk Storage Database
MOSF UST Major Oil Storage Facilities Database
MOSF Major Oil Storage Facility Site Listing
CBS Chemical Bulk Storage Site Listing
AST Petroleum Bulk Storage
CBS AST Chemical Bulk Storage Database
MOSF AST Major Oil Storage Facilities Database
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

RES DECL Restrictive Declarations Listing
ENG CONTROLS Registry of Engineering Controls
INST CONTROL Registry of Institutional Controls

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP Voluntary Cleanup Agreements
INDIAN VCP Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS Brownfields Site List
ERP Environmental Restoration Program Listing

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

SWTIRE Registered Waste Tire Storage & Facility List
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SWRCY Registered Recycling Facility List
INDIAN ODI Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
DEBRIS REGION 9 Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
ODI Open Dump Inventory
IHS OPEN DUMPS Open Dumps on Indian Land

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US HIST CDL Delisted National Clandestine Laboratory Register
DEL SHWS Delisted Registry Sites
US CDL National Clandestine Laboratory Register

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

HIST UST Historical Petroleum Bulk Storage Database
HIST AST Historical Petroleum Bulk Storage Database

Local Land Records

LIENS Spill Liens Information
LIENS 2 CERCLA Lien Information

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
NY Spills Spills Information Database
NY Hist Spills SPILLS Database
SPILLS 90 SPILLS 90 data from FirstSearch
SPILLS 80 SPILLS 80 data from FirstSearch

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA NonGen / NLR RCRA - Non Generators / No Longer Regulated
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
DOD Department of Defense Sites
SCRD DRYCLEANERS State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
US FIN ASSUR Financial Assurance Information
EPA WATCH LIST EPA WATCH LIST
2020 COR ACTION 2020 Corrective Action Program List
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
ROD Records Of Decision
RMP Risk Management Plans
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
PRP Potentially Responsible Parties
PADS PCB Activity Database System
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
FTTS FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
                                                Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
COAL ASH DOE Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data
COAL ASH EPA Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
PCB TRANSFORMER PCB Transformer Registration Database
RADINFO Radiation Information Database
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HIST FTTS FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
DOT OPS Incident and Accident Data
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
FUSRAP Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
LEAD SMELTERS Lead Smelter Sites
US AIRS Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem
US MINES Mines Master Index File
ABANDONED MINES Abandoned Mines
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
UXO Unexploded Ordnance Sites
ECHO Enforcement & Compliance History Information
DOCKET HWC Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket Listing
FUELS PROGRAM EPA Fuels Program Registered Listing
AIRS Air Emissions Data
COAL ASH Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
DRYCLEANERS Registered Drycleaners
E DESIGNATION E DESIGNATION SITE LISTING
Financial Assurance Financial Assurance Information Listing
HSWDS Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site Inventory
MANIFEST Facility and Manifest Data
SPDES State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
VAPOR REOPENED Vapor Intrusion Legacy Site List
UIC Underground Injection Control Wells

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDR MGP EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
EDR Hist Auto EDR Exclusive Historical Auto Stations
EDR Hist Cleaner EDR Exclusive Historical Cleaners

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGA HWS Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
RGA LF Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were identified in the following databases.

Elevations have been determined from the USGS Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated on
a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
should be field verified. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property have been
differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property.
Page numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.
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STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LTANKS: Leaking Storage Tank Incident Reports. These records contain an inventory of reported
leaking storage tank incidents reported from 4/1/86 through the most recent update. They can be either leaking
underground storage tanks or leaking aboveground storage tanks. The causes of the incidents are tank test
failures, tank failures or tank overfills

     A review of the LTANKS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 02/12/2018 has revealed that there are 2
     LTANKS sites within approximately  0.5 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDirection / Distance     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation     ____________________      ________  ___________________ _____ _____

     RAICHLE MOLITOR   GENEVA ROAD ESE 1/4 - 1/2 (0.497 mi.) 3 10
Date Closed: 1999-03-18
Site ID: 93618
Program Number: 9812643

PageMap IDDirection / Distance     Address     Lower Elevation     ____________________      ________  ___________________ _____ _____

     UNILOCK NEW YORK INC   51 INTERNATIONAL BLV ESE 1/4 - 1/2 (0.428 mi.) 2 8
Date Closed: 2007-07-24
Site ID: 384762
Program Number: 0704583

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

TANKS: This database contains records of facilities that are or have been regulated under Bulk
Storage Program.  Tank information for these facilities may not be releasable by the state agency.

     A review of the TANKS list, as provided by EDR, has revealed that there is 1 TANKS site  within
     approximately  0.25 miles of the target property.

PageMap IDDirection / Distance     Address     Equal/Higher Elevation     ____________________      ________  ___________________ _____ _____

     TRANSPORTATION BLDG-   ZIMMER RD. TERRAVEST NNE 0 - 1/8 (0.103 mi.) 1 8
Database: TANKS, Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Facility Id: 3-489468
Site Status: Active
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped. Count: 3 records. 

Site Name  Database(s)____________  ____________

METRO NORTH (CONRAIL-HARLEM DIV.)  SHWS
FAIR STREET SITE  SHWS
BREWSTER TRANSIT MIX  SHWS

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4f64xRft96nz2SpxSJR6e96at0q96u3M6nK6zdJ2jJSDApd23kISY6J8jBk96lBejEAqD6ina3ABdC0flqiL6.x6pnuB.40Jfy46Af2byx4GRkY8hutbL9jj2K3n.zzhk5NzSgxpfm4VnSQVJar3NI6HpeLt37T6EdaIMAYl0saqp64dXflB6Sq3tTxO9RLJ2PRtjy9.O7xgnAvzi34ddSlrpsJ4egSUoJ809AV6dMe6pAUN6tYaIS7Ts0SnqJK4UX6EruFX137MUc67w4uDKmL6THu7KdJ0Jdp45nfkm6Eu3aSxQnRYI2Wltmv9OcUnunoUztc3zmSqEpWW3HqS8sJkg5HJ66aeLqBuv6v9a2x3MC0bSqGc9g26GouXs20EMa76QKAEMKwm6dL9XQdyMJUK2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4f64xRft96nz2SpxSJR6e96at0q96u3M6nK6zdJ2jJSDApd23kISY6J8jBk96lBejEAqD6ina3ABdC0flqiL6.x6pnuB.40Jfy46Af2byx4GRkY8hutbL9jj2K3n.zzhk5NzSgxpfm4VnSQVJar3NI6HpeLt37T6EdaIMAYl0saqp64dXflB6Sq3tTxO9RLJ2PRtjy9.O7xgnAvzi34ddSlrpsJ4egSUoJ809AV6dMe6pAUN6tYaIS7Ts0SnqJK4UX6EruFX137MUc67w4uDKmL6THu7KdJ0Jdp45nfkm6Eu3aSxQnRYI2Wltmv9OcUnunoUztc3zmSqEpWW3HqS8sJkg5HJ66aeLqBuv6v9a2x3MC0bSqGc8g26GouXs80EMa76QK2EMKwm6dL6XQdyMJUK2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4f64xRft96nz2SpxSJR6e96at0q96u3M6nK6zdJ2jJSDApd23kISY6J8jBk96lBejEAqD6ina3ABdC0flqiL6.x6pnuB.40Jfy46Af2byx4GRkY8hutbL9jj2K3n.zzhk5NzSgxpfm4VnSQVJar3NI6HpeLt37T6EdaIMAYl0saqp64dXflB6Sq3tTxO9RLJ2PRtjy9.O7xgnAvzi34ddSlrpsJ4egSUoJ809AV6dMe6pAUN6tYaIS7Ts0SnqJK4UX6EruFX137MUc67w4uDKmL6THu7KdJ0Jdp45nfkm6Eu3aSxQnRYI2Wltmv9OcUnunoUztc3zmSqEpWW2HqS8sJkg7HJ66aeLqBuv6v9a2x9MC0bSqGc4g26GouXs70EMa76QK4EMKwm6dL2XQdyMJUK2
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000NPL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL LIENS

Federal Delisted NPL site list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL

Federal CERCLIS list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500FEDERAL FACILITY
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SEMS

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SEMS-ARCHIVE

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CORRACTS

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500RCRA-TSDF

Federal RCRA generators list

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-LQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-SQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-CESQG

Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LUCIS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US INST CONTROL

Federal ERNS list

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPERNS

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000SHWS

State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SWF/LF

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN LUST
    2  NR   NR      2      0    0 0.500LTANKS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500HIST LTANKS

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250FEMA UST
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250UST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CBS UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500MOSF UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500MOSF
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CBS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250AST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250CBS AST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500MOSF AST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST
    1  NR   NR    NR      0    1 0.250TANKS

State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125RES DECL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INST CONTROL

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VCP
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN VCP

State and tribal Brownfields sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500BROWNFIELDS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ERP

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US BROWNFIELDS

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SWTIRE
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SWRCY
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN ODI
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEBRIS REGION 9
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500IHS OPEN DUMPS

Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS HIST CDL
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DEL SHWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS CDL

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250HIST UST
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHIST AST

Local Land Records

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS 2

Records of Emergency Release Reports

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125NY Spills
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125NY Hist Spills
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125SPILLS 90
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125SPILLS 80

Other Ascertainable Records

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA NonGen / NLR
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000DOD
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SCRD DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS FIN ASSUR
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPEPA WATCH LIST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.2502020 COR ACTION
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTRIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRMP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPRP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPICIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCOAL ASH DOE
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500COAL ASH EPA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPCB TRANSFORMER
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRADINFO
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHIST FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDOT OPS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUSRAP
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLEAD SMELTERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS AIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250US MINES
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250ABANDONED MINES
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFINDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000UXO
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPECHO
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDOCKET HWC
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250FUELS PROGRAM
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPAIRS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500COAL ASH
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125E DESIGNATION
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
TargetDistance Total

Database Property(Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFinancial Assurance
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500HSWDS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250MANIFEST
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSPDES
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VAPOR REOPENED
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUIC

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000EDR MGP
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125EDR Hist Auto
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125EDR Hist Cleaner

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRGA HWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRGA LF

    3    0    0    2    0    1    0- Totals --

NOTES:

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         4587640.34302UTM Y:
                         615007.82032UTM X:
                         04/04/2021Expiration Date:
                         PBSProgram Type:
                         ActiveSite Status:
                         3DEC Region:
                         STATERegion:
                         3-489468Facility Id:

TANKS:

543 ft.
0.103 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
663 ft.

< 1/8 BREWSTER, NY  10509
NNE ZIMMER RD. TERRAVEST CORP PARK    N/A
1 TANKSTRANSPORTATION BLDG-NYSEG U003080391

                         PROCESS"
                         ADDRESS AND THE TRUCK HAD A HOLE IN IT AND IT LEAKED OUT CLEAN UP IN
                         "THE CALLER SAYS THEY WERE FILLING A TRUCK LAST NIGHT AT ABOVERemarks:
                         of truck. Clean up finished. Closed. NFA."
                         "Castleton Environmental calle din to do cleanup. Hole in saddle tankDEC Memo:
                         334161DER Facility ID:
                         3DEC Region:
                         Not reportedSpiller Extention:
                         (845) 230-8807Spiller Phone:
                         MITCHSpiller Contact:
                         001Spiller County:
                         51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDSpiller Address:
                         ACE INDIGOSpiller Company:
                         MITCHSpiller Name:
                         2007-08-06Spill Record Last Update:
                         2007-07-24Date Entered In Computer:
                         0Remediation Phase:
                         FalseUST Involvement:
                         FalseMeets Standard:
                         FalseRecommended Penalty:
                         Not reportedLast Inspection:
                         OtherSpill Notifier:
                         Not reportedWater Affected:
                         444CID:
                         2007-07-24Reported to Dept:
                         Not reportedReferred To:
                         dxweitzInvestigator:
                         4030SWIS:
                         Not reportedCleanup Ceased:
                         C4Spill Class:
                         Commercial VehicleSpill Source:
                         Tank FailureSpill Cause:
                         2007-07-23Spill Date:
                         0704583Spill Number:
                         2007-07-24Closed Date:
                         384762Site ID:
                         0704583Facility ID:

LTANKS:

2259 ft.
0.428 mi.

Relative:
Lower

Actual:
618 ft.

1/4-1/2 BREWSTER, NY  10509
ESE SPDES51 INTERNATIONAL BLVD    N/A
2 LTANKSUNILOCK NEW YORK INC S108765399
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                     51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDNon-Gov Permit Street Address:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Permit Org Formal Name:
                                     PermitteeNon-Gov Permit Affiliation Type Desc:

                                     NY079FIPS County Code:
                                     Not reportedUDF3:
                                     Not reportedUDF2:

                                     Not reportedState Water Body:
                                     10509Non-Gov Facility Zip Code:
                                     NYNon-Gov Facility State Code:
                                     BREWSTERNon-Gov Facility City:
                                     51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDNon-Gov Facility Supplemental Location:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Street Address:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Org Formal Name:
                                     OwnerNon-Gov Facility Affiliation Type Desc:
                                     10509Non-Gov Permit Zip Code:
                                     NYNon-Gov Permit State Code:
                                     BREWSTERNon-Gov Permit City:
                                     51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDNon-Gov Permit Supplemental Location:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Permit Street Address:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Permit Org Formal Name:
                                     DMR Mailing AddressNon-Gov Permit Affiliation Type Desc:

                                     NY079FIPS County Code:
                                     Not reportedUDF3:
                                     Not reportedUDF2:
                                     Not reportedDMR Cognizant Official:
                                     +41.429 / -73.628Lat/Long:
                                     Not reportedUDF1:
                                     Not reportedTotal App Design Flow(MGD):
                                     Not reportedTotal Actual Average Flow(MGD):
                                     ActiveLimit Set Status Flag:
                                     LC 28State Water Body Name:
                                     3271Primary Facility SIC Code:
                                     MinorCurrent Major Minor Status:
                                     09/30/2017Expiration Date:
                                     03State-Region:
                                     NYR00B605Permit Number:

SPDES:

                         Not reportedOxygenate:
                         .00Recovered:
                         GUnits:
                         30.00Quantity:
                         PetroleumMaterial FA:
                         Not reportedCase No.:
                         dieselMaterial Name:
                         0008Material Code:
                         2132273Material ID:
                         01Operable Unit:
                         1142054Operable Unit ID:
                         384762Site ID:

All Materials:

UNILOCK NEW YORK INC  (Continued) S108765399
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                                     Not reportedState Water Body:
                                     10509Non-Gov Facility Zip Code:
                                     NYNon-Gov Facility State Code:
                                     BREWSTERNon-Gov Facility City:
                                     51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDNon-Gov Facility Supplemental Location:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Street Address:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Org Formal Name:
                                     OwnerNon-Gov Facility Affiliation Type Desc:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Zip Code:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit State Code:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit City:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Supplemental Location:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Street Address:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Org Formal Name:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Affiliation Type Desc:

                                     NY079FIPS County Code:
                                     Not reportedUDF3:
                                     Not reportedUDF2:

                                     Not reportedState Water Body:
                                     10509Non-Gov Facility Zip Code:
                                     NYNon-Gov Facility State Code:
                                     BREWSTERNon-Gov Facility City:
                                     51 INTERNATIONAL BLVDNon-Gov Facility Supplemental Location:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Street Address:
                                     UNILOCK NEW YORK INCNon-Gov Facility Org Formal Name:
                                     OwnerNon-Gov Facility Affiliation Type Desc:
                                     10509Non-Gov Permit Zip Code:
                                     NYNon-Gov Permit State Code:
                                     BREWSTERNon-Gov Permit City:
                                     Not reportedNon-Gov Permit Supplemental Location:

UNILOCK NEW YORK INC  (Continued) S108765399

                         TrueMeets Standard:
                         FalseRecommended Penalty:
                         Not reportedLast Inspection:
                         Local AgencySpill Notifier:
                         Not reportedWater Affected:
                         204CID:
                         1999-01-13Reported to Dept:
                         Not reportedReferred To:
                         VPMCCABEInvestigator:
                         4000SWIS:
                         Not reportedCleanup Ceased:
                         C3Spill Class:
                         Commercial/IndustrialSpill Source:
                         Tank FailureSpill Cause:
                         1998-07-28Spill Date:
                         9812643Spill Number:
                         1999-03-18Closed Date:
                         93618Site ID:
                         9812643Facility ID:

LTANKS:

2624 ft.
0.497 mi.

Relative:
Higher

Actual:
648 ft.

1/4-1/2 BREWSTER, NY  
ESE GENEVA ROAD    N/A
3 LTANKSRAICHLE MOLITOR S103823989
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

                         Not reportedOxygenate:
                         .00Recovered:
                         GUnits:
                         .00Quantity:
                         PetroleumMaterial FA:
                         Not reportedCase No.:
                         #2 fuel oilMaterial Name:
                         0001AMaterial Code:
                         312919Material ID:
                         01Operable Unit:
                         1073136Operable Unit ID:
                         93618Site ID:

All Materials:

                         "OLD TANK"Remarks:
                         ’Date:’ = 01/13/99, ’Phone’ = 1/20/1999, ’Site Insp’ = 2/17/1999. "
                         spill was updated 08/11/2004 from info in V. McCabe’s data files.
                         MCCABE SEE 3-PAGE UPDATE BY V. MCCABE 03/18/99 LETER SENT; NFA This
                         "Prior to Sept, 2004 data translation this spill Lead_DEC Field wasDEC Memo:
                         83919DER Facility ID:
                         3DEC Region:
                         Not reportedSpiller Extention:
                         (914) 793-1009Spiller Phone:
                         LINDA BENICASASpiller Contact:
                         001Spiller County:
                         GENEVA ROADSpiller Address:
                         RAICHLE MOLITORSpiller Company:
                         LINDA BENICASASpiller Name:
                         2004-08-11Spill Record Last Update:
                         1999-01-13Date Entered In Computer:
                         0Remediation Phase:
                         FalseUST Involvement:

RAICHLE MOLITOR  (Continued) S103823989
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

Count: 3 records.

BREWSTER            S113917087 METRO NORTH (CONRAIL-HARLEM DIV.) PROSPECT HILL ROAD 10509 SHWS
CARMEL              S113916604 FAIR STREET SITE FAIR STREET 10512 SHWS
SOUTHEAST           S105972520 BREWSTER TRANSIT MIX FIELDS LANE 10509 SHWS

TC5227852.2s   Page 12
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To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/05/2018
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247

EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9
Telephone 312-886-6686 Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/05/2018
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 08/15/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/2011
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/05/2018
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS list

FEDERAL FACILITY:  Federal Facility Site Information listing
A listing of National Priority List (NPL) and Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) sites found in the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) Database where EPA Federal Facilities
Restoration and Reuse Office is involved in cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 11/07/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/05/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/07/2017
Number of Days to Update: 92

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8704
Last EDR Contact: 01/05/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

SEMS:  Superfund Enterprise Management System
SEMS (Superfund Enterprise Management System) tracks hazardous waste sites, potentially hazardous waste sites,
and remedial activities performed in support of EPA’s Superfund Program across the United States. The list was
formerly know as CERCLIS, renamed to SEMS by the EPA in 2015. The list contains data on potentially hazardous
waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities, private companies and private persons,
pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA).
This dataset also contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities List (NPL) and the
sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/30/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site list

SEMS-ARCHIVE:  Superfund Enterprise Management System Archive
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SEMS-ARCHIVE (Superfund Enterprise Management System Archive) tracks sites that have no further interest under
the Federal Superfund Program based on available information. The list was formerly known as the CERCLIS-NFRAP,
renamed to SEMS ARCHIVE by the EPA in 2015. EPA may perform a minimal level of assessment work at a site while
it is archived if site conditions change and/or new information becomes available. Archived sites have been removed
and archived from the inventory of SEMS sites. Archived status indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge,
assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined no further steps will be taken to list the
site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates this decision was not appropriate or
other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time. The decision does not necessarily mean
that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that. based upon available information, the
location is not judged to be potential NPL site.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/30/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF:  RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (212) 637-3660
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG:  RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (212) 637-3660
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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RCRA-SQG:  RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (212) 637-3660
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG:  RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (212) 637-3660
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

LUCIS:  Land Use Control Information System
LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure
properties.

Date of Government Version: 05/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/13/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 94

Source:  Department of the Navy
Telephone:  843-820-7326
Last EDR Contact: 02/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 11/13/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 74

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 02/27/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 11/13/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 74

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 02/27/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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Federal ERNS list

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 09/18/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-267-2180
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS:  Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites in New York State
Referred to as the State Superfund Program, the Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Site Remedial Program is the
cleanup program for inactive hazardous waste sites and now includes hazardous substance sites

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9622
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF:  Facility Register
Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal
sites.

Date of Government Version: 12/08/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/02/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/31/2018
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-457-2051
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

INDIAN LUST R10:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 04/25/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/07/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/08/2017
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 04/13/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.
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Date of Government Version: 05/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6271
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R6:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 04/24/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-6597
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R4:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 10/14/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/05/2017
Number of Days to Update: 98

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-8677
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R5:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
Leaking underground storage tanks located on Indian Land in Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 04/26/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  EPA, Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-7439
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R1:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LTANKS:  Spills Information Database
Leaking Storage Tank Incident Reports. These records contain an inventory of reported leaking storage tank incidents
reported from 4/1/86 through the most recent update. They can be either leaking underground storage tanks or leaking
aboveground storage tanks. The causes of the incidents are tank test failures, tank failures or tank overfills.

Date of Government Version: 02/12/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/14/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2018
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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HIST LTANKS:  Listing of Leaking Storage Tanks
A listing of leaking underground and aboveground storage tanks. The causes of the incidents are tank test failures,
tank failures or tank overfills. In 2002, the Department of Environmental Conservation stopped providing updates
to its original Spills Information Database. This database includes fields that are no longer available from the
NYDEC as of January 1, 2002. Current information may be found in the NY LTANKS database. Department of Environmental
Conservation.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/08/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/14/2005
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 07/07/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

FEMA UST:  Underground Storage Tank Listing
A listing of all FEMA owned underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 05/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/30/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 136

Source:  FEMA
Telephone:  202-646-5797
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/23/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

UST:  Petroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) Database
Facilities that have petroleum storage capacities in excess of 1,100 gallons and less than 400,000 gallons.

Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CBS UST:  Chemical Bulk Storage Database
Facilities that store regulated hazardous substances in underground tanks of any size

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/20/2002
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/22/2002
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  NYSDEC
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 10/24/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/23/2006
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

MOSF UST:  Major Oil Storage Facilities Database
Facilities that may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities of 400,000 gallons or
greater.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/20/2002
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/22/2002
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  NYSDEC
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/2005
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CBS:  Chemical Bulk Storage Site Listing
These facilities store regulated hazardous substances in aboveground tanks with capacities of 185 gallons or greater,
and/or in underground tanks of any size

Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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MOSF:  Major Oil Storage Facility Site Listing
These facilities may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities of 400,000 gallons or
greater.

Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

AST:  Petroleum Bulk Storage
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CBS AST:  Chemical Bulk Storage Database
Facilities that store regulated hazardous substances in aboveground tanks with capacities of 185 gallons or greater,
and/or in underground tanks of any size.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/20/2002
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/22/2002
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  NYSDEC
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/2005
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

MOSF AST:  Major Oil Storage Facilities Database
Facilities that may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities of 400,000 gallons or
greater.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/20/2002
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/22/2002
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  NYSDEC
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 07/25/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/24/2005
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

INDIAN UST R8:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 8 (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming and 27 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 05/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6137
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R5:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 5 (Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/26/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-6136
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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INDIAN UST R4:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 4 (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee
and Tribal Nations)

Date of Government Version: 10/14/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/05/2017
Number of Days to Update: 98

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-9424
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R10:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 10 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/25/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R9:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 9 (Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/13/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 78

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R6:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 6 (Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas and 65 Tribes).

Date of Government Version: 04/24/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/08/2017
Number of Days to Update: 134

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-7591
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R7:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 7 (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 9 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 05/02/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R1:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont and ten Tribal
Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/2017
Number of Days to Update: 71

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 01/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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TANKS:  Storage Tank Faciliy Listing
This database contains records of facilities that are or have been regulated under Bulk Storage Program. Tank
information for these facilities may not be releasable by the state agency.

Date of Government Version: 12/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9543
Last EDR Contact: 12/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

ENV RES DECL:  Environmental Restrictive Declarations
The Environmental Restrictive Declarations (ERD) listed were recorded in connection with a zoning action against
the noted Tax Blocks and Tax Lots, or portion thereof, and are available in the property records on file at the
Office of the City Register for Bronx, Kings, New York and Queens counties or at the Richmond County Clerk’s office.
They contain environmental requirements with respect to hazardous materials, air quality and/or noise in accordance
with Section 11-15 of this Resolution.

Date of Government Version: 06/27/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/22/2017
Number of Days to Update: 1

Source:  New York City Department of City Planning
Telephone:  212-720-3300
Last EDR Contact: 03/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RES DECL:  Restrictive Declarations Listing
A restrictive declaration is a covenant running with the land which binds the present and future owners of the
property. As a condition of certain special permits, the City Planning Commission may require an applicant to
sign and record a restrictive declaration that places specified conditions on the future use and development of
the property. Certain restrictive declarations are indicated by a D  on zoning maps.

Date of Government Version: 11/18/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/30/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/21/2014
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  NYC Department of City Planning
Telephone:  212-720-3401
Last EDR Contact: 12/22/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ENG CONTROLS:  Registry of Engineering Controls
Environmental Remediation sites that have engineering controls in place.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9553
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INST CONTROL:  Registry of Institutional Controls
Environmental Remediation sites that have institutional controls in place.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9553
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

INDIAN VCP R7:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Lisitng
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 7.
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Date of Government Version: 03/20/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7365
Last EDR Contact: 04/20/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/20/2009
Data Release Frequency: Varies

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Agreements
New York established its Voluntary Cleanup Program (VCP) to address the environmental, legal and financial barriers
that often hinder the redevelopment and reuse of contaminated properties. The Voluntary Cleanup Program was developed
to enhance private sector cleanup of brownfields by enabling parties to remediate sites using private rather than
public funds and to reduce the development pressures on "greenfield" sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9711
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

VCP NYC:  Voluntary Cleanup Program Listing NYC
New York City voluntary cleanup program sites.

Date of Government Version: 10/04/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/06/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  New York City Office of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  212-788-8841
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R1:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 1.

Date of Government Version: 07/27/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/29/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/18/2016
Number of Days to Update: 142

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1102
Last EDR Contact: 12/20/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS:  Brownfields Site List
A Brownfield is any real property where redevelopment or re-use may be complicated by the presence or potential
presence of a hazardous waste, petroleum, pollutant, or contaminant.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9764
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

ERP:  Environmental Restoration Program Listing
In an effort to spur the cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields, New Yorkers approved a $200 million Environmental
Restoration or Brownfields Fund as part of the $1.75 billion Clean Water/Clean Air Bond Act of 1996 (1996 Bond
Act). Enhancements to the program were enacted on October 7, 2003. Under the Environmental Restoration Program,
the State provides grants to municipalities to reimburse up to 90 percent of on-site eligible costs and 100% of
off-site eligible costs for site investigation and remediation activities. Once remediated, the property may then
be reused for commercial, industrial, residential or public use.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/24/2017
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9622
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Brownfields are real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be complicated by the presence
or potential presence of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant. Cleaning up and reinvesting in these
properties takes development pressures off of undeveloped, open land, and both improves and protects the environment.
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange System (ACRES) stores information reported by EPA Brownfields
grant recipients on brownfields properties assessed or cleaned up with grant funding as well as information on
Targeted Brownfields Assessments performed by EPA Regions. A listing of ACRES Brownfield sites is obtained from
Cleanups in My Community. Cleanups in My Community provides information on Brownfields properties for which information
is reported back to EPA, as well as areas served by Brownfields grant programs.

Date of Government Version: 01/19/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/19/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

SWRCY:  Registered Recycling Facility List
A listing of recycling facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/08/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/02/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/31/2018
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8705
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SWTIRE:  Registered Waste Tire Storage & Facility List
A listing of facilities registered to accept waste tires.

Date of Government Version: 12/12/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/14/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/31/2018
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8694
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/25/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

INDIAN ODI:  Report on the Status of Open Dumps on Indian Lands
Location of open dumps on Indian land.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/1998
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/03/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/24/2008
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-308-8245
Last EDR Contact: 01/30/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DEBRIS REGION 9:  Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.
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Date of Government Version: 01/12/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 137

Source:  EPA, Region 9
Telephone:  415-947-4219
Last EDR Contact: 01/22/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

IHS OPEN DUMPS:  Open Dumps on Indian Land
A listing of all open dumps located on Indian Land in the United States.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/06/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2015
Number of Days to Update: 176

Source:  Department of Health & Human Serivces, Indian Health Service
Telephone:  301-443-1452
Last EDR Contact: 02/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US HIST CDL:  National Clandestine Laboratory Register
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations that have been removed from the DEAs National Clandestine Laboratory
Register.

Date of Government Version: 01/19/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/24/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 02/27/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DEL SHWS:  Delisted Registry Sites
A database listing of sites delisted from the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/15/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/22/2017
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9622
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/24/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 02/27/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

HIST UST:  Historical Petroleum Bulk Storage Database
These facilities have petroleum storage capacities in excess of 1,100 gallons and less than 400,000 gallons. This
database contains detailed information per site. It is no longer updated due to the sensitive nature of the information
involved. See UST for more current data.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/20/2006
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 10/23/2006
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/22/2007
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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HIST AST:  Historical Petroleum Bulk Storage Database
These facilities have petroleum storage capabilities in excess of 1,100 gallons and less than 400,000 gallons.
This database contains detailed information per site. No longer updated due to the sensitive nature of the information
involved. See AST for more current data.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/20/2006
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 10/23/2006
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/22/2007
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Local Land Records

LIENS:  Spill Liens Information
Lien information from the Oil Spill Fund.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/07/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Office of the State Comptroller
Telephone:  518-474-9034
Last EDR Contact: 02/05/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

LIENS 2:  CERCLA Lien Information
A Federal CERCLA (’Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 09/21/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SPILLS:  Spills Information Database
Data collected on spills reported to NYSDEC as required by one or more of the following: Article 12 of the Navigation
Law, 6 NYCRR Section 613.8 (from PBS regs), or 6 NYCRR Section 595.2 (from CBS regs). It includes spills active
as of April 1, 1986, as well as spills occurring since this date.

Date of Government Version: 02/12/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/14/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2018
Number of Days to Update: 30

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HIST SPILLS:  SPILLS Database
This database contains records of chemical and petroleum spill incidents. Under State law, petroleum and hazardous
chemical spills that can impact the waters of the state must be reported by the spiller (and, in some cases,
by anyone who has knowledge of the spills). In 2002, the Department of Environmental Conservation stopped providing
updates to its original Spills Information Database. This database includes fields that are no longer available
from the NYDEC as of January 1, 2002. Current information may be found in the NY SPILLS database. Department of
Environmental Conservation.
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Date of Government Version: 01/01/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/08/2005
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/14/2005
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9549
Last EDR Contact: 07/07/2005
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SPILLS 90:  SPILLS90 data from FirstSearch
Spills 90 includes those spill and release records available exclusively from FirstSearch databases. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded after 1990. Duplicate records that are
already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 90.

Date of Government Version: 12/14/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/12/2013
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  FirstSearch
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SPILLS 80:  SPILLS80 data from FirstSearch
Spills 80 includes those spill and release records available from FirstSearch databases prior to 1990. Typically,
they may include chemical, oil and/or hazardous substance spills recorded before 1990. Duplicate records that
are already included in EDR incident and release records are not included in Spills 80.

Date of Government Version: 11/02/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/07/2013
Number of Days to Update: 63

Source:  FirstSearch
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2013
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA NonGen / NLR:  RCRA - Non Generators / No Longer Regulated
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous
waste.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (212) 637-3660
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 01/31/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/08/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2015
Number of Days to Update: 97

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 02/21/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 10/13/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/22/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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FEDLAND:  Federal and Indian Lands
Federally and Indian administrated lands of the United States. Lands included are administrated by: Army Corps
of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, National Wild and Scenic River, National Wildlife Refuge, Public Domain Land,
Wilderness, Wilderness Study Area, Wildlife Management Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management,
Department of Justice, Forest Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 339

Source:  U.S. Geological Survey
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 10/11/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/22/2018
Data Release Frequency: N/A

SCRD DRYCLEANERS:  State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
The State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners was established in 1998, with support from the U.S. EPA Office
of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation. It is comprised of representatives of states with established
drycleaner remediation programs. Currently the member states are Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/03/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/07/2017
Number of Days to Update: 63

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  615-532-8599
Last EDR Contact: 02/16/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US FIN ASSUR:  Financial Assurance Information
All owners and operators of facilities that treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste are required to provide
proof that they will have sufficient funds to pay for the clean up, closure, and post-closure care of their facilities.

Date of Government Version: 01/11/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/19/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/02/2018
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-1917
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/09/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

EPA WATCH LIST:  EPA WATCH LIST
EPA maintains a "Watch List" to facilitate dialogue between EPA, state and local environmental agencies on enforcement
matters relating to facilities with alleged violations identified as either significant or high priority. Being
on the Watch List does not mean that the facility has actually violated the law only that an investigation by
EPA or a state or local environmental agency has led those organizations to allege that an unproven violation
has in fact occurred. Being on the Watch List does not represent a higher level of concern regarding the alleged
violations that were detected, but instead indicates cases requiring additional dialogue between EPA, state and
local agencies - primarily because of the length of time the alleged violation has gone unaddressed or unresolved.

Date of Government Version: 08/30/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/21/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/17/2014
Number of Days to Update: 88

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  617-520-3000
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

2020 COR ACTION:  2020 Corrective Action Program List
The EPA has set ambitious goals for the RCRA Corrective Action program by creating the 2020 Corrective Action
Universe. This RCRA cleanup baseline includes facilities expected to need corrective action. The 2020 universe
contains a wide variety of sites. Some properties are heavily contaminated while others were contaminated but
have since been cleaned up. Still others have not been fully investigated yet, and may require little or no remediation.
Inclusion in the 2020 Universe does not necessarily imply failure on the part of a facility to meet its RCRA obligations.

Date of Government Version: 04/22/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/09/2015
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-308-4044
Last EDR Contact: 02/08/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/05/2018
Number of Days to Update: 198

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 12/22/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/10/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 2

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 01/25/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 12/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 03/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RMP:  Risk Management Plans
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When Congress passed the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990, it required EPA to publish regulations and guidance
for chemical accident prevention at facilities using extremely hazardous substances. The Risk Management Program
Rule (RMP Rule) was written to implement Section 112(r) of these amendments. The rule, which built upon existing
industry codes and standards, requires companies of all sizes that use certain flammable and toxic substances
to develop a Risk Management Program, which includes a(n): Hazard assessment that details the potential effects
of an accidental release, an accident history of the last five years, and an evaluation of worst-case and alternative
accidental releases; Prevention program that includes safety precautions and maintenance, monitoring, and employee
training measures; and Emergency response program that spells out emergency health care, employee training measures
and procedures for informing the public and response agencies (e.g the fire department) should an accident occur.

Date of Government Version: 11/02/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/08/2017
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-8600
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 06/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/01/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

PRP:  Potentially Responsible Parties
A listing of verified Potentially Responsible Parties

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/17/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/2014
Number of Days to Update: 3

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 06/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/09/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 126

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0500
Last EDR Contact: 01/12/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/23/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ICIS:  Integrated Compliance Information System
The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program.

Date of Government Version: 11/18/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/23/2016
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/10/2017
Number of Days to Update: 79

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/23/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 08/18/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/04/2017
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 08/18/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/04/2017
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 08/30/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/08/2016
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/21/2016
Number of Days to Update: 43

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

COAL ASH DOE:  Steam-Electric Plant Operation Data
A listing of power plants that store ash in surface ponds.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  202-586-8719
Last EDR Contact: 03/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH EPA:  Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
A listing of coal combustion residues surface impoundments with high hazard potential ratings.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/2014
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/2014
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

PCB TRANSFORMER:  PCB Transformer Registration Database
The database of PCB transformer registrations that includes all PCB registration submittals.

Date of Government Version: 05/24/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/30/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-0517
Last EDR Contact: 01/26/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RADINFO:  Radiation Information Database
The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.
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Date of Government Version: 10/02/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/05/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-343-9775
Last EDR Contact: 01/04/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HIST FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Inspection & Enforcement Case Listing
A complete inspection and enforcement case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA
regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation
of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some
EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing
EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that
may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DOT OPS:  Incident and Accident Data
Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.

Date of Government Version: 07/31/2012
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2012
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2012
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety
Telephone:  202-366-4595
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 63

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 03/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/22/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/28/2017
Number of Days to Update: 218

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Biennially
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INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2014
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/14/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2017
Number of Days to Update: 546

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 01/09/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/23/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FUSRAP:  Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program
DOE established the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP) in 1974 to remediate sites where
radioactive contamination remained from Manhattan Project and early U.S. Atomic Energy Commission (AEC) operations.

Date of Government Version: 12/23/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/27/2016
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/17/2017
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  202-586-3559
Last EDR Contact: 01/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 06/23/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/11/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/03/2017
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LEAD SMELTER 1:  Lead Smelter Sites
A listing of former lead smelter site locations.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/02/2018
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8787
Last EDR Contact: 02/06/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/21/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LEAD SMELTER 2:  Lead Smelter Sites
A list of several hundred sites in the U.S. where secondary lead smelting was done from 1931and 1964. These sites
may pose a threat to public health through ingestion or inhalation of contaminated soil or dust

Date of Government Version: 04/05/2001
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/27/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  American Journal of Public Health
Telephone:  703-305-6451
Last EDR Contact: 12/02/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

US AIRS (AFS):  Aerometric Information Retrieval System Facility Subsystem (AFS)
The database is a sub-system of Aerometric Information Retrieval System (AIRS). AFS contains compliance data
on air pollution point sources regulated by the U.S. EPA and/or state and local air regulatory agencies. This
information comes from source reports by various stationary sources of air pollution, such as electric power plants,
steel mills, factories, and universities, and provides information about the air pollutants they produce. Action,
air program, air program pollutant, and general level plant data. It is used to track emissions and compliance
data from industrial plants.
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Date of Government Version: 10/12/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/26/2016
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/03/2017
Number of Days to Update: 100

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-2496
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/08/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US AIRS MINOR:  Air Facility System Data
A listing of minor source facilities.

Date of Government Version: 10/12/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/26/2016
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/03/2017
Number of Days to Update: 100

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-2496
Last EDR Contact: 09/26/2017
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/08/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.

Date of Government Version: 10/29/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/28/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

US MINES 2:  Ferrous and Nonferrous Metal Mines Database Listing
This map layer includes ferrous (ferrous metal mines are facilities that extract ferrous metals, such as iron
ore or molybdenum) and nonferrous (Nonferrous metal mines are facilities that extract nonferrous metals, such
as gold, silver, copper, zinc, and lead) metal mines in the United States.

Date of Government Version: 12/05/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/29/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/18/2008
Number of Days to Update: 49

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-648-7709
Last EDR Contact: 03/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US MINES 3:  Active Mines & Mineral Plants Database Listing
Active Mines and Mineral Processing Plant operations for commodities monitored by the Minerals Information Team
of the USGS.

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/08/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/2011
Number of Days to Update: 97

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-648-7709
Last EDR Contact: 03/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ABANDONED MINES:  Abandoned Mines
An inventory of land and water impacted by past mining (primarily coal mining) is maintained by OSMRE to provide
information needed to implement the Surface Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (SMCRA). The inventory
contains information on the location, type, and extent of AML impacts, as well as, information on the cost associated
with the reclamation of those problems. The inventory is based upon field surveys by State, Tribal, and OSMRE
program officials. It is dynamic to the extent that it is modified as new problems are identified and existing
problems are reclaimed.

Date of Government Version: 09/25/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/20/2017
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  Department of Interior
Telephone:  202-208-2609
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/25/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 07/23/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/06/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (212) 637-3000
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

UXO:  Unexploded Ordnance Sites
A listing of unexploded ordnance site locations

Date of Government Version: 09/30/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/31/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 73

Source:  Department of Defense
Telephone:  703-704-1564
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/30/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ECHO:  Enforcement & Compliance History Information
ECHO provides integrated compliance and enforcement information for about 800,000 regulated facilities nationwide.

Date of Government Version: 01/13/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/19/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/02/2018
Number of Days to Update: 42

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2280
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DOCKET HWC:  Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket Listing
A complete list of the Federal Agency Hazardous Waste Compliance Docket Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 06/27/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 52

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-0527
Last EDR Contact: 03/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/11/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

FUELS PROGRAM:  EPA Fuels Program Registered Listing
This listing includes facilities that are registered under the Part 80 (Code of Federal Regulations) EPA Fuels
Programs. All companies now are required to submit new and updated registrations.

Date of Government Version: 11/20/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/20/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/12/2018
Number of Days to Update: 53

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-385-6164
Last EDR Contact: 02/21/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

AIRS:  Air Emissions Data
Point source emissions inventory data.

Date of Government Version: 11/06/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/07/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8452
Last EDR Contact: 01/22/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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COAL ASH:  Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
A listing of coal ash disposal site locations.

Date of Government Version: 09/25/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/26/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12/2017
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8660
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DRYCLEANERS:  Registered Drycleaners
A listing of all registered drycleaning facilities.

Date of Government Version: 11/22/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/14/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8403
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/25/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

E DESIGNATION:  E DESIGNATION SITE LISTING
The (E (Environmental)) designation would ensure that sampling and remediation take place on the subject properties,
and would avoid any significant impacts related to hazardous materials at these locations. The (E) designations
would require that the fee owner of the sites conduct a testing and sampling protocol, and remediation where appropriate,
to the satisfaction of the NYCDEP before the issuance of a building permit by the Department of Buildings pursuant
to the provisions of Section 11-15 of the Zoning Resolution (Environmental Requirements). The (E) designations
also include a mandatory construction-related health and safety plan which must be approved by NYCDEP.

Date of Government Version: 10/31/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/20/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/29/2018
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  New York City Department of City Planning
Telephone:  718-595-6658
Last EDR Contact: 03/19/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/02/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Financial Assurance 1:  Financial Assurance Information Listing
Financial assurance information.

Date of Government Version: 12/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/02/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/31/2018
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8660
Last EDR Contact: 01/02/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/16/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Financial Assurance 2:  Financial Assurance Information Listing
A listing of financial assurance information for hazardous waste facilities. Financial assurance is intended to
ensure that resources are available to pay for the cost of closure, post-closure care, and corrective measures
if the owner or operator of a regulated facility is unable or unwilling to pay.

Date of Government Version: 03/09/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/12/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/13/2017
Number of Days to Update: 184

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8712
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/25/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HSWDS:  Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site Inventory
The list includes any known or suspected hazardous substance waste disposal sites. Also included are sites delisted
from the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites and non-Registry sites that U.S. EPA Preliminary
Assessment (PA) reports or Site Investigation (SI) reports were prepared. Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal
Sites are eligible to be Superfund sites now that the New York State Superfund has been refinanced and changed.
This means that the study inventory has served its purpose and will no longer be maintained as a separate entity.
The last version of the study inventory is frozen in time. The sites on the study will not automatically be made
Superfund sites, rather each site will be further evaluated for listing on the Registry. So overtime they will
be added to the registry or not.
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Date of Government Version: 01/01/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/20/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/30/2006
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9564
Last EDR Contact: 05/26/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/24/2009
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

NY MANIFEST:  Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/31/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/09/2018
Number of Days to Update: 37

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SPDES:  State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
New York State has a state program which has been approved by the United States Environmental Protection Agency
for the control of wastewater and stormwater discharges in accordance with the Clean Water Act. Under New York
State law the program is known as the State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) and is broader in
scope than that required by the Clean Water Act in that it controls point source discharges to groundwaters as
well as surface waters.  

Date of Government Version: 10/25/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/27/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/28/2017
Number of Days to Update: 32

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8233
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/07/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

VAPOR REOPENED:  Vapor Intrustion Legacy Site List
New York is currently re-evaluating previous assumptions and decisions regarding the potential for soil vapor
intrusion exposures at sites. As a result, all past, current, and future contaminated sites will be evaluated
to determine whether these sites have the potential for exposures related to soil vapor intrusion.

Date of Government Version: 05/01/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/22/2017
Number of Days to Update: 127

Source:  Department of Environmenal Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-9814
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

UIC:  Underground Injection Control Wells
A listing of enhanced oil recovery underground injection wells.

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/06/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/31/2018
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8056
Last EDR Contact: 03/08/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

EDR HIGH RISK HISTORICAL RECORDS

EDR Exclusive Records

EDR MGP:  EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil
and groundwater contamination.
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Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

EDR Hist Auto:  EDR Exclusive Historical Auto Stations
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
gas station/filling station/service station sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited
to those categories of sources that might, in EDR’s opinion, include gas station/filling station/service station
establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were not limited to gas, gas station, gasoline station,
filling station, auto, automobile repair, auto service station, service station, etc. This database falls within
a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort presents
unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental concerns,
but may not show up in current government records searches.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR Hist Cleaner:  EDR Exclusive Historical Cleaners
EDR has searched selected national collections of business directories and has collected listings of potential
dry cleaner sites that were available to EDR researchers. EDR’s review was limited to those categories of sources
that might, in EDR’s opinion, include dry cleaning establishments. The categories reviewed included, but were
not limited to dry cleaners, cleaners, laundry, laundromat, cleaning/laundry, wash & dry etc. This database falls
within a category of information EDR classifies as "High Risk Historical Records", or HRHR. EDR’s HRHR effort
presents unique and sometimes proprietary data about past sites and operations that typically create environmental
concerns, but may not show up in current government records searches.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR RECOVERED GOVERNMENT ARCHIVES

Exclusive Recovered Govt. Archives

RGA HWS:  Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive State Hazardous Waste database provides a list of SHWS incidents derived
from historical databases and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled
from Records formerly available from the Department of Environmental Conservation in New York.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/30/2013
Number of Days to Update: 182

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

RGA LF:  Recovered Government Archive Solid Waste Facilities List
The EDR Recovered Government Archive Landfill database provides a list of landfills derived from historical databases
and includes many records that no longer appear in current government lists. Compiled from Records formerly available
from the Department of Environmental Conservation in New York.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/01/2013
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/10/2014
Number of Days to Update: 193

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2012
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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COUNTY RECORDS

CORTLAND COUNTY:

Cortland County Storage Tank Listing
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Cortland County.

Date of Government Version: 09/26/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/20/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2017
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Cortland County Health Department
Telephone:  607-753-5035
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Cortland County Storage Tank Listing
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Cortland County.

Date of Government Version: 09/26/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/20/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2017
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source:  Cortland County Health Department
Telephone:  607-753-5035
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NASSAU COUNTY:

Registered Tank Database
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Nassau County.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/11/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Nassau County Health Department
Telephone:  516-571-3314
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Storage Tank Database
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Nassau County.

Date of Government Version: 02/15/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/23/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/29/2011
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Nassau County Office of the Fire Marshal
Telephone:  516-572-1000
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Registered Tank Database in Nassau County
A listing of facilities in Nassau County with storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/11/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Nassau County Department of Health
Telephone:  516-227-9691
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Registered Tank Database
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Nassau County.

Date of Government Version: 01/09/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/11/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/15/2017
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Nassau County Health Department
Telephone:  516-571-3314
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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Storage Tank Database
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Nassau County.

Date of Government Version: 02/15/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/23/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/29/2011
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Nassau County Office of the Fire Marshal
Telephone:  516-572-1000
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ROCKLAND COUNTY:

Petroleum Bulk Storage Database
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Rockland County.

Date of Government Version: 02/02/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/22/2017
Number of Days to Update: 189

Source:  Rockland County Health Department
Telephone:  914-364-2605
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Petroleum Bulk Storage Database
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Rockland County.

Date of Government Version: 02/02/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/17/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/22/2017
Number of Days to Update: 189

Source:  Rockland County Health Department
Telephone:  914-364-2605
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/18/2018
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

SUFFOLK COUNTY:

Storage Tank Database
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Suffolk County.

Date of Government Version: 03/03/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/10/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/23/2015
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Suffolk County Department of Health Services
Telephone:  631-854-2521
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Storage Tank Database
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Suffolk County.

Date of Government Version: 03/03/2015
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/10/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/23/2015
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Suffolk County Department of Health Services
Telephone:  631-854-2521
Last EDR Contact: 02/23/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

WESTCHESTER COUNTY:

Listing of Storage Tanks
A listing of aboveground storage tank sites located in Westchester County.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2017
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Westchester County Department of Health
Telephone:  914-813-5161
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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Listing of Storage Tanks
A listing of underground storage tank sites located in Westchester County.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/21/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2017
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Westchester County Department of Health
Telephone:  914-813-5161
Last EDR Contact: 01/29/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/14/2018
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.

Date of Government Version: 11/11/2017
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/14/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/18/2017
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Energy & Environmental Protection
Telephone:  860-424-3375
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/28/2018
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

NJ MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/11/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/27/2017
Number of Days to Update: 107

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/05/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/23/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/25/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/25/2017
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  717-783-8990
Last EDR Contact: 01/16/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/30/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST:  Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2013
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/19/2015
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/15/2015
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  401-222-2797
Last EDR Contact: 02/21/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/04/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

VT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 01/12/2018
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/19/2018
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/13/2018
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  802-241-3443
Last EDR Contact: 01/12/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/30/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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WI MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2016
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/13/2017
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/14/2017
Number of Days to Update: 92

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/08/2018
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/25/2018
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Oil/Gas Pipelines
Source:  PennWell Corporation
Petroleum Bundle (Crude Oil, Refined Products, Petrochemicals, Gas Liquids (LPG/NGL), and Specialty
Gases (Miscellaneous)) N = Natural Gas Bundle (Natural Gas, Gas Liquids (LPG/NGL), and Specialty Gases
(Miscellaneous)). This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information
is provided on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant
its fitness for any particular purpose. Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source:  PennWell Corporation
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided on a best
effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its fitness for any
particular purpose. Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Day Care Providers
Source: Department of Health
Telephone: 212-676-2444

Flood Zone Data: This data was obtained from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). It depicts 100-year and
500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA. It includes the National Flood Hazard Layer (NFHL) which incorporates Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) data and Q3 data from FEMA in areas not covered by NFHL.

Source: FEMA
Telephone: 877-336-2627
Date of Government Version: 2003, 2015
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NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002, 2005 and 2010 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

State Wetlands Data: Freshwater Wetlands
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-402-8961

Current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map
Source: U.S. Geological Survey

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2015 TomTom North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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geologic strata.
of the soil, and nearby wells.  Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

  2.  Groundwater flow velocity.
  1.  Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principal investigative components:

forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in

2013Version Date:
5939739 BREWSTER, NYEast Map:

2013Version Date:
5939751 LAKE CARMEL, NYTarget Property Map:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

646 ft. above sea levelElevation:
4587429.0UTM Y (Meters): 
613765.4UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 18Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
73.638403 - 73˚ 38’ 18.25’’Longitude (West): 
41.43229 - 41˚ 25’ 56.24’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

BREWSTER, NY 10509
68 BARRETT ROAD
18-PUTNAM SEABURY-1A

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®
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should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY: ELEVATION PROFILES
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General SEGeneral Topographic Gradient:
TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

Not found     Status:
1.25 miles     Search Radius:

Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data*:

* ©1996 Site−specific hydrogeological data gathered by CERCLIS Alerts, Inc., Bainbridge Island, WA.  All rights reserved.  All of the information and opinions presented are those of the cited EPA report(s), which were completed under
a Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) investigation.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapLAKE CARMEL

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0161E  
 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0141E  
 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0153E  
 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0134E  
 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0133E  

Additional Panels in search area: FEMA Source Type

 FEMA FIRM Flood data36079C0142E  

Flood Plain Panel at Target Property FEMA Source Type

FEMA FLOOD ZONE

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Metamorphic RocksCategory:PrecambrianEra:
PrecambrianSystem:
Paragneiss and schistSeries:
YmCode:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Sand.
Gravel and
Fragments,
200), Stone
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

loam
gravelly sandy59 inches20 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam20 inches 9 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayfine sandy loam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

fine sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

PaxtonSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 1

in a landscape. The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service SSURGO data.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

WoodbridgeSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Sand.
Gravel and
Fragments,
200), Stone
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

loam
gravelly sandy59 inches20 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam20 inches 9 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayfine sandy loam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

fine sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

PaxtonSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 2

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: All hydric

Very poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

water table, or are shallow to an impervious layer.
Class D - Very slow infiltration rates. Soils are clayey, have a highHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

SunSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 4

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam59 inches29 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam29 inches11 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam11 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

WoodbridgeSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 5

Min: 6.6
Max: 8.4

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

sandy loam
gravelly fine59 inches27 inches 3

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam27 inches 9 inches 2

Min: 5.1
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 14   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

WoodbridgeSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 6

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam59 inches29 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam29 inches11 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam11 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 31 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Somewhat poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

RidgeburySoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 7

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam59 inches29 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam29 inches11 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam11 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 31 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Somewhat poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

RidgeburySoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 8

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam59 inches25 inches 3

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

sandy loam
gravelly fine25 inches 7 inches 2

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 42   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 77 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

textures.
moderately well and well drained soils with moderately coarse
Class B - Moderate infiltration rates. Deep and moderately deep,Hydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

CharltonSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 9

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly loam59 inches25 inches 3

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

sandy loam
gravelly fine25 inches 7 inches 2

Min: 4.5
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 42   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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No Layer Information available.
 

> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

Not ReportedCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Unknown
Soil Drainage Class:

textures.
moderately well and well drained soils with moderately coarse
Class B - Moderate infiltration rates. Deep and moderately deep,Hydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

WaterSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 10

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granularsandy loam59 inches24 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granularsandy loam24 inches 7 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

drained and classified.
Class C/D - Drained/undrained hydrology class of soils that can beHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

ChatfieldSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 12

Min: 6.6
Max: 8.4

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

and Sand.
Clayey Gravel
200), Silty, or
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

sandy loam
gravelly fine59 inches27 inches 3

Min: 5.6
Max: 7.3

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam27 inches 9 inches 2

Min: 5.1
Max: 6.5

Min: 4
Max: 14   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: All hydric

Very poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

water table, or are shallow to an impervious layer.
Class D - Very slow infiltration rates. Soils are clayey, have a highHydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

SunSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 11

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

fine sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

PaxtonSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 13

Max:  Min: 
Min: 0.07
Max: 141   Not reportedNot reported

bedrock
unweathered27 inches24 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

loam
flaggy silt24 inches 7 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 7 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

 
> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LowCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Unknown

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 61 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

ModerateCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Not hydric

Moderately well drainedSoil Drainage Class:

textures.
moderately well and well drained soils with moderately coarse
Class B - Moderate infiltration rates. Deep and moderately deep,Hydrologic Group:

loamSoil Surface Texture:

SuttonSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 14

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 0.42
Max: 1.4   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Sand.
Gravel and
Fragments,
200), Stone
passing No.
pct. or less
materials (35
Granular

loam
gravelly sandy59 inches20 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

50%), silt.
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam20 inches 9 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 14   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayfine sandy loam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®



TC5227852.2s   Page A-18

 
> 0 inchesDepth to Watertable Min:

> 0 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

HighCorrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: All hydric

Very poorly drainedSoil Drainage Class:

drained and are classified.
Class A/D - Drained/undrained hydrology class of soils that can beHydrologic Group:

muckSoil Surface Texture:

PalmsSoil Component Name:

Soil Map ID: 15

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   Not reported

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

sandy loam
gravelly fine59 inches27 inches 3

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

sandy loam
gravelly fine27 inches 9 inches 2

4.5
Max: 6 Min:

Min: 4
Max: 42   

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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1/2 - 1 Mile EastUSGS40000843564   18
1/2 - 1 Mile SWUSGS40000843483   17
1/2 - 1 Mile SSEUSGS40000843464   15
1/2 - 1 Mile WNWUSGS40000843625   13
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEUSGS40000843513   A12
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEUSGS40000843527   11
1/2 - 1 Mile WNWUSGS40000843607   10
1/2 - 1 Mile ESEUSGS40000843516   A9
1/2 - 1 Mile SWUSGS40000843509   6
1/2 - 1 Mile SSEUSGS40000843497   3
1/4 - 1/2 Mile NorthUSGS40000843634   2
1/8 - 1/4 Mile NNWUSGS40000843604   1

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
1.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

opinion about the impact of contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
professional in assessing sources that may impact ground water flow direction, and in forming an
EDR Local/Regional Water Agency records provide water well information to assist the environmental

LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

Max:  Min: 
Min: 1.4
Max: 14   

50%), Lean Clay
limit less than
Clays (liquid
SOILS, Silts and
FINE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Clayey
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clayloam59 inches48 inches 3

Max:  Min: 
Min: 1.4
Max: 42   

soils, Peat.
Highly organicA-8muck48 inches 9 inches 2

Max:  Min: 
Min: 1.4
Max: 42   

soils, Peat.
Highly organicA-8muck 9 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification Saturated
hydraulic
conductivity
micro m/sec

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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1/2 - 1 Mile ENENYWS10000011057   16
1/2 - 1 Mile NENYWS10000010916   14
1/2 - 1 Mile WestNYWS10000011068   8
1/2 - 1 Mile WSWNYWS10000011067   7
1/2 - 1 Mile NorthNYWS10000010925   5
1/2 - 1 Mile ESENYWS004793   4

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

No PWS System Found

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:Not ReportedVert coord refsys:
Not ReportedVertcollection method:
Not ReportedVert accmeasure units:

Not ReportedVertacc measure val:Not ReportedVert measure units:
Not ReportedVert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:1Horiz Acc measure:
24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6376283Longitude:
41.4392605Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:Not ReportedHuc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P1181Monloc name:
USGS-412621073381701Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

2
North
1/4 - 1/2 Mile
Higher

USGS40000843634FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
156Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Precambrian ErathemFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
650.00Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
Not ReportedSourcemap scale:-73.639295Longitude:
41.4348161Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 499Monloc name:
USGS-412606073382701Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

1
NNW
1/8 - 1/4 Mile
Higher

USGS40000843604FED USGS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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5
North
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

NYWS10000010925NY WELLS

845-278-6700Phone:
BREWSTER NY 10509City/State/Zip:
INTERNATIONAL BLVD Address:
KERR, JOSEPHAgency:

ACSlec_type_:733741 000Longitude:
412545 000Latitude:PUTNAM COUNTYCounty:
ActiveActive?:WellType:
DRILLED WELLWell name:001System Id:
UNILOCKSystem name:NY3922704Well Id:

4
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

NYWS004793NY WELLS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
197Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
197Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
555Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6345727Longitude:
41.4248162Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 354Monloc name:
USGS-412529073380601Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

3
SSE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843497FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:Not ReportedWelldepth units:
Not ReportedWelldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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7
WSW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

NYWS10000011067NY WELLS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
32Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
32Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
500Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6481842Longitude:
41.4264828Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 498Monloc name:
USGS-412535073385501Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

6
SW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843509FED USGS

NYWS10000010925Site id:
-73.640056Ddlong:
41.441111Ddlat:
NYRD10194Regnumber:
35Yt avgdisc:
NScr:
40Cased dept:
16Gw depth:
31Rock depth:
165Well depth:
73 38 24.2Longitude:
41 26 28.0Latitude:
N/AFoil loc:
P1903Dec well n:
PattersonTown:
PUTNAMCounty:
10925Fid:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®



TC5227852.2s   Page A-25

24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6259613Longitude:
41.4273162Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 159Monloc name:
USGS-412538073373501Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

A9
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843516FED USGS

NYWS10000011068Site id:
-73.652139Ddlong:
41.431056Ddlat:
NYRD10105Regnumber:
7Yt avgdisc:
NScr:
111Cased dept:
60Gw depth:
90Rock depth:
205Well depth:
73 39 07.7Longitude:
41 25 51.8Latitude:
SIMPSON RDFoil loc:
P1643Dec well n:
SoutheastTown:
PUTNAMCounty:
11068Fid:

8
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

NYWS10000011068NY WELLS

NYWS10000011067Site id:
-73.651222Ddlong:
41.430167Ddlat:
NYRD10105Regnumber:
5Yt avgdisc:
NScr:
121Cased dept:
10Gw depth:
90Rock depth:
305Well depth:
73 39 04.4Longitude:
41 25 48.6Latitude:
SIMPSON RDFoil loc:
P1642Dec well n:
SoutheastTown:
PUTNAMCounty:
11067Fid:

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6240168Longitude:
41.4281495Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 161Monloc name:
USGS-412541073372801Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

11
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843527FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
15Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Glacial Delta DepositsFormation type:
Sand and gravel aquifers (glaciated regions)Aquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
520.00Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
Not ReportedSourcemap scale:-73.6529066Longitude:
41.4345383Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 158Monloc name:
USGS-412607073391301Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

10
WNW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843607FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
8.5Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
8.5Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
580Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
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24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6520732Longitude:
41.4378716Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 157Monloc name:
USGS-412616073390901Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

13
WNW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843625FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
32Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
32Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
600Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
24000Sourcemap scale:-73.6248501Longitude:
41.4267606Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 160Monloc name:
USGS-412536073373101Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

A12
ESE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843513FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
8.5Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
8.5Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
580Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
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Not ReportedSourcemap scale:-73.6351283Longitude:
41.420094Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 162Monloc name:
USGS-412516073381401Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

15
SSE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843464FED USGS

NYWS10000010916Site id:
-73.629556Ddlong:
41.442111Ddlat:
NYRD01695Regnumber:
30Yt avgdisc:
NScr:
21Cased dept:
Not ReportedGw depth:
10Rock depth:
405Well depth:
73 37 46.4Longitude:
41 26 31.6Latitude:
TAMMANY HALL RDFoil loc:
P1595Dec well n:
PattersonTown:
PUTNAMCounty:
10916Fid:

14
NE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

NYWS10000010916NY WELLS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

ftWellholedepth units:
25Wellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
25Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Not ReportedFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
545Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
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Not ReportedSourcemap scale:-73.6481842Longitude:
41.4214828Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 355Monloc name:
USGS-412523073385601Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

17
SW
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843483FED USGS

NYWS10000011057Site id:
-73.622361Ddlong:
41.436639Ddlat:
NYRD01695Regnumber:
30Yt avgdisc:
NScr:
21Cased dept:
Not ReportedGw depth:
6Rock depth:
225Well depth:
73 37 20.5Longitude:
41 26 11.9Latitude:
COFFEY LNFoil loc:
P1553Dec well n:
SoutheastTown:
PUTNAMCounty:
11057Fid:

16
ENE
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

NYWS10000011057NY WELLS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
170Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Precambrian ErathemFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
500.00Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
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Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
139Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Precambrian ErathemFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
450.00Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
Not ReportedSourcemap scale:-73.6192944Longitude:
41.4334273Latitude:Not ReportedContrib drainagearea units:
Not ReportedContrib drainagearea:Not ReportedDrainagearea Units:
Not ReportedDrainagearea value:02030101Huc code:

Not ReportedMonloc desc:
WellMonloc type:
P 197Monloc name:
USGS-412556073371601Monloc Identifier:
USGS New York Water Science CenterFormal name:
USGS-NYOrg. Identifier:

18
East
1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

USGS40000843564FED USGS

Ground-water levels, Number of Measurements: 0

Not ReportedWellholedepth units:
Not ReportedWellholedepth:ftWelldepth units:
147Welldepth:Not ReportedConstruction date:

Not ReportedAquifer type:
Precambrian ErathemFormation type:
Not ReportedAquifername:

USCountrycode:NGVD29Vert coord refsys:
Interpolated from topographic mapVertcollection method:
feetVert accmeasure units:

10Vertacc measure val:feetVert measure units:
480.00Vert measure val:NAD83Horiz coord refsys:

Interpolated from mapHoriz Collection method:
secondsHoriz Acc measure units:5Horiz Acc measure:
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1%27%71%2.330 pCi/LBasement
0%11%89%1.430 pCi/LLiving Area

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 277

Federal Area Radon Information for PUTNAM COUNTY, NY

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for PUTNAM County:  1 

43.71.773.26148SOUTHEASTPUTNAM
34.23.55.54145PUTNAM VALLEYPUTNAM
74.647.28128PHILIPSTOWNPUTNAM
39.21.933.1377PATTERSONPUTNAM
40.63.455.6185KENTPUTNAM
235.22.434.37357CARMELPUTNAM

_________________________________________
Max ResultGeo MeanAvg ResultNum TestsTownCounty

Radon Test Results                                                                                 

State Database: NY Radon                                                                           

AREA RADON INFORMATION

®GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002 and updated it in 2006. The 7.5 minute DEM corresponds
to the USGS 1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps. The DEM provides elevation data
with consistent elevation units and projection.

Current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map
Source: U.S. Geological Survey

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data was obtained from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). It depicts 100-year and
500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA. It includes the National Flood Hazard Layer (NFHL) which incorporates Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) data and Q3 data from FEMA in areas not covered by NFHL.

Source: FEMA
Telephone: 877-336-2627
Date of Government Version: 2003, 2015

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002, 2005 and 2010 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

State Wetlands Data: Freshwater Wetlands
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-402-8961

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

SSURGO: Soil Survey Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
Telephone:  800-672-5559
SSURGO is the most detailed level of mapping done by the Natural Resources Conservation Service, mapping
scales generally range from 1:12,000 to 1:63,360. Field mapping methods using national standards are used to
construct the soil maps in the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) database. SSURGO digitizing duplicates the
original soil survey maps. This level of mapping is designed for use by landowners, townships and county
natural resource planning and management.

TC5227852.2s     Page PSGR-1
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LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.

STATE RECORDS

New York Public Water Wells
Source:  New York Department of Health
Telephone:  518-458-6731

OTHER STATE DATABASE INFORMATION

Oil and Gas Well Database
Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8072
These files contain records, in the database, of wells that have been drilled.

RADON

State Database: NY Radon
Source: Department of Health
Telephone: 518-402-7556
Radon Test Results

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.

OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

Earthquake Fault Lines: The fault lines displayed on EDR’s Topographic map are digitized quaternary faultlines, prepared
in 1975 by the United State Geological Survey
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STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2015 TomTom North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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Certified Sanborn® Map Report

Inquiry Number:

6 Armstrong Road, 4th floor 
Shelton, CT 06484
Toll Free: 800.352.0050 
www.edrnet.com

18-Putnam Seabury-1A

68 Barrett Road

Brewster, NY 10509

March 20, 2018

5227852.3



Certified Sanborn® Map Report 

Certified Sanborn Results:

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein 
are the property of their respective owners.

page-

The Sanborn Library includes more than 1.2 million
fire insurance maps from Sanborn, Bromley, Perris &
Browne, Hopkins, Barlow and others which track
historical property usage in approximately 12,000
American cities and towns.  Collections searched:

Library of Congress

University Publications of America

EDR Private Collection

The Sanborn Library LLC Since 1866™

Limited Permission To Make Copies

Sanborn® Library search results 

Contact:EDR Inquiry # 

Site Name: Client Name:

 Certification #

PO #

Project

03/20/18

68 Barrett Road

18-Putnam Seabury-1A CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

17 Dupont Street

Brewster, NY 10509

5227852.3

Plainview, NY 11803

Jason Cooper

The Sanborn Library has been searched by EDR and maps covering the target property location as provided by CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

were identified for the years listed below. The Sanborn Library is the largest, most complete collection of fire insurance maps. The collection

includes maps from Sanborn, Bromley, Perris & Browne, Hopkins, Barlow, and others.  Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is

authorized to grant rights for commercial reproduction of maps by the Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.  Results

can be authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanborn.

The Sanborn Library is continually enhanced with newly identified map archives. This report accesses all maps in the collection as of the

day this report was generated.

ACA4-4F4D-A19B

18-p

UNMAPPED PROPERTY

18-Putnam Seabury-1A

This report certifies that the complete holdings of the Sanborn Library,

LLC collection have been searched based on client supplied target

property information, and fire insurance maps covering the target property

were not found.

Certification #: ACA4-4F4D-A19B

CA Rich Consultants, Inc.  (the client) is permitted to make up to FIVE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map accompanying this

report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request made directly to an EDR Account Executive,

the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their

agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot

be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY

EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY

DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE

OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE,

WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING,

WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL

DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any

analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to

provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I

Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property.

Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2018 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of

Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.
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18-Putnam Seabury-1A

68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509

Inquiry Number: 5227852.5
March 22, 2018

The EDR-City Directory Image Report

6 Armstrong Road
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800.352.0050
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TABLE OF CONTENTS

SECTION

Executive Summary

Findings

City Directory Images

Thank you for your business. 
Please contact EDR at  1-800-352-0050 

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to 
Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and 
surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE 
WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY 
DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY 
OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL 
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR 
OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, 
WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON 
THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT 
PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk 
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor 
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction orforecast of, any environmental risk for any 
property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide 
information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to 
be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2017 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  All rights reserved.  Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in  
part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates is prohibited without prior written permission.   

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. 
All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DESCRIPTION

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Report is a screening tool designed to assist 
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities.  
EDR’s City Directory Report includes a search of available city directory data at 5 year intervals. 

RECORD SOURCES

EDR's Digital Archive combines historical directory listings from sources such as Cole Information and Dun 
& Bradstreet. These standard sources of property information complement and enhance each other to 
provide a more comprehensive report.

EDR is licensed to reproduce certain City Directory works by the copyright holders of those works. The 
purchaser of this EDR City Directory Report may include it in report(s) delivered to a customer. 
Reproduction of City Directories without permission of the publisher or licensed vendor may be a violation of 
copyright.

RESEARCH SUMMARY

The following research sources were consulted in the preparation of this report. A check mark indicates 
where information was identified in the source and provided in this report.

Year Target Street Cross Street Source

2014 þ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

2010 þ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

2005 þ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

2000 þ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

1995 ¨ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

1992 ¨ ¨ EDR Digital Archive

1988 ¨ ¨ Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1983 ¨ ¨ Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1978 ¨ ¨ Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1973 ¨ ¨ Cole Criss-Cross Directory

5227852- 5 Page 1



FINDINGS

TARGET PROPERTY STREET

68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY   10509     

Year CD Image Source

BARRETT RD

2014 pg A1 EDR Digital Archive

2010 pg A2 EDR Digital Archive

2005 pg A3 EDR Digital Archive

2000 pg A4 EDR Digital Archive

1995 - EDR Digital Archive Street not listed in Source

1992 - EDR Digital Archive Street not listed in Source

1988 - Cole Criss-Cross Directory Street not listed in Source

1983 - Cole Criss-Cross Directory Target and Adjoining not listed in Source

1978 - Cole Criss-Cross Directory Target and Adjoining not listed in Source

1973 - Cole Criss-Cross Directory Target and Adjoining not listed in Source

5227852- 5 Page 2



FINDINGS

CROSS STREETS

No Cross Streets Identified

5227852- 5 Page 3



City Directory Images



-

BARRETT RD

EDR Digital Archive

5227852.5   Page: A1

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2014

63 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN,
159 WALKER, L
201 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN,



-

BARRETT RD

EDR Digital Archive

5227852.5   Page: A2

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2010

7 MARTIN, DANIEL
63 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN,
159 WALKER, L
201 OCCUPANT UNKNOWN,



-

BARRETT RD

EDR Digital Archive

5227852.5   Page: A3

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2005

63 BROWN, FRANK R
201 CARLO, RAYMOND M



-

BARRETT RD

EDR Digital Archive

5227852.5   Page: A4

SourceTarget Street Cross Street

2000

201 CARLO, RAYMOND M



The EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package

18-Putnam Seabury-1A

68 Barrett Road

Brewster, NY 10509

Inquiry Number:

March 21, 2018

5227852.9

6 Armstrong Road, 4th floor
Shelton, CT 06484
Toll Free: 800.352.0050
www.edrnet.com



2015 1"=500' Flight Year: 2015 USDA/NAIP

2011 1"=500' Flight Year: 2011 USDA/NAIP

2008 1"=500' Flight Year: 2008 USDA/NAIP

1997 1"=500' Flight Date: March 27, 1997 USGS

1994 1"=500' Acquisition Date: April 20, 1994 USGS/DOQQ

1992 1"=500' Flight Date: April 13, 1992 USGS

1984 1"=500' Flight Date: March 26, 1984 USGS

1981 1"=500' Flight Date: April 07, 1981 USGS

1974 1"=500' Flight Date: February 24, 1974 USGS

1958 1"=500' Flight Date: August 05, 1958 USGS

1941 1"=500' Flight Date: October 20, 1941 USGS

EDR Aerial Photo Decade Package 03/21/18

18-Putnam Seabury-1A

Site Name: Client Name:

CA Rich Consultants, Inc.
68 Barrett Road 17 Dupont Street
Brewster, NY 10509 Plainview, NY 11803
EDR Inquiry # 5227852.9 Contact: Jason Cooper

Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) Aerial Photo Decade Package is a screening tool designed to assist
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDR’s
professional researchers provide digitally reproduced historical aerial photographs, and when available, provide one photo
per decade.

Search Results:

Year Scale Details Source

When delivered electronically by EDR, the aerial photo images included with this report are for ONE TIME USE
ONLY. Further reproduction of these aerial photo images is prohibited without permission from EDR. For more
information contact your EDR Account Executive.
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WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL
DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any
analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to
provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property.
Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.
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with QuadMatch™
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68 Barrett Road

Brewster, NY 10509

March 20, 2018
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Search Results:
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Project:

Maps Provided:

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein 
are the property of their respective owners.

page-

Coordinates:

Latitude: 
Longitude: 
UTM Zone: 
UTM X Meters: 
UTM Y Meters: 
Elevation:

Contact:

Site Name: Client Name:

2013

1981, 1984

1958, 1960

1943

1928

1894

1893

1892

03/20/18

18-Putnam Seabury-1A CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

68 Barrett Road 17 Dupont Street

Brewster, NY 10509 Plainview, NY 11803

5227852.4 Jason Cooper

EDR Topographic Map Library has been searched by EDR and maps covering the target property location as provided by

CA Rich Consultants, Inc. were identified for the years listed below. EDR’s Historical Topo Map Report is designed to assist

professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDRs Historical Topo Map

Report includes a search of a collection of public and private color historical topographic maps, dating back to the late

1800s.
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Zone 18 North

613762.30

4587641.74

644.43' above sea level
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DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE

OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE,

WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING,

WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL

DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any

analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to

provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I

Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property.

Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2018 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of

Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

5227852 4 2



page

Topo Sheet Key
This EDR Topo Map Report is based upon the following USGS topographic map sheets.

-

2013 Source Sheets

2013
Brewster

7.5-minute, 24000
2013
Lake Carmel

7.5-minute, 24000

1981, 1984 Source Sheets

1981
Lake Carmel

7.5-minute, 24000
Aerial Photo Revised 1941

1984
Brewster

7.5-minute, 24000
Aerial Photo Revised 1982

1958, 1960 Source Sheets

1958
Brewster

7.5-minute, 24000
Aerial Photo Revised 1941

1960
Lake Carmel

7.5-minute, 24000
Aerial Photo Revised 1941

1943 Source Sheets

1943
Brewster

7.5-minute, 24000
1943
Lake Carmel

7.5-minute, 24000
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Topo Sheet Key
This EDR Topo Map Report is based upon the following USGS topographic map sheets.
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1928 Source Sheets

1928
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15-minute, 62500

1894 Source Sheets

1894
Carmel

15-minute, 62500

1893 Source Sheets

1893
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15-minute, 62500

1892 Source Sheets

1892
Carmel

15-minute, 62500
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5227852 4 5





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1981, 1984

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Lake Carmel, 1981, 7.5-minute
E, Brewster, 1984, 7.5-minute

5227852 4 6





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1958, 1960

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Lake Carmel, 1960, 7.5-minute
E, Brewster, 1958, 7.5-minute

5227852 4 7





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1943

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Lake Carmel, 1943, 7.5-minute
E, Brewster, 1943, 7.5-minute

5227852 4 8





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1928

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Carmel, 1928, 15-minute

5227852 4 9





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1894

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Carmel, 1894, 15-minute

5227852 4 10





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1893

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Carmel, 1893, 15-minute

5227852 4 11





Historical Topo Map

page

SITE NAME:

 ADDRESS:

CLIENT:

This report includes information from the 

following map sheet(s).

-

EW

SW      S       SE

NW      N        NE

1892

0 Miles 0.25 0.5 1 1.5

18-Putnam Seabury-1A
68 Barrett Road
Brewster, NY 10509
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

TP, Carmel, 1892, 15-minute

5227852 4 12





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

APPENDIX D 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 





 

17 Dupont Street, Plainview, New York          Phone:  516-576-8844         Fax: 516-576-0093 

 
March 19, 2018 

 
Via e-mail: PutnamHealth@putnamcountyny.gov 

Putnam County Department of Health 
1 Geneva Road 
Brewster, NY 10509 
 
ATTN:  FOIL Secretary  
 

Re: Freedom of Information Law (FOIL) Request 
63 Barrett Road 
Southeast, NY  

      Sec. 45, Block 1, Lots: 4,5,8,12 &13 

 
 

CA Rich Consultants, Inc. requests a search of the files throughout the Department for any and 

all environmental violations, actions, spills, or documentation for the above-referenced property.   

 

Your attention to this matter is appreciated.  If you have any questions or require further 

information, please contact CA Rich Consultants, Inc. at (516) 576-8844. 

 

       Sincerely, 

 

       CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC. 

        
 Jason T. Cooper 

 Project Environmental Scientist 
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QUALIFICATIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL  
PROFESSIONALS 

 
 

 
Richard J. Izzo, PG #501 

Mr. Izzo is the Vice President at CA RICH and has over 25 years of experience in the design, 
implementation and management of environmental testing and remediation programs throughout the 
northeast United States with particular emphasis in the tri-state and NY Metropolitan areas. As a 
specialist in the assessment and remediation of groundwater, soil, soil vapor, and underground storage 
tank management, he has worked with local, State and Federal government entities as well as private 
industry. Mr. Izzo has managed programs including Brownfield investigations; remedial investigations for 
Superfund Sites; Phase II investigations; Brownfield/Voluntary Cleanups; storage tank management; 
groundwater quality monitoring programs; and groundwater resource exploration and development. As 
Vice President at CA RICH, Mr. Izzo provides technical review of “All Appropriate Inquiry” Phase I and 
Phase II Environmental Site Assessments and Remedial Action Reports. He is a Certified Professional 
Geologist and Hazardous Waste Emergency Response Supervisor, and is member of the Association of 
Groundwater Scientists & Engineers, and the American Society for Testing and Materials.   

 
 
Jason T. Cooper, PG #152 
 
 Jason Cooper is Project Environmental Scientist with CA RICH.  Jason received his Bachelor of 
Science (Geology) from Buffalo State College in Buffalo, NY in 1999.  He has completed OSHA training in 
Hazardous Waste Operations & Emergency Response, as well as the CPR course given by the American 
Red Cross.  Jason has over 14 years of environmental experience with Phase I ESAs and Phase II 
Investigations.  He has conducted over 100 Phase I ESAs on various types of properties including 
commercial, industrial, and residential properties throughout the greater NY/NY metropolitan area and the 
five boroughs of New York City.  His Phase I ESA’s have been used by financial institutions, city 
regulatory agencies (NYCHA, NYCHPD, NYCOER), and private companies in order to facilitate potential 
property transactions.  When the Phase I ESA’s identified Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs), 
he followed up with the subsequent responsive Phase II Investigations.  Typical responsibilities for the 
Phase I ESAs and Phase II Investigations includes coordinating historical and regulatory database 
searches, conducting property inspections, collecting soil, groundwater, and sediment samples, working 
with Federal, State and Local authorities, and authoring final reports.   
 Jason is familiar with navigating the State and City Brownfield Cleanup Programs and has 
received approval into the programs with numerous sites.  He has worked on Brownfield Sites from 
application and has followed through to closure.   
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