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This is a resolution adopted by the Town Board of the Town of Yorktown at its
regular meeting held on [ ], May  , 2024,

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk is hereby authorized to refer out a proposed
Local Law amending Chapter 300 of the Code of the Town of Yorktown entitled
“ZONING.” by amending the Overlay Zone Designation Map of the Lake Osceola
Planned Design District Overlay Zone Map:

This Article regulates the boundaries of the areas known as the “Planned Design
District Overlay Zones” (hereinafter “PDDOZ”) within the Town of Yorktown.
And the boundary of the previously adopted Lake Osceola Planned Design District
is hereby amended as depicted in the amended map attached hereto as Exhibit A.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Town Board declares its intent to act as Lead
Agency,
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(FILED: WESTCHESTER COUNTY CLERK 10/14/2022 11:35 AM IHEES e
NYSCEF DOC. NO. 58 RECEIVED NYSCEF:

Rogistrar of Vital Statistics
Telaphoria: (914) 962-5722 % 208
Fay: (914) 502 6504

Digna 1. Cusst, Town Clevlt
cleglinat@yaorldownny.org

TOWN OF YORICTOWN
468 Underhill Avenus, RO, Box 708
Yorktown Helghts, NY 10808

This is a resolution adopted by the Town Board of the Town of Yorktows af its regular meeting,
held on Tuesday, Seplember 15, 2020,

RESOLVED, thal the Town Cletleds hereby aitlhoslze to refer outa proposed Locé] Law smeding
<hapter 300 of the Code of the Town'of Yorktown enitled “ZONING.” by adding a new Article
KT, entitled “Planned Designi District Overlay Zoties”, ng follows: '

This Article repulates the looation, design, oocupaiey, sud use of structires and the use of Land
within the areas known s the “Planved Desipn District Overlay Zones” (hereinafter “PDROZ)
within the Town of Yorktown, The primary purpose of this Article is to instiute legally
enforcenble and unique Plannéd Design Districts (“PDDs”) adopted hetein or prospectively, based
upon and b furtheranee of the gaals eslablished Chapter 4 of the Town of Varktown
Comprehensive Plan adopied on July 15, 2010 (heteinafier “the Colnprelensive Plan®) and as
hereinafior amended. i

BEIT PURTHER RESOLVED, the Town Boatd declares its intent (o act 88 Lead Agency.

N e sam
Diana L, Quast, Town Clerk
“Town of Yorktown
Certified Municipal Clerk

Dati:  Septeraber 18, 2020

Toy  Diana L. Quast, Town Clerk

ot Matthew T, Slater, Town Stpérvisor
Patricia Caporale, Town Comptroller
Adam Rodriguez, Town Attormey
John Tegeder, Direotor of Planning
file

R-00009

5995072042
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Full Environmental Assessment Forrn
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", Tf the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer fo 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 applicant or project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Part lis accurate and complete.

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action ot Project:
Proposed Planned Deslgn Distrlct Overlay Zones

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

Areas as designated by the Town Board In the Town of Yorktown

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

The Town Board has determined that there Is a need throughout the Town of Yorktown to encourage and establish further economic development. To
stimulate that growth and provide for revitalizatlon, the Town requires the use of smart-growth techniques capable of crealing smarter, less wasteful, and
more economically efficient development palterns, Specifically, the Town needs flexibility in land uses which bolster economic development by providing
not only a diverse array of commerclal businesses, but mixed-use residential and commercial parcels to both provide abundant job apportunities and

contribute to the local tax base.

The Proposed Action Is to creale a new Arlicle XXXI In the Town of Yorktown Town Code entitled Planned Design District Overlay Zones giving the Town
Board the authorily to designale areas within the Town of Yorktown as Planned Design District Overlay Zones, This article would allow the Town Board to
adopt subsequent subsections to regulate the location, design, occupancy, and use of the structures and the use of land within each of the deslgnaled

districts.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: g14.962-5722 x200
Town of Yorklown Town Board Mail
R, s E-Mail: supervisor@yorkiownny.org
Address: 363 Underhill Avenue
City/PO: yorijawn Helghls State: . _ Zip Code: .00
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: g14.962-6565 x326
f i
John Tegeder, Director of Planning B.Mail: Jlageder@yoridownny.org
Address:
City/PO:; State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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B. Government Approvals

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

assistance.)

Government Entity If Yes: Xdentify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)

a, City Counsel, Town Boatd, YesT INo | Town Board

or Village Boatd of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village CIYeslZINo

Planning Board or Commission
c. City, Town or [JYesiZINo

Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d, Other local agencies [dyesiZINo
e. County agencies [Yesi/No
f. Regional agencies [dYesi/INo
g, State agencies J¥esiZINo
h, Federal agencies [YeskZINo

i. Coastal Resources.

i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? [YeshZINo
il. Ts the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? [ YeshZINo
ifi. TIs the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? 1 YeshZINo
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  [Z1Yes[[INo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action fo proceed?
s If Yes, complete sections C, F and G,
o If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2, Adopted land usc plans,
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site I1YesINo
‘where the proposed action would be located?
Tf Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action AYesINo
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway; [C1YeshZINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); desighated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
¢. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [OdYesl/INo

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

a, Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. 1 Yes[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?

various
b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? W Yes[[INo
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? 1 Yes[INo
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?  Yorktown, Lakeland

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

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Mehegan Lake, Yorktown

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, commeroial, recreational; if mixed, include all
cotnponents)? Mixed use

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 sponsoi? acres
¢. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? [1 Yes[[INo
i, If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? [J¥es[INo
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? OYes [No
#ii. Number of lots proposed? ;
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum
e, Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? [1Yes[ONo
i, If No, anticipated period of construction: months
ii. If Yes:
e  Total number of phases anticipated
s  Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month year
s Anticipated completion date of final phase month year
o  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may

determine timing or duration of future phases:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? [CIves[JNo
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[INo
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and length
ifl. 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 [I¥es[INo
liguids, 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. Appraximate 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 [ INo
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
IfYes:
i 'What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging?
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc,) is proposed to be removed from the site?
o Volume (specify tons or cubic yards):

o Over what duration of time?
jii. 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? [ IYes| JNo
Tf 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? [Iyes[INo

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

ifi. Will the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? ClYes[INo
If Yes, describe:
iv. Will the proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? [IYes JNo
If Yes:
o acres of aquatic vegetation praposed to be removed;
o expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:
o purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):
o  proposed method of plant removal;
o  ifchemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s):
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:
¢. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? [IYes[INo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: gallons/day
if. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? [dYes[No
If Yes:
o Name of district or service area!
o  Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? [ Yes[INo
o Tsthe project site in the existing district? [dYes[INo
e s expansion of the district needed? dYes[INo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? [dYesCINo
ifi. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? [dYes[[No
If Yes:
o Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:
o 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? 1 Yes[INo

If, Yes:

o  Applicant/sponsor for new district:
»  Date application submitted or anticipated:

o  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:

i, It water supply will be from wells (public or private), what is the maximum pumping capacity:

gallons/minute.

d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes?
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: gallons/day

OYes[ONo

if. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and

approximate volumes or proportions of each):

IfYes:
e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used;

Name of digtrict:

Is the project site in the existing district?

ifi. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? [Yes[JNo
Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? [IYes[_INo
[Yes[No

[I¥Yes[ No

Is expansion of the district needed?
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o Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? [IYes[No

o  Will a line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? [1Yes[INo
If Yes;

o 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[INo
If Yes:
e 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)

il. Describe types of new point sources,

ifi. 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)?

o Ifio surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands;

o Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? ClYes[INo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? [] Yes[INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or mote sources of air emissions, including fuel OYes[“INo
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:

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

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

ifi, 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, [J¥Yes[|No
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit? .

If Yes:

i. Ts the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet [Tyes[INo
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;

o Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO3)

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

o ___ Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluoracarbons (PFCs)

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

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

Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (FHAPs)
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h, Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatinent plants, [IYes[INo
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Bstimate methane generation in tons/year (metric):

ii. Describe any methane capture, conirol 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 [ves[ INo
quarty or landfill operations?
1f Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., dissel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):

J. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial [Cyes[No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ Morning [C] Evening [[IWeekend
[ Randomly between hours of fo ;
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

iii. Parking spaces: Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? [:].Yes [hvo
V. Ifthe 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 %4 mile of the proposed site? [JYes[No

vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric  []Yes[ | No
or other alternative fieled vehicles?

viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing [ JYes[ No
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

k. Will the proposed action (for cominercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand [¥es[ INo
for energy?
If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action:

fi. 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? [CYes[ JNo

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

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
o Monday - Friday: e Monday - Friday:
o Saturday: o  Saturday:
e Sunday: e Sunday:
s  Holidays: »  Holidays:
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m, Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, [ Yes[INo
operation, or both?

If yes:

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

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

n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? [dYes[]No

If yes: )

i. Deseribe 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? MyesCINo
Describe;
o. Daes the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? [ Yes|[INo

If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) O Yes[INo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
IfYes:

i. Product(s) to be stored
ii. Volume(s) per unit time (e.g., month, year)
iii, Generally, describe the proposed storage facilities:

q. Will the proposed action (commereial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, [JYes [JNo
insecticides) during construction or operation?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? [ Yes [INo

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:
7, Desctibe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
e  Construction: tons per (unit of time)
e  Operation : tons per (unit of time)

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

e Operation:

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

e Operation:
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s, Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? [1Yes[] No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (c.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities):

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

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

t. Will the 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:

iif. Specify amount fo 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[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

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

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

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

a, Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that oceur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[ Urban  [J Industrial [J Commercial [ Residential (suburban)  [7] Rural (non-farn)
[ Forest [ Agriculture ] Aquatic [] Other (specify):
if. If mix of uses, generally describe:

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land vse or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
¢  Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious

sutfaces

e Forested

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

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

o Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.}

o Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

s Non-vegstated (bare rock, earth or fill)

e Other
Describe:
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? [vesCINo
i. If Yes: explain:

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed [1Yes[ 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? OvesINo
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment;
e Dam height: feet
o Dam length: feet
o Surface area: acres
¢ Volume impounded: gallons OR acre-feet

ii. Dam’'s existing hazard classification;
ii. 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, [IYes[INo
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, vsed as a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:
i, Has the facility been formally closed? [(1¥Yes1 No
o Ifyes, cite sources/documentation;
i, Describe the location of the project site relative o the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:

ifi. 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[INo
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 CIyes[ ] 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 CIyesINo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[J Yes - Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID numbet(s):
[ Yes—Envitonmental 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? [yesl 1No
If yes, provide DEC ID 0OMbOX(SY: _

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

[J¥es[ INo

If'yes, DEC site 1D 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?
Explain;

¢ e o © o o

[yesNo

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 outeroppings on the project site?
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %o

[IYes[JNo

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 site
[[] Moderately Well Drained: % of site
[1 Poorly Drained % of site

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: [ ] 0-10%: % of site
] 10-15%: % of site
|71 15% or greater; % of site

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

[1Yesi/INo

h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers,
ponds or lakes)?
if. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site?
If Yes to either i or if, continue, If No, skip to E.2.1.
iif. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal,
state or local agency?

iv. For each identified regulated wotland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:

e  Streams: Name Classification

ClYes[INo
CIYes[INo

[Jves[INo

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
waterbodies?

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

Clves[No

1. Is the project site in a designated Floodway?

Clyes[JNo

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

[CI¥Yes[JNo

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

[Ives[ No

1, Ts the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole soutce aquifer?
IfYes:
i. Name of aquifer:

C1ves[INo
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: .

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? [dYes[No
If Yes:
1. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):

if. Source(s) of description or evaluation;

fii. Extent of community/habitat:

o Currently: acres
¢ Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  (ain or loss (indicate - or -): acres
a. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as [[1 Yes[_INo
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?
If Yes:

i. Species and listing (endangered or threatened):

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

I Yes:
i Species and listing:

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing ot shell fishing? [Yes[INo
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:

1.3, 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 [JYes[INo
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number;

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

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

¢. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National [CJYes[JNo
Natural Landmark?
If Yes;
i. Nature of the natural landmarl: [ Biological Community [C] Geological Feature

i, 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? [dYes[ INo
If Yes:
i. CEA name;

ii. Basis for designation:
ifi. Desighating agency and date:
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¢, Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district [ Yes[INo
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?
If Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archacological resource: [_]|Archacological Site [CIHistoric Building or District
fi. Name:

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

f, Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for Ives[No
archaeological sites on the N'Y State Hisforic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

g, Have additional archacological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? [IYes[[No

If Yes:

i, Describe possible resource(s):

il, Basis for identification;

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local CIyes[JNo
scenic or aesthetic resource?
If Yes:
I. Identify resource;
if. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local patk, state historic trail or scenic byway,
ete.):

fii. Distance between project and resource: miles,

i. Isthe project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers [Jyes[JNo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:

ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 [OJYes[INo

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

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

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

Applicant/Sponsgy Name i J \54 7E Date f/ o2 5: /Z" 020

Stgnaturé’// '. ;’Zzlﬁ A ) Title —/_Z.J()/L) 65_005191//60'6
/s </

/‘ I
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Tull 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 applicant or project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Part 1is accurate and complete.

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Lake Osceola Overlay District Zoning

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

Lake Osceola hamlet, Town of Yorktown, Westchester County (see Figure 1 and Figure 2)

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

The Town of Yorktown is proposing a zoning overlay for a portion of Lake Osceola hamlet to promote revitalization, economic development, and to provide
housing opportunities. The proposed Lake Osceola Development Overlay Zone would permit multifamily residential developments, mixed-use residential
and commercial buildings, and live/work units in an area that Is mostly zoned for commercial development. The proposed zoning would also allow
developments to have a floor-area ratio (FAR) of 0.55, and would permit buildings heighis of three stories. The underlying zoning would regulate area and
bulk requirements, however the Planning Board may be guided by the area and bulk requirements of the R-3 district for residential and mixed-use

developments.

The Lake Osceola Development Overlay Zone Is being reviewed at the same time as the Yorktown Heights Planned Design District Overlay Zone,
however they each have a separate EAF. The two districts are in different parts of the Town of Yorktown, are in different school districts, do not rely on
each other, and do not influence each other.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: (914) 962-5722

Yorktown Town Board E-Mail:

Address: 4aq | derhil Avenue

City/PO: vorktown Heights State: N Yo Zip Code: 10598
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: (914) 962-6565
Tegeder, Di f Planni i
John Tegeder, Director of Planning E-Mail: jtegeder@yorkiownny.org
Address:
1974 Commerce Street (Albert A. Capellini Community and Cultural Center)
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Yorktown Heights New York 10598
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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B. Government Approvals

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

B. Government Approvals, Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial
assistance.)
Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)
a. City Counsel, Town Board, #YesCINo |Town Board Adoption December 2021
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village MlYes[INo | vorktown Planning Board Recommendation December 2021
Planning Board or Commission
c. City, Town or COYes[ONo
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies OYes[INo
e. County agencies Yes[INo  |westchester Gounty Planning Department: December 2021
Non-binding 239-m Review
f. Regional agencies OYes[No
g. State agencies Oyes[INo
h. Federal agencies CYes[INo
i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? dYes#No *
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? O YestNo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [ Yesk/INo
C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the [AYes[JNo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
e If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site EAYes[INo
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action BAYesCINo
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway; A YesCOINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
Hudson Valley Greenway Compact
c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [JYeskZINo

* The EAF Mapper states that the overlay area is not a Designated Inland Waterway. This is incorrect, the Lake Osceola area is a

waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway,
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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[[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
Existing Zoning: Residential: R1-20 (One-Family Residential), Commercial: CC (Country Commercial), C-2 (Commercial Hamlet Center), O (Office)

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? N/A - Proposed Action is a Zoning Overlay OYes[ONo

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? kA Yes[ONo

If Yes,
i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site? New Overlay District: Lake Osceola Development Overlay Zone

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located? Lakeland Central School District

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Yorktown Police Department

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Yorktown Fire Department, Yorktown Volunteer Ambulance Corps

d. What parks serve the project site?
Danner Family Preserve, Willow Park

D. Project Details *Note: the proposed action is not a site-specific action, and therefore Sections D and E are left blank.

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? O Yes[ONo
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? OYes CONo

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

ii. Ts a cluster/conservation layout proposed? OYes [No
iii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum

e. Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? OYes[ONo
i. IfNo, anticipated period of construction: months
ii. If Yes:
e Total number of phases anticipated
e Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) month year
e  Anticipated completion date of final phase month year
[ ]

determine timing or duration of future phases:

Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
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f. Does the project include new residen  ises? Oves[ONo
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)? OYes[INo
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: height; width; and __length
ifii. 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 CYes[INo
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment:
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [ Ground water [] Surface water streams [_]Other specify:

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

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

D.2. Project Operations

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

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? [Jyes[ INo
If yes, describe.
v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? feet
viii, Will the excavation require blasting? [Jves[INo

ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment [JYes[ ]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):
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ii. Describe how the proposed action \ 1 affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excaval,  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 the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? [dYes[JNo
If Yes, describe:
iv. Will the proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? 1 Yes[INo
If Yes:

e  acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:
e expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:

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

e proposed method of plant removal:

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

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? JYes[INo
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? CYes[INo
If Yes:
e Name of district or service area:
e Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? Yes[INo
e Is the project site in the existing district? [dyesCJNo
e Is expansion of the district needed? CIyesCINo
o Do existing lines serve the project site? CyesCINo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? ClYes [INo
If Yes:

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

e  Source(s) of supply for the district:

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? O Yes[ONo
If, Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district:

e  Date application submitted or anticipated:

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

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

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), what is the maximum pumping capacity: gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? OYes[ONo
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? OYes[No
If Yes:
e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:

e  Name of district:

e  Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? OYes[ONo
e Isthe project site in the existing district? [dYes[No
e Is expansion of the district needed? Oyes[ONo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve.  _roject site? Yes[No

e  Will a line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYes[JNo
If Yes:

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

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

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point OYes[ONo
~ 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)?

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

e  Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? yes[ONo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? [1Yes[ INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel [JYes[INo
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify;

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

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

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

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, [JYes[JNo
or Federal Clean Air Act Title [V 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 Oves[INo
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)

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

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

Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,0)

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

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

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

Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or | methane (including, but not limited to, sewage,  ment plants, [Jyes[ INo
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 [1Yes[INo
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 [OdYes[INo
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): ~ []Morning [[] Evening Oweekend
[0 Randomly between hours of to .
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

iii. Parking spaces:  Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? Chyes[INo
v. Ifthe proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within 2 mile of the proposed site? [dYes[JNo

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 OYes[INo
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

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

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

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e  Monday - Friday: e  Monday - Friday:
e Saturday: e  Saturday:
e Sunday: e  Sunday:
e Holidays: e  Holidays:
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m. Will the proposed action produce nc ~ hat will exceed existing ambient noise levelsd  , construction, OYes[ONo
operation, or both?

If yes:

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

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

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

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? CyesCONo
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? OYes[ONo

If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:

p- Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) OYes[ONo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored

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

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides, [ Yes [JNo
insecticides) during construction or operation?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices? [ Yes [ONo

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal [ Yes [INo
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

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

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

e Operation:

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

e  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include con tion or modification of a solid waste managem|  1cility? [1 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 the 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? [dyes[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

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

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

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

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

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
e Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious

surfaces

e Forested

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

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

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

e  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

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

e  Other
Describe:
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c. Is the project site presently used by .  bers of the community for public recreation? ClyesCINo
i. If Yes: explain:

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

If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:

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

ii. Dam's existing hazard classification:

iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, [JYes[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? [JYes[] No

e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation:

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

iif. 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 Oyes[INo
propetty 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 Cdyes[] 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 JYes[INo
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? CyestINo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s):

iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
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v. Is the project site subject to an insti 1al control limiting property uses? { [Jyes[INo
e Ifyes, DEC site ID number:

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

e Describe any use limitations:

Describe any engineering controls:

Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? [JYes[JNo
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? [CIves[INo
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 site
[ Moderately Well Drained: % of site
[ Poorly Drained % of site
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? [1YeskINo
If Yes, describe:
h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, MYes[INo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? MYes[ 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, Aves[INo
state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
e Streams: Name 864-617, 864-624, 864-625 Classification C: B
®  Lakesor Ponds: Name Lake Osceola Classification
®  Wetlands: Name Federal Waters, NYS Wetland, Federal Waters, Fe... Approximate Size NYS Wetland (in a...
¢  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) A-4
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired YeskNo
waterbodies?
If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:
i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? MAYes[JNo
j. Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? AYes[INo
k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? AYes[No
1. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? Yes[INo

If Yes:

i. Name of aquifer: Principal Aquifer
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife s, s that occupy or use the project site:

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

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

If Yes:
i. Species and listing (endangered or threatened):

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of CJyesiINo
special concern?
If Yes:
i. Species and listing;:
q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? CdYes[INo
If'yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:
E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to [OYesp/No
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3042
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number:
b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? [OYes[INo
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):
¢. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National Oyesp/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? [IYesNo

If Yes:
i. CEA name:

ii. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, oris its  .antially contiguous to, a building, archaeologic e, or district [ Yes _INo
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determimned by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?

If Yes:

i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: [[]Archaeological Site [CIHistoric Building or District
ii. Name:

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

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

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? CdYes[INo

If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s):

ii. Basis for identification:

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

If Yes:
i. Identify resource:

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

iii. Distance between project and resource: miles.
i. Ts the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers O Yes/INo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Tdentify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 OYes[No

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

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

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

Applicant/Sponsor Name John Tegeder Date

Signature Title Director of Planning, Town of Yorktown
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E.2.i. [Floodway] Yes

E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain] Yes

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

E.2.1. [Aquifers] Yes

E.2.l. [Aquifer Names] Principal Aquifer
E.2.n. [Natural Communities] No

E.2.0. [Endangered or Threatened Species] No

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

E.3.e. [National or State Register of Historic ~ Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Places or State Eligible Sites] Workbook.

E.3.f. [Archeological Sites] No
E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor] No
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ATTACHMENT A: DEVELOPMENT PROJECTION

Lake Osceola Overlay District Zoning
Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1






BEJ Planning MEMORANDUM

Via email
To: John A, Tegeder, Director of Planning
Town of Yorktown
From: Frank Fish FAICP, Principal
Sarah Yackel, AICP, Principal
Taylor Young, AICP, Senior Planner
Subject: Lake Osceola Overlay District Reasonable Estimate of Future Development
Date: November 19, 2021

Executive Summary

This memorandum seeks to establish the Reasonable Estimate of Future Development for the Lake Osceola
Overlay District. There are no known development sites in Lake Osceola that are relying on the proposed overlay
zoning for development. Therefore, we have projected future development using Soft Sites, which are sites that
are likely to be developed in the next ten years. We identified the Soft Sites due to their vacancy status, common
ownership, and site condition (location, area, and topography).

To create the reasonable estimate of future residential units and commercial gross square feet (GSF), we project
that a percentage of the potential incremental change in development would be constructed in the next ten years.
Many of the parcels within the Lake Osceola Overlay District do not have access to public sewer, which will hinder
potential development. The Town of Yorktown supports development of a sewer line in this area, and construction
of a sewer, combined with the proposed overlay zoning district, will incentivize new development. We project
that 20 percent of the total development potential would be constructed within the next ten years if a sewer is
not extended to the area, and we project that 40 percent of the development potential would be constructed if
sewers are extended. \We found the Reasonable Estimate of Future Development is approximately 70 residential
units and a reduction of 386 GSF of commercial space without a sewer, and approximately 139 residential units
and a reduction of 773 GSF of commercial space with a sewer.
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BEJ Planning MEMORANDUM

1. Soft Sites
Soft Sites are developments that are unknown to the Town, but are sites that may reasonably be developed in the
next 10 years. Soft Sites were identified either through discussions with the Town of Yorktown Planning
Department, who have an understanding of local development trends and building ownership, or by looking at
sites within the overlay boundary that are under common ownership, or would be underbuilt (have significantly
less building area than permitted) under the proposed overlay zoning. We focused on Soft Sites that have frontage
on Lake Osceola since the lake would be an attractive amenity to future residents, tenants, or visitors to each site.

We project the amount of development that could be reasonably constructed on the Soft Sites using a three-step
process. First, we used a set of assumptions to project the amount of residential and commercial development
that could occur on the Soft Sites. We then subtract any existing development on each site from the development
potential to create the incremental development potential. Finally, we estimate a percentage of the incremental
development potential would be constructed in the next ten years.

Many of the parcels within the Lake Osceola Overlay District do not have access to public sewer and currently
have septic systems, which limits the amount of development on these parcels. If the parcels in the overlay district
remain mostly unsewered, we project that 20 percent of the development potential would be constructed within
the next ten years. The Town of Yorktown supports constructing sewer lines to serve the area, and if sewers are
constructed, we project that 40 percent of the development potential would be constructed within ten years.

We chose the respective percentages based upon our experiences in other Westchester County communities,
where we have learned that rarely does 25 percent of the development potential from a new zoning overlay get
constructed within ten years. We lowered this percentage to 20 percent if sewer lines are not extended to serve
the area because septic requirements limit lot coverage and the intensity of uses. We project that 40 percent of
development potential could be constructed with a new sewer system to reflect the large increase in development
potential that a sewer system and the zoning overlay would bring to the area. The full development potential is
not projected to be constructed due to variable market conditions, complicated real estate ownership and family
dynamics, and the choices of various property owners not to develop.
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BFJ Planning MEMORANDUM

Identification of Soft Sites

We have analyzed seven Soft Sites which are identified on the attached Figure 1. The single-story strip mall at
3639 Hill Boulevard is underbuilt, and has frontage on Route 6, which makes it a good candidate for
redevelopment. Osceola Manor recently became vacant and has a prime location at the corner of Hill Boulevard
and East Main Street, and it has frontage on Lake Osceola. The Former Beach site is currently vacant, includes
three parcels under common ownership, and has frontage on the lake. The Parking Lot site includes two vacant
lots that are under common ownership. We show this site as a separate soft site, but it could also be combined
with the Former Beach site and/or 387 E. Main Street for a larger development. 387 E. Main Street has frontage
on the lake, and is currently underbuilt with detached home with an in-home business. Three parcels under
common ownership make up the 265 E. Main Street site. Two of the parcels are vacant, and one as a two-story
commercial building on the parcel. The 275 E. Main Street site has one large parcel, and is also underbuilt since it

has a single two-story commercial building on the site.

Development Potential
To project the total amount of development that could occur on the Soft Sites, we assumed that the sites would

be built out to their full development potential of 0.55 FAR and three stories in height. We assumed that a single
mixed-use building would occupy the site. We project that new development in the overlay district would be
mostly residential, and therefore assume that one-quarter of the ground floor would be used for commercial use,
and that the remaining floor area (two and three quarters stories) would be residential. We then divided the
amount of residential gross square footage (GSF) by 900 square feet as an average unit size. These assumptions
would include any mechanical and circulation space in the building. See Table 1 for a summary of development

potential on the Soft Sites.

Table 1: Soft Sites Development Potential

Soft Sites 3639 Hill Osceola Former Parking 387E. 265 E. 275 E.
Blvd. Manor Beach Site Lot Main St. Main St. Main St.
Site Area (SF) 62,765 105,428 128,854 16,753 41,194 158,445 108,580
Floor Area Ratio (FAR) 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55 0.55
Max. Mixed-Use GSF 34,521 57,985 70,870 9,214 22,657 87,145 59,719
 Building Height (stories) 3 3 3 ] 3 3 3 3
Residential GSE (2.7 31,656 53,172 64,988 8,449 20,776 79,912 54,762
stories)
;‘;Ty?erc'a' GEF (025 2,865 4,813 5,882 765 1,881 7,233 4,957

Residential Units (900

. 35 59 72 9 23 89 61
square feet per unit)
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BEJ Planning MEMORANDUM

Incremental Change in Development

The incremental change in development is measured by subtracting any existing development on a site from the
amount of proposed development for the site. Measuring the incremental change helps isolate changes in
residential units or commercial square footage, which is important for analyzing the impacts of new development
that could occur under zoning changes. Table 2 shows the existing development on each site, the potential
development that could be constructed on each site under the proposed overlay zoning, and the potential
incremental change in development that would occur if the sites were fully developed.

Table 2: Incremental Development Potential

Soft Site Summary Existing Development Development Potential Potential Increment
Res. Units Comm. SF Res. Units Comm. SF Res. Units Comm. SF
3639 Hill Bivd - 16,440 35 2,865 35 (-13,575)
Osceola Manor - 10,560 59 4,813 59 (-5,747)
Former Beach Site - - 72 5,882 72 5,882
Parking Lot - - 9 765 9 765
387 E. Main St. 1 700 23 1,881 22 1,181
265 E. Main St - 1,154 89 7,233 89 6,079
275 E. Main St - 1,474 61 4,957 61 3,483
Total 1 30,328 349 28,396 348 (-1,932)

Note: The square footage of existing developments was provided by the Town of Yorktown Planning Department and Assessor.

2. Reasonable Estimate of Future Development

The reasonable estimate of future development is the amount of incremental change in development that we
project would occur in the next ten years. We estimate that without a sewer system serving the area, only 20
percent of the potential incremental development would be constructed in the next ten years. If the sewer line
on Hill Boulevard (or another trunk line) is extended to serve the Soft Sites, we project that 40 percent of the
incremental development potential could be constructed in the next ten years. This 40 percent projection is higher
than what we have observed in other Westchester County communities, but we feel that the combination of the
additional development potential permitted under the overlay district, sewer service, and the draw of Lake
Osceola would generate more development than can be expected under other rezonings.
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BEJ Planning MEMORANDUM

The Reasonable Estimate of Future Development without future sewer service is 70 residential units and a
reduction of 386 GSF of commercial space. If sewer service is extended to the Soft Sites, we project that 139
residential units and a reduction of 773 GSF of commercial space would be constructed over the next ten years.
There would be an incremental reduction in commercial space under both scenarios because the existing
developments on the Soft Sites are largely commercial, and they would be replaced by mostly residential

development.

Table 3: Soft Sites Reasonable Development Projection

Soft Sites: Incremental Development Potential Residential Units Commercial SF
3639 Hill Bivd 35 (-13,575)
Osceola Manor ' 59 (-5,747)
Former Beach Site 72 5,882
Parking Lot - o 7 9 . 765
387 E. Main St. ' ) 22 1,181
265 E. Main St 89 6,079
275 E. Main St 61 3,483
Total Development Potential 348 (-1,932)
Adjusted Projection Without Sewer (20% of Units/Square Feet

over 10 Years) 70 (-386)
Adjusted Projection With Sewer (40% of Units/Square Feet over 139 (-773)

10 Years)

3. Sites That Are Not Analyzed
There are a few notable sites in the Lake Osceola Overlay District that were not selected as Soft Sites for this
analysis. The largest of these sites is a large residential site south of E. Main Street in the western portion of the
overlay. The site is not analyzed because there is a current application before the Town for a solar energy
development for this site (shown on Figure 1 as ‘Solar Development’). Additionally, the parcel immediately east
of the 275 E. Main Street site is not considered a Soft Site because there is an application before the Town for a
battery storage facility on this site (shown on Figure 1 as ‘Battery Storage’).

Most of the commercial businesses along Hill Boulevard were not considered Soft Sites because the buildings
appear to have a high occupancy rate, are already served by a sewer system, are well-kept, and do not appear to
be significantly underbuilt. We also did not identify any Soft Sites on the north side of E. Main Street due to the
steep rise in topography on those parcels that limits the developable area of the parcels. There are also parcels
that have frontage on Lake Osceola on the southern and northeastern sides of the lake that have Iargé wetlands
or other environmental constraints that limit their development potential.
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ATTACHMENT B: SCHOOL AGE CHILDREN PROJECTION

Lake Osceola Overlay District Zoning
Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1






Lake Osceola Overlay Zoning District
School Age Children Generation

Date: November 19, 2021

Introduction

The Town of Yorktown is proposing a zoning overlay in Lake Osceola to promote mixed-use development.
The overlay district would be in the Lakeland Central School District. This analysis includes a review of
school enrollment trends, Yorktown population trends, and the school age children projection, and the
fiscal benefits of the proposed action.

School Enrollment Trends

Lakeland Central School District

The total enrollment in the Lakeland Central School District has declined since the 2011-12 school year.
Table 1 shows that elementary school enrollment is down 12 percent, middle school enrollment is down
7 percent, and high school enrollment is down 9 percent since the 2011-12 school year.

Table 1: Lakeland Central School District Enrollment Trends

Year B Total Enrollment Elementary = Middle  High

2011-12 6,115 2,577 1,419 2,119
2012-13 6,083 2,563 1,415 2,105
2013-14 6,008 2,557 7 1,362 2,089
2014-15 5,835 2,471 1,358 2,006
2015-16 5,750 2,401 1,358 1,991
2016-17 5,678 2,398 1,399 1,881
2017-18 5,661 2,407 1,349 1,905
2018-19 5,591 2,372 1,320 1,899
2019-20 5,578 2,339 1,340 1,899
2020-21 5,521 2,274 1,325 1,922
Change 2011-12 to 2020-21 (-594) (-303) (-94) (-197)
% Change 2011-12 to 2020-21 (-10%) (-12%) (-7%) (-9%)

Source: NYSED School Enrollment Data

Town of Yorktown Population Trends

The Town of Yorktown'’s population has grown over the past four decades. The population grew by roughly
1,000 people between 1990 and 2000 before declining between 2000 and 2010. Between 2010 and 2022,
the population grew by 474 people, which represents a 1.3 percent growth rate.
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Table 2: Town of Yorktown Population Trends

1990 2000 2010 2020 Change 52010 to % Change
2020 2010 to 2020
Total Population 33,46 36,318 36,095 36,569 474 1.3%
7

Source: United States Census Bureau, Decennial Census

Figure 1: Town of Yorktown Population Trends
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Village Population and School Enrollment Comparison

The total population of the Town of Yorktown has increased by 474 people since 2010, but total school
enrollment for the Lakeland Central School district has fallen. The Town’s population grew by 1.3 percent,
but school enrollment fell by 10 percent. Enrollment fell for elementary, middle, and high schools over
the past ten years.

Projections for New School Age Children Generated by the Proposed
Overlay Districts

We used two different sources to project the number of new school age children that could be created by
the proposed zoning overlay in Lake Osceola. The sources include multipliers produced by researchers at
Rutgers University, and by using multipliers that we have observed through our 40 years of experience of
planning in Westchester County and the tri-state region.

Lake Osceola Overlay District Development Projection

Our development projections for the Lake Osceola Overlay District included two scenarios. Currently,
most of the parcels within the Lake Osceola Overlay District are on septic systems which hinders their
development potential, however, the Town of Yorktown seeks to extend a sewer district in the area
(parcels along Hill Boulevard are currently within a sewer district). We projected that only 20 percent of
the total development potential would be constructed if a sewer system were not constructed and most
of the parcels remained on septic systems (“Septic System”) and that 40 percent of the development
potential would be constructed if a sewer system were constructed (“Sewer System”),

Using a soft site analysis, we projected that 70 units would be constructed if the parcels remained on
septic systems, and 139 units would be constructed if a sewer system was built. For this analysis, we are
assuming that 20 percent of the units would be developed as townhomes, and 80 percent would be

Lake Osceola Overlay Zoning District School Age Children Generation 2
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developed as multifamily apartment units. This is reasonable considering the area’s parcel configuration,
topography, location next to Lake Osceola, and further distance from an existing mixed-use center.

Using data from the Rutgers University study and our professional observations, we project that the
potential residential development produced under the proposed Lake Osceola Overlay District would
range between 8 and 9 school age children if the parcels remain on septic, and between 16 and 18 school
age children if a sewer system is constructed.

Lake Osceola Residential Demographic Multipliers - Rutgers Multipliers

The Rutgers University Center for Urban Policy Research published demographic multipliers in 2006, and
they have since been used for school-age children analyses. The Rutgers University Center for Real Estate
updated the 2006 study in 2018 when they published School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey:
Results from a Survey of Developers and Property managers. The study uses observations from
multifamily housing developments in New Jersey, but we believe the findings can be applied to the tri-
state region. We use the updated 2018 multipliers in this analysis.

The Rutgers analysis presents school age children multipliers for housing units based on many different
factors. These include the number of bedrooms, type of development (high-rise, mid-rise, low-rise),
average income of the occupying household, affordability of the unit (market-rate or affordable), and age
of the development. Since we are unaware of the unit mix of most of the potential multifamily units, we
have chosen to use the generation rate that the researchers observed in market-rate developments
constructed after 2000. For the townhome units, we used the multiplier for two-bedroom units in low-
rise developments that have an average household income of over $100,000%. Using these multipliers we
project that 9 children would be generated within the overlay district if a sewer system is not constructed
(“Septic System”), and 18 children would be generated if a sewer system were constructed (“Sewer
System” - see Table 3).

Table 3: Lake Osceola School Age Children Projection - Rutgers Multipliers

Development Unit Type Number of School Age Children Projected School
Scenario Units Multiplier (per unit) Age Children
Septic System Townhome 14 0.282 4 -
Apartment 56 0.098 5
Total 70 - 9
Sewer System Townhome 28 0.282 8
Apartment 111 0.098 10
Total 139 L 18

Source: School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey: Results from a Survey of Developers and
Property Managers. Rutgers Center for Real Estate — White Paper Series. Davis, Frame, Ladall, and
Tantleff. July 2018.

1 The Rutgers study groups townhomes and low-rise multifamily buildings together as low-rise buildings.
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Lake Osceola Residential Demographic Multipliers - BFJ Multipliers

BFJ Planning has over 40 years of experience planning in Westchester County and the tri-state region. We
have done numerous school age children projections, and based on our professional knowledge we find
that 0.07 children per unit can be expected for multifamily apartment units. Our observed townhome
data needs further analysis, and we have therefore used the townhome multiplier that was used in the
Rutgers analysis. Using a mix of our professional observations and the Rutgers data we project that 8
children would be generated within the overlay district if a sewer system is not constructed (“Septic
System”), and 16 children would be generated if a sewer system were constructed (“Sewer System” - see
Table 4).

Table 4: Lake Osceola School Age Children Projection - BFJ Observations

Development Unit Type Number of School Age Children Projected School
Scenario Units Multiplier {per unit) Age Children
Septic System Townhome 14 0.282 4
Apartment 56 0.07 4
Total 52 - 8
Sewer System Townhome 28 0.282 8
Apartment 111 0.07 8
Total 139 - 16

Source: BFJ Planning Observations; School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey: Results from a
Survey of Developers and Property Managers. Rutgers Center for Real Estate — White Paper Series.
Davis, Frame, Ladall, and Tantleff. July 2018.

Fiscal Benefits

Residential construction is an economic engine for the local economy and provides some new job
opportunities for residents as well as additional revenue for local governments. Table 5 and Table 6 show
a summary of the estimated economic benefits of multifamily residential construction for a typical
metropolitan area”. The model for this estimate was created by the National Association of Home Builders
(NAHB) and is not site-specific to Lake Osceola. It is meant to show a generic model of economic impacts®.

Table 5: One Year Impacts of the Projected Residential Development in the Lake Osceola Zoning Overlay District

Development Scenario  Units Local Income Local Taxes (Inc. Fees, Etc.) Local Jobs Supported
Septic System 70 58,185,100 $1,547,840 113

Sewer System 139  $16,253,270 $3,073,568 224

Source: NAHB, 2015

? National Association of Home Builders, 2015. “The Economic Impact of Home Building in a Typical Local Area:
Income, Jobs and Taxes Generated.” We note that this model is for multifamily apartment construction, and 54 of
the proposed 405 units would be developed as townhomes. The NAHB only provides models for single-family and
multifamily apartment units. The multifamily apartment units have a lower fiscal benefit than single-family units,
and therefore we believe this represents a conservative estimate.

® We understand from the Town of Yorktown Planning Department that none of the Known Development Sites are
asking for a payment in lieu of taxes (PILOT) or other tax abatement from the Town. Since the Known Development
Sites represent the majority of the projected residential units in the overlay, we assume that none of developments
would ask for PILOT.
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Table 6: Ongoing, Annual Effect of Projected Residential Development in the Lake Osceola Zoning Overlay District

Development Scenario Units Local Income Local Taxes (Inc. Fees, Etc.) Local Jobs Supporied

Septic System 70 $1,848,420 $352,450 ) 31

Sewer System 139  $3,670,434 $699,865 61
~Source: NAHB, 2015

These are local impacts, representing income and jobs for residents in the area, and taxes (and other
sources of revenue, including permit fees) for all local jurisdictions within the local area. Table 5
specifically highlights both the direct and indirect impacts of the construction activity itself, including the
spending of construction workers into the local area’s economy. Table 6 summarizes the recurring impacts
from the new units becoming occupied (taxes paid, participation in the local economy, etc.). This model
accounts for the natural vacancy rate typical for multifamily properties. The total projected local taxes
(one-time plus recurring) amounts to $1,900,290 for the Septic System scenario, and $3,773,433 for the
Sewer System scenario.

We estimate that 69.84 percent of the total estimated local taxes would go to the Lakeland Central School
District. Under the Septic System scenario, we estimate the school district would receive $1,327,163, and
the Town of Yorktown would receive $217,013. Under the Sewer System scenario we project the school
district would receive $2,635,366, and the Town would receive $430,926°.

Based on this review of economic impacts, the proposed Lake Osceola Overlay District is expected to have
a tax positive impact on the Town of Yorktown and the Lakeland Central School District.

Summary and Conclusion

Table 7 and Table 8 compare the Lake Osceola Overlay District, both using data from the 2018 Rutgers
study and BFJ Planning’s observations. These projections include all school age children, and although we
expect most of them would attend the well-regarded schools in the district, some may attend private or
parochial school, and therefore this represents a conservative projection. The number of projected
schoolchildren is unlikely to all enter the school district at the same time. Our projection represents the
total number of school age children who would enter the districts over ten years and throughout all grade
levels.

4 The school district tax percentage and Town tax percentage was taken from the 2022 Town of Yorktown Tentative
Budget presentation dated October 30, 2021.
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Lake Osceola Overlay District — Lakeland Central School District
Table 7: Lake Osceola School Age Children Projection Comparison - Septic System

Lake Osceola Unit Type Number of  School Age Children Projected School
Development Projection: Units Multiplier (per unit)  Age Children
Septic 3
Rutgers Multipliers Townhome 10 0.282 3

Apartment 42 0.089 4

Total 52 - 7
BFJ Multipliers Townhome 10 0.282 3

Apartment 42 0.07 3

Total 52 - 6

Source: BFJ Planning Observations; School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey: Results from a
Survey of Developers and Property Managers. Rutgers Center for Real Estate — White Paper Series.
Davis, Frame, Ladall, and Tantleff. July 2018.

Table 8: Lake Osceola School Age Children Projection Comparison - Sewer System

Lake Osceola Unit Type Number of  School Age Children Projected School
Development Projection: Units Multiplier (per unit)  Age Children
Sewer
Rutgers Multipliers Townhome 28 0.282 8

Apartment 111 0.089 10

Total 139 - 18
BFJ Multipliers Townhome 28 0.282 8

Apartment 111 0.07 8

Total 139 - 16

Source: BFJ Planning Observations; School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey: Results from a
Survey of Developers and Property Managers. Rutgers Center for Real Estate — White Paper Series.
Davis, Frame, Ladall, and Tantleff. July 2018.

Declining Birthrates

Birth rates have been declining in the United States since the 1950s. This national trend is also true in New
York State and Westchester County. Figure 2 shows that fertility rates, which are a measure of the number
of births per 1,000 women aged 15-44, reached a 30-year low in 2018. Recent studies from the Centers
for Disease Control show that birth rates are down 19 percent from 2007, which had the highest birth rate
in recent years.

The Covid-19 pandemic has only increased the decline in birth rates nationally; the number of births in
2020 was four percent lower than the number in 2019°. The combination of long-term declines in birth
rates and the acute decline caused by the Covid-19 pandemic is expected to have impacts that last
throughout the decade. These trends may ease potential strains on school district capacity and lessen
concerns about the generation of school age children by new developments.

® Tavernise, Sabrina. “Pandemic Led to Faster Drop in U.S. Births.” The New York Times, May 5, 2021,
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Figure 2: Fertility Rate in the United States
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1. Introduction

Lake Osceola's transportation system is heavily influenced by the east-west travel corridor of what is now
the four-lane US Route 6, and East Main Street, a previous alignment of US Route 6 which continues to
fulfill an important role in the area’s transport network.

This Traffic element of the Expanded Environmental Assessment Form for the proposed Lake Osceola
Overlay District first reviews the transportation context in the vicinity of Lake Osceola. It then discusses
the potential impacts from the proposed rezoning (the “action”).

It is important for the reader to bear in mind that the proposed rezoning is being analyzed under the
provisions of NYS SEQR as a Generic action, in other words an action such as a law, policy, or plan that
pertains to a relatively large area, rather than a specific development site. From a traffic/transportation
standpoint, the core question analyzed here is whether the proposed rezoning would lead to an increase
in traffic that could significantly and adversely impact the transport system.

Following adoption of the proposed Overlay Zone District in Lake Osceola, individual development
applications in the future would be separate actions, and would be reviewed by the town’s municipal
boards to identify whether there is the potential for site-specific traffic impacts and if so how they can be
reasonably mitigated. In the realm of traffic/transportation, this could involve issues such as changing the
timing of existing traffic lights or adding new ones, ensuring a high-quality streetscape for pedestrians and
cyclists, and ensuring that driveways and access for pedestrians are safe and well-designed.

2. Existing Conditions
2.1 Roadway Functional Class and AADT

Figure 1 shows the proposed Lake Osceola Overlay District and surrounding areas.

The Functional Class of a roadway (shown in Figure T-1) is an indicator of the role that the road plays in
servicing traffic. The Taconic Parkway is the highest-standard roadway in this part of Yorktown, followed
by US Route 6 (a four-lane principal arterial with traffic lights [“signals”] but no land-access through
Jefferson Valley). Both of these roads are under the jurisdiction of the New York State Department of
Transportation (NYSDOT) (see Figure T-2). Route 6 experiences recurring peak-period congestion
several miles to the west (Mohegan Lake) and also several miles to the east (Baldwin Place) of Lake
Osceola: in both of those hamlets the roadway is two lanes rather than the four-lane cross-section in the
vicinity of Lake Osceola'.

East Main Street is a Minor Arterial that roughly parallels Route 6 to its north. It is two lanes, and serves
many adjacent properties. It was built much earlier than Route 6 and hence has different design
standards. Notable issues are driveways that require backing movements to exit and difficult topography
and alignment. East Main Street connects from Route 6 and the Taconic Parkway in the west to Wood
Street and NY Route 6N, providing access to points north and east.

1 Readers are referred to Yorktown'’s Route 6 Carrying Capacity in Mohegan Lake study and the Sustainable Development
Study regarding Mohegan Lake, and NYSDOT's Route 6/6N Corridor Planning Study regarding Route 6 in Baldwin Place.
Note that these are historic rather than recent studies.
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The Lake Osceola Overlay District encompasses Hill Boulevard, which provides access to several larger
commercial properties between East Main Street, before connecting to the south with the east side of the
Jefferson Valley Mall and onwards to Lee Boulevard and Quinlan St.

The labels on the roadways in Figure T-1 are "Average Annual Daily Traffic’, meaning how many vehicles
per day travel on each road segment. For instance, on Route 6 just north of the Jefferson Valley Mall the
AADT is 20,784 vehicles per day, and on East Main Street the AADT is 10,319 vehicles per day. All
traffic levels discussed in this report are year 2019 (i.e. immediately pre-covid) and are sourced from
NYSDOT.

Route 6N is a two-lane state highway that has two intersections with Route 6. The first is immediately to
the east of Lake Osceola at Curry Street, and the second is located in Mahopac to the east. Route 6N is
generally oriented northeast-southwest, however the segment between East Main Street and Route
6/Curry St does not follow this general alignment, and East Main Street does. Thus East Main Street
serves as a more direct connection between Route 6 and Route 6N than the signed “official’ connection;
this is reflected in the AADT on East Main Street (10,319 veh/day) and on the main part of Route 6N
(9,754 veh/day) being much higher than the AADT on the appendix of Route 6N that approaches Curry
Street (3,112 veh/day).

2.2 - Peak hour volumes

Figures T-3 and T-4 show the morning and afternoon/evening weekday rush hour (“peak hour”) traffic
volumes. Whereas AADT data provides a baseline context of the total amount of traffic carried by a
roadway, peak-hour traffic levels relate more directly to the whether or not congestion is experienced.

In the morning, southbound traffic on the Taconic Parkway is much heavier than northbound traffic, and
traffic on East Main Street also shows distinctive peaking westbound in the morning and eastbound in the
afternoon/evening.

In contrast, traffic volumes on Route 6 are higher in the afternoon/evening than in the morning, but in both
time periods the level of traffic is roughly balanced in the east and west directions.

2.3 Vehicular crashes

The Yorktown Police Department prepared a summary of motor vehicle crashes during the period 2018 —
2020 for the intersections shown in Table T-1.

The two intersections along East Main Street with the highest frequency of crashes during this 3-year
period are at Indian Hill Road and Hill Boulevard.

On Route 6, the intersections with Lee Boulevard and Hill Boulevard have roughly double the number of
crashes as the intersection with Curry Street and Route 6N. The highest number of crashes with an
injury were at the Route 6 and Hill Boulevard intersection.
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Intersection

East Main Street and
Route 6 (just east of
the Taconic Pkwy
northbound on/off-
ramps)

East Main Street and
Indian Hill Rd

East Main Street and
Old Jefferson Valley
Rd (west end of Old

Jefferson Valley Rd)

East Main Street and
Lee Blvd

East Main Street and
Hill Bivd

East Main Street and
Old Jefferson Valley
Rd (east end of Old

Jefferson Valley Rd)

East Main Street and
Wood St

East Main Street and
Perry St

East Main Street and
NY Rt 6N

US Route 6 and
Curry St/NY Rt 6N

US Route 6 and Hill
Bivd

US Route 6 and Lee
Blvd

Total number of

crashes

16

16

16

38

41

Crashes with an

injury

4

Table T-1: Summary of crash history in vicinity of Lake Osceola, 2018-2020

2.4 Public transportation

Crashes with a
fatality

November 2021

Bus service through Lake Osceola is provided by Routes 16 and 77 of Westchester County's Bee-Line

system (see Figure T-5).

Route 16 is a local service that travels on East Main Street, connecting to Peekskill at its western
terminus and Baldwin Place on the east. There are 16 eastbound and 16 westbound buses, operating
roughly on hourly headways between approximately 6:00 AM and 9:00 PM.



Lake Osceola Overlay District

November 2021

Traffic Element of Expanded Environmental Assessment Form (EAE)

3

muu_. _JII, onosBodsues SN

ERRIE $82IAIBS sNg aulT-89g AJUN0D J8)Sayd)Sopn

Aunuwoy Jasn g1
3L pue 'sicjnguiucs dejieanguad (o) '00DN ‘(pueleyL) usT 'eaioy UsT (Buoy Buoy) Buiygy

Us3 13N ‘ueder UsT UBDHEN d LNIWIHON| 'dewaiul ‘'sOSn 'uIwies ‘Iy3H 'Us3 1sacinog p .
s E W\. <
Il
I ~
i e
4 {
& Y
i ’
i 1
[ ]
___u— .f.
-
Y [
[\) Me it
b g
Plofagl o 0L RN
i B
1
]
1z
=
12
1

e
wjoe3n

LEYILYS
uoimer

sdolg sng su seg
Ol w—
Ol v
2L

sajnoy sng aur mmm|
EbEN



Lake Osceola Overlay District
Traffic Element of Expanded Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) ) _ November 2021

Route 77 is an express service that travels along Route 6, which connects between Carmel to the north
and White Plains to the south. There are three buses in the early morning (approximately every 30
minutes between 6:15 and 7:45 AM) and three in the afternoon (between 5:15 and 7:00 PM).

Metro-North provides commuter rail services to the east and west of Yorktown. As discussed below,
there is some commuting by rail by residents living in the vicinity of Lake Osceola, with the Town’s
Comprehensive Plan identifying Croton-Harmon and Ossining as the stations most frequently used by
Yorktown residents.

2.5 Walking and cycling

Some street edges in the vicinity of Lake Osceola have sidewalks (on one side of the street in many
places), but others lack pedestrian accommodation (notably East Main Street near Route 8N). Route 6is
a barrier to north-south travel, however the intersections at Lee and Hill Boulevards have crosswalks
across the 5-lane Route 6 cross-sections (two lanes in each direction plus opposing left-turn lanes).

There are currently no dedicated bicycling facilities around Lake Osceola.

2.6 Use of alternative forms of travel

The proposed Lake Osceola overlay district is located within the Jefferson Valley "Census Designated
Place” (CDP), which broadly corresponds to the northeastern portions of Yorktown (east of the Taconic
Parkway; north of Granite Springs Road). The American Community Survey (ACS) provides estimates of
how many workers living in Jefferson Valley commute to work by each of various methods of travel.

The data are from the ACS’s 2019 5-year estimates (the most recent available, and entirely before the
onset of the covid-19 pandemic).

84% of workers drive alone to work, and another 5% carpool. 6% take public transport; this is mainly
commuter rail activity (5%), with 0.4% commuting by bus. The 2010 Comprehensive Plan identified
Croton-Harmon and Ossining as the stations most frequently used by Yorktown rail commuters. Public
transport commutes in Jefferson Valley are on average much longer in duration than commuting trips by
other means of travel, with 89% of public transport commutes taking an hour or more each way,
compared to 15% of all commuting journeys. No bicycle commuting is reported (i.e. 0%), and 0.1% of
workers commute by walking to work. 4% of workers reported working from home (note this is pre-covid
data).

3. Potential Impacts
3.1 Traffic

The potential for traffic impacts was evaluated by determining the extent of any increase or decrease in
the number of trips on the road system in and around the Lake Osceola overlay district.

The input for this analysis was the “Incremental Development” that would be incentivized by introducing
the Lake Osceola Overlay District. Two separate scenarios were evaluated:

s Without sewer: Net change of +14 townhomes, +56 apartments, -290 sq ft. of commercial
space

e With sewer: Net change of +28 townhomes, +112 apartments, -773 sq ft. of commercial
space
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The "without sewer” analysis captures the effects of the proposed rezoning action with current
infrastructure; the lack of sewer constrains the development potential of most of the properties. The “with
sewer” analysis represents the effects if a sewer system were later to be extended, as a subsequent
action after the rezoning. The projected decrease in commercial space is due to an assumption that
some commercial properties are redeveloped with less commercial space and instead residential use.

The determination of the increase/decrease of trips on the road system uses an approach known as “trip
generation”. This is a standard technique that draws on established relationships between amounts of
development and number-of-trips, using the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ Trip Generation Manual
(11th edition).

Table T-2 presents the inputs to the Trip Generation analysis, and Table T-3 presents the results.

Traffic Generation Rates (trips per hour or trips per 24-
hour day, per column headings below)

| Saturday,
ITE Land Use = Weekday, 24 Wieakday, Weekday, | peak hour
| AM peak PM peak | :
| Category hour . b ; Yot | (typically
| _ | | midday)
' ; . 0.48 (trips 0.57 (trips 0.57 (trips
215 7.20 (trips per | per per ‘ per

(Faanhomes) townhome) townhome) townhome) = townhome)

220 - ) ) )
' (Multifamily = 6.74 (trips per 0.4(;e(:rlps 0.51pétrr|ps | 0.4:)étrrlps
 housing, | apartment)
low-rise) | apartment)  apartment) | apartment)
822 (Stri 54.45 (frips | 2.36 (trips ~ 6.59 (trips | 6.57 (trips
rotail) per1,000sq  per1,000sq per1,000sq  per 1,000 sq
| . ﬂ) ft) ﬂ) ft) |
931 (Fine | -
| :2,5:3::'“‘ 83.84 (trips = 0.73 (trips | 7.8 (trips  10.68 (trips
from per1,000sq  per1,000sq | per1,000sq per 1,000 sq
' Osceola f) ft) ft) ft)
Manor site)

Table T-2: Inputs to Incremental Buildout Estimated Peak Hour Traffic Generation



Lake Osceola Overlay District

Traffic Element of Expanded Environmental A_ssessment Form (EAF) B

Amount of
incremental
development

ITE Land
Use
Category

215
(townhomes)

220
(Multifamily
housing,
low-rise)

822 (Strip
retail)

931 (Fine
| restaurant,

removed
from -1,584 sq ft.
Osceola

Manor site)
Total N/A

+14 townhomes

+56 apartments

+1,294 sq ft.

Ngvember 2021

Amount of Traffic Generation (trips per hour or trips
per 24-hour day, per column headings below)

Weekday, Weekday, Weekday,

24 hour AM peak PM peak
hour hour
+101 +7 +8
+377 +22 +29
+70 +3 +9
133 | 4 12
+416 +31 +33

Table T-3: Incremental Buildout Estimated Peak Hour Traffic Generation (without sewer)

Saturday,
peak hour

(typically
midday)

+8

+23

+9

+23



Lake Osceola Overlay District

Traffic Element of Expanded Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) ] November 2021
Amount of Amount of Traffic Generation (trips per hour or trips
incremental per 24-hour day, per column headings below)
development |

ITE Land i | Saturday

\ [ )
Use ‘ Weekday, VX&EKgZi‘ ? Vg:fkgg’ | peak hour
| Category ‘ | 24 hour hopur 1 h (fur | (typically
| ‘ | | | midday)

215 ' |

(townhomes) +28 townhomes +202 +13 +16 +16
220 i | ‘
(Multifamily | , : !

housing, +112 apartments | +748 . +44 +57 +46

‘ low-rise) -

822 (Strip +3,451 sq ft. +188 +8 +23 +23
retail)

| 931 (Fine ‘ * 1

| restaurant, | ; ‘

| removed ‘ |

' from ! -4,224 sq ft. -354 -3 . -33 i -45

Osceola | |
Manor site) | | |
Total /A 4784 +63 +62 +39

Table T-4: Incremental Buildout Estimated Peak Hour Traffic Generation (with sewer)

The results of the Trip Generation analysis show a small increase in trip generation in the “without sewer”
scenario, and a somewhat larger increase in the “with sewer’ scenario.

To put the increase in the number of trips on roadways in the vicinity of Lake Osceola into context, we
can sum the AADT of traffic on East Main Street (10,319 veh/day) and on Route 6 (20,784 veh/day),
which yields a combined total of 31,103 vehicles per day traveling east-west directly north and south of
the lake. The increase of 416 daily trips without sewer is equal to approximately 1.3% of this number of
trips currently using roadways to travel directly north and south of Lake Osceola. The similar calculation
for the “with sewer” scenario is 2.5%.

Based on this analysis of the impact on overall trip-making on the roads in the vicinity of the Lake
Osceola overlay district being on the order of 1% (without sewer), it is concluded that there would not be
a significant impact on the operations of the transportation system. The increase of 2.5% which could
occur if sewer is later built is larger but still generally minor; the potential for traffic impacts of this scale
would need to be reviewed for potential significance in a future SEQR process in connection with
extending sewer in this area.
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1.1 Public transportation, walking and cycling

The overall small increase in trip-making in Lake Osceola is expected to be reflected as a corresponding
marginally higher level of walking, cycling, and demand for public transport. This would also be
supported by the goal of the Overlay Zoning to transition Hill Boulevard into a Main Street style attraction
with expanded public transportation options and increased access to the recreational and tourism
opportunities offered by the lakefront.

Given the generally light ridership of Bee-Line services in portion of the bus network in northern
Westchester, however, any increase in ridership on Bee-Line bus services is anticipated to be very small
in terms of usage of vehicle capacity, and easily absorbed onto the existing public transport system
without adverse impacts.

The goal of the Overlay Zoning to promote a Complete Streets approach would be generally supportive of
walking and cycling within the overlay zone.

1.2 Parking

The proposed Overlay Zoning legislation contains provisions designed to ensure that parking continues to
be adequately provided by future real estate developments, while providing applicants with flexibility in
how this is done.

Table T-5 summarizes specific proposed changes to parking requirements.

Table T-5: Parking standards under current zoning and proposed overlay zoning

Type of use Parking standard under current Parking standard under proposed
zoning overlay zoning
' Residential units 2.2 spaces per unit (for

multifamily dwellings of 3+ units) 1.5 Spaces perynt

Retail Same numerical requirement, with
Sspacesper 4,0003q added flexibility (see below)
Flexibility provisions (300-255-G) | The use of shared parking
| Yes (300-182-H-4-d), for non- between different uses on the
residential uses same site and/or shared parking
' between adjacent properties
Yes (300-182-H-4-e), for non- The use of conservation parking
residential uses spaces

The availability of on-street
parking or public parking within
close proximity to the site

Yes (300-182-H-4-a), for non-
residential uses

Variation in the probable time of
Yes (300-182-C-2) maximum use of differing uses
on the same site

The Overlay Zoning sets parking standards, and also outlines four specific mechanisms that would
provide flexibility to applicants by allowing the Planning Board to vary from the standard calculations of
required off-street parking spaces:
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» The use of shared parking between different uses on the same site and/or shared parking
between adjacent properties (this dovetails with Policy 3-11 of the Comprehensive Plan,
which supports shared-access to off-street parking under the aegis of “Access
Management, as well as the Comprehensive Plan’s observation that shared-parking
between adjacent properties can allow more efficient site plans that yield both more
parking and streetscape improvements)

e The use of conservation parking spaces (i.e. a site plan permitted with fewer-than-
standard parking spaces initially, with land set aside for future provision of additional
parking spaces if the initial provision of spaces proves to be inadequate)

e The availability of on-street parking or public parking within close proximity to the site
(this is consistent with Policy 3-22 which codifies encouraging use of on-street and public
parking as town policy)

» Variation in the probable time of maximum use of differing uses on the same site (i.e.
allowing uses that have complementary patterns of peak parking demand to share
parking. A typical example might be a commuter park-and-ride lot that is busy on
weekdays and a church that is busy on Sundays).

Two of the items in this listing (conservation parking spaces and credit for nearby public parking) are
currently permitted in Town Code, but their application is limited to non-residential uses. The Overlay
Zoning proposes to extend these provisions to also encompass residential uses.

The Overlay Zoning’'s main change in numerical parking standards relates to residential uses, which
would be reduced from 2.2 to 1.5 parking spaces per unit, i.e. approximately by one-third. This is
intended to support residential-market segments that tend to have lower-than-average car-ownership
levels (e.g. smaller-size units, empty nesters, etc.) and that will be located proximate to commercial uses,
and is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan's theme of encouraging adequate but not excessive
parking.

It is important to note that this change in the residential parking standard and all other parking provisions
of the Overlay Zoning would be subject to the Town's discretionary review processes when reviewing site-
specific development applications.

The Overlay Zoning presents the Planning Board with guidance and standards for off-street parking
provision when reviewing site plans, but also explicitly empowers them to reach reasonable
determinations about how to implement them on individual development applications, providing that
decisions are grounded on rational bases. By explicitly codifying the desirability of the mechanisms for
flexibility in parking provision, future applicants will be provided a clear signal of what is desired.

Finally, the Overlay Zoning calls for off-street parking to be provided at the rear of properties rather than
in front of buildings. This is intended to encourage a vibrant pedestrian environment with buildings
oriented towards the street as in a traditional "“Main Street” context, in keeping with the objectives of the
Comprehensive Plan.

In sum, the parking provisions of the Overlay Zoning are anticipated to have generally positive impacts,
as they are aligned with the policies and objectives expressed in the town’s Comprehensive Plan. As
with other issues relating to new development, site-specific review of development applications will
ensure that parking issues are appropriately addressed on a case-by-case basis taking into account
idiosyncratic site conditions, etc.

4. Conclusions

Based on the analyses reported here, no adverse significant transportation impacts are anticipated from
the incremental development expected from implementing the Lake Osceola Overlay District, in the
absence of extending sewer to the area. This analysis has identified the potential for additional traffic
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impacts if sewer is later extended, which would need to be reviewed for potential significance in a future
SEQR process in connection with extending sewer.

When development applications are submitted to the town seeking to take advantage of the Overlay
Zoning'’s provisions, Yorktown's Planning Department and municipal boards will review site-specific
transportation analyses as they would for any development application in town.

When performing those site-specific analyses, in reaching its determinations and any required conditions,
the town will continue to be guided by the relevant policy documents (notably the transportation items in
the Comprehensive Plan and Sustainable Development Study), as well as the principle of ensuring that
individual developments reasonably address their impacts on the transportation system. The town will
also continue to work in partnership with NYSDOT and other public agencies to identify and advance
options for general enhancements to the regional and sub-regional transportation network in Yorktown.
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Lake Osceola Overlay Zoning District:
Water and Sewer Capacity

Introduction

The Town of Yorktown is proposing a zoning overlay in Lake Osceola to promote mixed-use development.
Parcels in Lake Osceola are served by the public water supply. Some parcels within the overlay boundary
are on a public sewer system, but most parcels use on-site septic systems for waste treatment. BFJ had a
conversation with the Town of Yorktown Engineer, Dan Ciarcia, PE, on November 10, 2021, to assess
whether there is sufficient capacity for water consumption and sanitary sewer treatment for the projected
development over the next ten years. In our conversation, Mr. Ciarcia discussed the current water and
sewer systems and their existing capacity.

Development Projection, Water Consumption, and Sanitary Sewer Flow

Most of the parcels within the Lake Osceola Zoning Overlay treat their wastewater with on-site septic
systems, which limits their development potential. However, the Town of Yorktown would like to see
sanitary sewer service extended to this area. We, therefore, projected development for the overlay if it
remains served by septic systems, and if a sewer system is extended to the area. We project 70 residential
units would be constructed in the septic system scenario (14 townhomes, 56 multifamily apartment units)
and 139 units would be developed under the sewer system scenario (28 townhomes, 111 multifamily
apartment units. To estimate the demand for water consumption and sanitary sewer flow, we used the
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation’s estimate of 110 gallons per bedroom per
day'. The development projections do not include detailed unit-mix breakdowns, so we made
assumptions about the average number of bedrooms in each unit type (townhomes and multifamily
apartments) to project water and sanitary sewer demand. Table 1 shows that we assume each townhome
unit has 2.5 bedrooms, and each multifamily apartment unit has 1.55 bedrooms®. Under the septic system
scenario we project 13,398 gallons per day, and under the sewer system scenario we project 26,626
gallons per day.

1 NYSDEC Design Standards for Intermediate-Sized Wastewater Treatment Systems, 2014.

2 A townhome average of 2.5 bedrooms assumes townhomes are evenly split between two or three bedroom units.
Multifamily apartment bedroom averages assumes 50 percent of units are studio/1-bed units, 45 percent are 2-bed
units, and 5 percent are 3-bed units. We think the multifamily bedroom average is conservative, as most
developments are unlikely to have five percent of their units as three bedrooms.

Lake Osceola Overlay Zoning District Water and Sewer Capacity 1
BFJ Planning



Table 1: Lake Osceola Water and Sanitary Sewer Flow Projections

Unit Type No. of Units Bedrooms per Unit Gallons/Bedroom/Day Flow (GPD)

Septic Systems (70 units projected)

Townhomes 14 2.5 110 3,850

Multifamily Apartments 56 1.55 110 9,548

Total Projected Water Demand (Septic Scenario) 13,398

Sewer Systems (139 units projected)

Townhomes 7,700 7,700 7,700 7,700

Multifamily Apartments 18,926 18,926 18,926 18,926

Total Projected Water Demand and Sanitary Sewer Flow (Sewer Scenario) 26,626
Water Supply

Parcels within the Lake Osceola Zoning Overlay are served by the Northern Westchester Joint Water
Works, which sends water from the New York City water supply system to the Yorktown, Somers,
Cortlandt, and Montrose water districts. Mr. Ciarcia stated that there are no issues with the Town’s water
supply and that there is sufficient capacity for the projected water demand.

Sewer Capacity

The parcels along Hill Boulevard are currently served by a sewer system that takes wastewater to the
Westchester Wastewater Treatment Plant located at 700 Highland Avenue in Peekskill. If a sewer line
were extended to the remainder of the parcels within the zoning overlay, their wastewater would also go
to the Westchester County plant in Peekskill. Mr. Ciarcia stated that there is sufficient capacity at the
County’s plant for the projected development if a sewer line is extended to serve all of the parcels within
the Lake Osceola Zoning Overlay.

Lake Osceola Overlay Zoning District Water and Sewer Capacity 2
BFJ Planning



This is a resolution adopted by the Town Board of the Town of Yorktown at its
regular meeting held on [ ], May 2024,

RESOLVED, that the Town Clerk is hereby authorized to refer out a proposed
Local Law amending Chapter 300 of the Code of the Town of Yorktown entitled
“ZONING.” by amending Article XXI, entitled “Planned Design District Overlay
Zones”, as follows:

This Article regulates the location, design, occupancy, and use of structures and
the use of land within the areas known as the “Planned Design District Overlay
Zones” (hereinafter “PDDOZ”) within the Town of Yorktown. The primary
purpose of this Article is to institute legally enforceable and unique Planned
Design Districts (“PDDs”) adopted herein or prospectively, based upon and in
furtherance of the goals established Chapter 4 of the Town of Yorktown
Comprehensive Plan adopted on July 15, 2010 (hereinafter “the Comprehensive
Plan”) and as hereinafter amended.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Town Board declares its intent to act as Lead
Agency,
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ARTICLE XXXI
Planned Design District Overlay Zones
[Added 11-5-2020 by L.L. No. 13-2020; amended 12-28-2021 by L.L. No. 1-2022]

§ 300-248. Purpose and intent.

A.

It is found and determined that there is a need throughout the Town of Yorktown to encourage and
establish further economic development. To stimulate that growth and provide for revitalization, the
Town requires the use of smart-growth techniques capable of creating smarter, less wasteful, and
more economically efficient development patterns. Specifically, the Town needs flexibility in land
uses which bolster economic development by providing not only a diverse array of commercial
businesses, but mixed-use residential and commercial parcels to both provide abundant job
opportunities and contribute to the local tax base.

This article regulates the location, design, occupancy, and use of structures and the use of land within
the areas known as the "Planned Design District Overlay Zones" (hereinafter "PDDOZ") within the
Town of Yorktown. The primary purpose of this article is to institute a legally enforceable zoning
code for each unique Planned Design District ("PDD") adopted herein or prospectively, based upon
and in furtherance of the goals established by Chapter 4 of the Town of Yorktown Comprehensive
Plan adopted on July 15, 2010 (hereinafter "the Comprehensive Plan") and as hereinafter amended.
The applicability of the provisions of this article shall only apply to the specific overlay zones duly
adopted and set forth herein and to those properties within said zones that the Town Board has
determined granting the flexibility allowed by the Planned Design District will result in a
significantly better site plan that still protects the health, safety, and welfare of Yorktown's
businesses and residents.

This article is intended to promote the health, safety and general welfare of the Town by creating a
holistic and comprehensive economic development strategy that utilizes the principles of social,
cconomic, and environmental responsibility to encourage the economic development within a
mixed-use setting. This article is intended to create an opportunity for a more economically
successful and environmentally responsible Town by enabling a hamlet with a more harmonious and
pedestrian-oriented public realm than can be achieved under the regulations in the underlying zoning
in cffect at the time of adoption of this article. Specifically, this article will promote complete streets
approach and practices as one of many mechanisms to fulfill the purpose and intention herein.

It is also the intent of this article to further the economic development goals of the Town's
Comprehensive Plan to invigorate the hamlet business centers as hubs of civic life and community
identity, and promote a mix of retail, professional office, park/civic uses, and compatible residential
uses that create a special sense of place. The intent of the overlay zones is to promote flexibility in
design, allowed uses, and bulk requirements to make infill and redevelopment of the hamlets both
desirable for residents and economically feasible for investors. It is also the intent of this article to
provide for suitable mixed-use developments within the PDDs, blending the surrounding
commercial and residential zones.

This article will assist in achieving preservation and retention of the remaining historic and
architecturally significant buildings and encourage the renovation and construction of other
buildings consistent with architectural designs of buildings constructed during the early history of
the Town.

Downloaded from https://ecode360.com/YO1560 on 2023-09-01
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300-249. Definitions.

As used in this article, the following terms shall have the meanings indicated:

FAR (FLOOR AREA RATIO) — As defined in § 300-3, Definitions; word usage.

INCENTIVE — A zoning benefit that is granted, pursuant to § 261-b of the Town Law, to adjust
provisions of Chapter 300, Zoning, of the Town Code of the Town of Yorktown for the purpose of
bringing about revitalization in a Planned Design District.

LIVE-WORK UNIT/SPACE (LIVE-WORK UNIT or LIVE-WORK SPACE) — A building or space
within a building used jointly for commercial and residential purposes where the residential use of the
space is secondary or accessory to the primary use as a place of work. The residential space must be
occupied by the owner of the commercial business to which it is accessory.

MIXED-USE BUILDING — A building that houses varied uses normally segregated from one another
by zoning classification within the Yorktown Zoning Code such as residential uses and retail uses, but
not limited thereto.

PLANNED DESIGN DISTRICT — For the purposes of this chapter, an independent zoning district
identified by the Town Board as ideal to promote development in accordance with the Comprehensive
Plan, wherein the zoning regulations need not be uniform for each class or type of land use, but where the
use of land shall be in accordance with a set of criteria and smart-growth techniques as established by the
Town Board herein.

UNIQUE BUILDINGS — Existing buildings that should be retained because of their distinctive cultural,
architectural, or historical references to the Town's history as decided by the Town Board and listed
herein.

§ 300-250. Applicability.

A. The provisions of this article XXXI shall apply to all parcels, lots or properties lying within each
Planned Design District and may be applied to new development, redevelopment, exterior
alterations, changes of use, site plan alteration, commercial signs and exterior lighting within the
Planned Design District Overlay Zones.

B. When the provisions of this chapter are applied by the Planning Board, in any Planned Design
District, no buildings or premises shall be used, and no buildings or part of a building or structure
shall be erected, constructed, enlarged, altered, arranged or designed to be used, in whole or in part,
except for one or more of the uses herein cited in §§ 300-255 through 300-259, or the underlying
zoning, provided that a site plan of development in accordance with Chapter 195 of the Yorktown
Town Code is approved by the Planning Board, after public notice and hearing, as being in
conformity with this chapter.

§ 300-251. Authorization to approve plans; procedures.

A. Authorization is hereby granted to the Planning Board of the Town of Yorktown, as herein set forth,
to simultaneously, with the approval of a site plan or subdivision map, pursuant with this article,
modify applicable provisions of Chapter 300 subject to the conditions set forth in this article and
such other reasonable conditions as the Town Board of the Town of Yorktown may, in its discretion,
add thereto.

B. An applicant desiring to use the standards set forth in this article shall file with the Town Board a
written request for authorization for consideration and review under the overlay district, which shall

2
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include a detailed statement setting forth the nature of modifications, changes or supplementation of

existing underlying zoning provisions and the reasons in support of those changes or modifications.
Said statement shall include the manner in which such modifications, changes or supplementations of
existing zoning provisions will benefit the Town and will further the economic development,
public health, safety, or welfare of the community. The applicant shall also file plans and other
drawings, sketches, or renderings necessary to understand and consider the proposed project. The
Town Board shall consider the request and evaluate the project for such authorization. The Town
Board, at its discretion, may refer the request, plans, and other documentation to other boards,
departments or agencies for comment and recommendation. The Town Board may hold a public
hearing in accordance with Chapter 205 of the Town Code.

(1) The Town Board may authorize the project via resolution for review under the overlay district
after considering the following factors:

(a) Whether the project is consistent with the general goals of the Comprehensive Plan;

(b) Whether the project will likely be detrimental to the character of its immediate neighboring
properties, or the district and Town at large;

(c) Whether the scope of the project will likely cause operational difficulties on the site that
have potential to negatively affect the health, safety, and welfare of the public;

(d) Whether the Town's infrastructure is capable of servicing the project or that the impacts or
deficiencies of the infrastructure can be appropriately mitigated;

(¢) Whether the project will eliminate a blight or potential blight within the district;
(f) Whether the project is consistent with the goals and intent of the overlay district;

(g) Whether the project is consistent with the requirements of the overlay district and does not
exceed the limitations or requirements set forth therein;

(h) Whether the project is likely to contribute to the economic development of the district and
the Town at large.

(2) Any such resolution shall contain a reasoned elaboration of the potential application of the
overlay district to the proposed site based on the above considerations, including whether some of
the considerations are relevant to the project. The Town Board may attach thereto any
conditions that may be desirable to maintain the highest standards that are represented by the
intent and goals of the overlay district regulations. Projects that are authorized by the Town
Board shall be referred, together with the authorizing resolution, to the Planning Board for site

plan review and approval.

C. Once a project has been authorized for review and approval under this article by the Town Board, the
applicant shall file with the Planning Board the application and plans required for site plan or
subdivision review and approval as set forth in Chapter 195, Land Development. The Town of
Yorktown signage ordinance manual shall govern all matters relating to signs within each overlay
zone. Such application and plans shall have clearly marked upon their face that said plan is for
development in accordance with the standards of this article. The applicant may be required, at
various stages of the planning process, to further justify his request to use the standards and

procedures set forth herein.
D. The recreation requirements as set forth within this chapter and the Town of Yorktown Town Code
3
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shall remain applicable to the provisions of this article.

§ 300-252. Conflicting provisions.
In the event that any provisions of this article shall be inconsistent or in conflict with the other provisions

of this chapter, then the provisions of this article shall prevail and be complied with.

§ 300-253. Development incentives.

The following list of development incentives may be applied by the Planning Board to any project
filed under this article. In the event the Applicant includes green-building standards as recognized by
the United States Green Building Council ("USGBC") and the recognized Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design ("LEED") standards, the Applicant will be granted priority in approval and shall
not be limited in its requests for any and all of the incentives set forth below. In addition, an Applicant
bringing forth a proposal that would qualify for LEED certification (though no certification is required)
shall be entitled to propose additional incentives, not listed below, to be considered as part of the site plan
approval process under this article. The incentives adopted herein are as follows:

A. Priority of application review and agenda placement.

B. Enhanced staff guidance, including additional staff meetings, throughout the approval process.

C. Relief from area and bulk requirements, parking requirements upon demonstration of proximity to
downtown pedestrian access and public transportation, or a social, cultural or economic need or
benefit.

D. In the event an Applicant agrees to make infrastructure improvements that benefit the Town to an
extent greater than what is required by the conditions of this article, the Planning Board may grant
incentives in relation to density, area and bulk requirements and including parking relief.

E. Inthe event an Applicant provides real-property or rentable square footage to the Town, the Planning
Board may grant incentives in relation to density, area and bulk requirements and including parking
relief.

§ 300-254. Flexibility standards; area and bulk requirements.

A. The Planning Board, in considering an application for site plan or subdivision approval within any
Planned Design District Overlay Zone, shall be guided by but shall not be strictly bound by the
considerations and standards within the underlying zone in which a proposed project exists, as
amended, and as applicable to each Planned Design District, upon which the Planning Board shall
be the approval authority as set forth herein. In general, these standards shall be deemed to be the
minimum requirements for the convenience, economic benefit, health, safety and welfare of the
Town and in compliance with the Comprehensive Plan.

B. In the course of project site plan review, as required by this article and SEQRA, the Planning Board
may, pursuant to its stated purposes, vary the zoning requirements as to open space requirements, lot
area, lot frontage, side yard requirements, front and rear yard requirements, maximum allowable
coverage, parking regulations, building heights, floor area ratios, unit density per acre, off-street
parking and loading spaces, and all bulk regulations in connection with a specific plan of
development on a specific parcel of land in any Planned Design District, and other matters related to
the siting and construction of improvements listed in the Schedule of Regulations, provided that the
Planning Board shall determine that such variations are in the public interest and necessary in order

4
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to foster high-quality development and redevelopment, are in compliance with the general purpose
and intent of this chapter, and will ensure compatibility with uses on adjoining properties. In no case
shall the variation of any requirement be greater than 60% of said requirement, unless otherwise
stated in §§ 300-255 through 300-259. Such variations shall apply only to the particular site plan and
proposals thereon which are under review and shall not apply to the maximum FAR.

The Planning Board may adjust the regulations and reduce the procedural requirements in
accordance with this section to implement the intent and purpose of this article so that the public
interest is secured, provided that any such adjustment or procedural modification will not have the
effect of nullifying the spirit and intent of this article.

§ 300-255. Yorktown Heights Planned Design District Overlay Zone.

A.

Purpose and intent. The Yorktown Heights Planned Design District consists of the parcels and rights-
of-way within the boundary as shown on the zoning map of the Town of Yorktown.' This area was
once the center of commerce in the Town, was redeveloped during urban renewal to accommodate
automobile-centered life with many large commercial buildings and large paved parking areas.
Many of these buildings are now vacant as lifestyles and buying habits transition to digital
consumerism making this area ripe for other types of redevelopment. The intent of this overlay zone
is to encourage a walkable hamlet-style development that is both a commercial and community
center that better serves the needs of its residents and surrounding neighborhoods. Further, the Town
Board notes that the Yorktown Heights hamlet supports several developments such as the Underhill
Apartments, the Kear Street Apartments and the Beaver Ridge Apartments, which were built with
densities exceeding the multifamily R-3 zoning district regulations, and these developments do not
exhibit adverse impacts related to their density. The Yorktown Heights hamlet business center is
able to support appropriate density above that shown in the R-3 zone. It is the intent of this article to
promote development of appropriate densities that will support the downtown, promote economic
development, and increase housing types within the Town, while also improving the walkability and
quality of open spaces. Specifically, the following objectives are encouraged:

(1) Phase out of incompatible, nonconforming uses and signs.
(2) Construction of attractive building facades along Commerce Street, Downing Drive, Veterans
Road, Kear Street, and Underhill Avenue with off-street rear parking lots.

(3) Transportation design that emphasizes Complete Street design methods and practices and that

includes the pedestrian and bicycle experience to encourage users of the North County
Trailway, connected Town trailways, and the disabled to be able to move through the overlay
zone safely.

(4) Creation of off-street parking lots for shared parking between adjoining and neighboring
principal uses.

(5) Application of enhanced street access, building design, off-street parking, landscaping and

buffering controls by the Planning Board to enhance the physical appearance of properties in
the Yorktown Heights Planned Design District Overlay Zone.

(6) Development of multifamily residential uses not to exceed three stories, unless otherwise stated
herein,

Editor's Note: Said map is included as an attachment to this chapter.
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(7) Creation of mixed-use space that includes live-work space or professional office use in a

residence pursuant to § 300-76.
B. Permitted main uses.
(1) The same main uses permitted in the underlying zone in which the subject property lies.
(2) Mixed-use development.

(3) Multifamily and townhouse-style residential development.
(4) Live-work unit developments.

(5) Stores or shops for the conduct of retail business, bank, post office, restaurant and other places

serving food and beverages, professional and business offices, and personal service
establishments, including the grooming of house pets, except that no use shall be permitted
where any part of the service is conducted outside the premises unless a special use permit has
been issued by the Planning Board after due notice and public hearing.

(6) Government buildings and uses.

(7) Community-based uses for senior citizens.

C. Permitted uses by special permit.
(1) The same special uses permitted by the underlying zone in which the subject property lies.

(2) Boutique hotels in accordance with the regulations set forth in § 300-52.
D. Permitted accessory uses.

(1) The same permitted accessory uses allowed in the underlying zone in which the subject
property lies.

(2) Signs as approved on the site plan.
(3) Outdoor public gathering places.

E. Permitted accessory uses by special permit.

(1) The same permitted accessory uses by special permit allowed in the underlying zone in which
the subject property lies.

(2) Outdoor dining and sidewalk cafes pursuant to § 300-80.
F. Area and bulk requirements. The area and bulk regulations for the Yorktown Heights Planned
Design District Overlay Zone shall comply as follows:

(1) Any project within a planned design district overlay zone and authorized by the Town Board to
be considered under the regulations set forth herein shall remain subject to the discretion of the
Planning Board set forth in §§ 300-253 and 300-254 to modify the requirements due to the
special circumstances of a particular project. The discretion granted in § 300-253 and § 300-254
is subject to the following requirements:

(a) Area and bulk requirements shall be as set forth in the underlying zone and subject to
variations and limitations as set forth herein. For residential or mixed-use residential
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projects, the Planning Board may be guided by the area and bulk requirements of the R-3

multifamily zone and may apply variations to those requirements within the limitations set
forth herein.

(b) FAR shall be allowed up to, but may not exceed, 0.55;

() Maximum height of building shall be as set forth in the underlying zone subject to

variation of up to 25% and may not exceed three stories. Enclosed space may be allowed
at roof level which may not exceed 50% of the area of the roof.

(d) Maximum height may be increased to 52 feet and a maximum of four stories, provided
that the lot on which a project is proposed is a single contiguous lot that is a minimum of
10 acres in size.

(2) (Reserved)
(3) (Reserved)

G. Design requirements. In addition to any other design regulations provided in this Code, the following
design guidelines shall apply to mixed-use buildings in the Yorktown Heights Planned Design
District Overlay Zone:

(1) Architectural designs. All applicants shall adhere to the following guidelines for design
standards of any renovation or new construction on a property within the Yorktown Heights
Planned Design District:

(a) Exterior renovations or additions to historic buildings shall make every effort to restore
the original appearance to the exterior of the building, with modifications only as
approved.

(b) Acceptable architectural forms will include Colonial, Federal, Georgian, and Victorian
styles. Exact duplicates of historic buildings are not required; however, designs should
reflect a sense of historical styles at an appropriate scale.

(c) Appropriate use of sheathing (exterior covering) and decorative details. All new
construction will be in brick or wood, unless it is demonstrated to the Advisory Board on
Architecture and Community Appearance that some other material may be more
appropriate given extenuating circumstances of the project, such as an addition on an
existing building. Modern sheathing techniques may be used as long as the overall
appearance conveys use of traditional building materials.

(d) The following materials are not preferred for use in the Yorktown Heights Planned Design
District:

[L] Prefabricated metal siding, typical of manufactured commercial buildings.

[2] Dryvit-faced buildings or similar stucco-type surfaces.

[3] Prefabricated-rock-aggregate-faced buildings.

[4] Concrete-block-faced buildings.

[5] Tilt-up concrete panels.

[6] Ribbon glass, tinted glass panels as sheathing, or tinted glass windows, windows that
7
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appear to be frameless.

Unique buildings. All applicants for renovation of a unique building or new construction
on a property on which exists a unique building within the Yorktown Heights Planned
Design District shall be required to submit plans that respect the precedents and styles that
relate to the early history of the Town. All plans must be in keeping with these guidelines
for:

[1] Existing unique buildings. For any proposal that includes an existing unique building,
whether to be modified or not, the applicant shall provide information concerning the
original design of the building and the modifications that have taken place to the
building. Every effort shall be made to restore the original appearance of the exterior
of the building, with modifications only as considered appropriate by the Advisory
Board on Architecture and Community Appearance and the Heritage Preservation
Commission, should the unique building be a designated landmark.

[2] Design elements. All proposed improvements {0 buildings shall be evaluated by the
Advisory Board on Architecture and Community Appearance for the appropriateness
of the improvement in terms of the following design elements:

[a] Overall design and cohesiveness;

[b] Appropriate use of exterior sheathing and decorative details;
[c] Window and door configuration; and

[d] Setbacks and parking areas and site plan considerations.

(2) Signage. The following types of signs shall be preferred in the Yorktown Heights Planned
Design District Overlay Zone as outlined in the Town of Yorktown signage ordinance manual.

€)

(a) Sign designs should utilize historically referenced styles, colors, and materials to create

(b)

©

(d)

attractive, functional, legible signs that can further enhance the Town's character,
Freestanding signs should be monument signs. Using brick piers or bases with uplighting
is encouraged.

Building sign designs should enhance and accent the architecture and character of the
building. Signs should not block or dominate the building facade.

Building signs, painted wood signs or awning signs that are coordinated with the style,

shape, color, and scale of the building are preferable to internally lit box signs.

Site planning and design. Every effort shall be made to maintain and encourage designs and
layouts that enhance the pedestrian experience of the Town within the Yorktown Heights
Planned Design District Overlay Zone:

(a) Loading docks, overhead doors, and other service entries shall be screened and not be

(b)

located facing primary street facades.

Applicants shall be encouraged to contribute to the public spaces. Lighting fixtures and
street furniture installed along public rights-of-way shall match the Yorktown Heights
streetscape design plan to visually link the overlay zone.

(¢) Landscaping. Landscaping shall be provided to create attractive facades and screen views
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of parking, loading, and refuse areas from the property frontage and from residential uses.

(d) Parking shall not be located in the front yard unless this requirement is waived by the
Planning Board due to the special circumstances of a particular site.

(¢) Shared parking and conservation parking spaces shall be encouraged wherever possible to
reduce unnecessary underutilized parking areas.

(f) Sidewalks. All sidewalks shall be properly maintained in accordance with Town
regulations. All new property developments and redevelopments must provide sidewalks
along any propetty lines that front on public streets, unless this requirement is waived by
the Planning Board due to the special circumstances of a particular site. Internal sidewalks
will be provided as deemed appropriate by the Planning Board.

H. Access to site; off-street parking.
(1) The required parking for residential units is 1.5 parking spaces per dwelling unless modified by
the Planning Board.

(2) The required parking for commerecial uses shall be as required by § 300-182 unless modified by
the Planning Board due to special circumstances of a particular site, including, but not limited
to:

(a) The use of shared parking between different uses on the same site and/or shared parking
between adjacent properties.

(b) The use of conservation parking spaces.
(c) The availability of on-street parking or public parking within close proximity to the site.

(d) Variation in the probable time of maximum use of differing uses on the same site.

I.  Recreation. The required recreation for multifamily units built within mixed-use development
projects shall be as required in the R-3 zone except that the Planning Board may modify this
requirement due to special circumstances of a particular site and the proximity of the site to nearby
public recreation.

J.  Plan of development. No building permit or certificate of occupancy for any building designed for
multifamily mixed-use residential developments, townhouse-style residential developments, stores
or shops for the conduct of retail business, or professional and business office developments within
the Yorktown Heights Planned Design District Overlay Zone shall be issued, except in accordance
with a plan of development or amendment thereof approved by the Planning Board, and after said
approved plan of development, signed and certified by the Chairperson of the Planning Board, is
issued and filed in the records of the Town.

K. Official submission and review of plan. The Planning Board shall take action within 62 days of the
submission to it of the plan of development. The site plan shall be considered officially submitted
only when all the required surveys, plans and data in accordance with the requirements of Chapter
195, Land Development, described in the above sections have been checked for completeness by the
Town Engineer and Director of Planning and filed with the Planning Board.

L. Unique buildings. The Town Board acknowledges that there are unique buildings holding historical
value within the Town, and the Board may, in its discretion, designate a building as a unique building
upon under its own incentive or referral by the Advisory Board on Architecture and Community

9
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Appearance. Modifications necessary to accommodate a new use will be permitted; however, it

is the intention to require that all project plans retain original features of the buildings, including
window type and configuration, front entries, storefronts (if applicable), and identifying decorative
details, including those that provide a historical reference to the original use of the building. This
provision shall be in addition to the requirements of Chapter 198, Heritage Preservation, should a
unique building be a designated landmark.

The Town Board hereby designates the following buildings in this Yorktown Heights Planned
Design District as unique buildings:

(1) 322 Underhill Avenue (Spadaccia Insurance building, now Westchester Health).

c. 1890. Wood shingle residence converted to offices. Large center chimney (parged);
projecting pedimented gable over second floor bay window; rear one-story ell; three front gable
dormers.

(2) 360 Underhill Avenue: Former home of Edward Kear, aka The Grace Building.

¢. 1890. This onetime home of Edward Kear, who served as Town Supervisor for 13 years, is

one of the last of the grand Victorian homes that were built around the Town center that the
railroad established in the late 19th century, and in January of 2017 was named a Home of
Historic Distinction by the Yorktown Landmarks Preservation Commission.

(3) 363 Underhill Avenue: Town Hall.

Yorktown's Town Hall was built in 1935 at the corner of Underhill Avenue and Saw Mill

River Road (Route 118) during the administration of Supervisor Theodore Hill. The Police
Department and the Town Court, once housed here, were moved at different times to other
facilities. Additional wings were built on either side of the original building in the mid- to
late-1950s. The building is Colonial Revival style with brick-faced concrete walls and a slate
roof.

(4) 366 Underhill Avenue: Coldwell Banker building.
c. 1890. Gothic Revival. Brick center chimney; gabled side ell; Doric columns on front porch;
bay window on first-floor front facade; one-story hipped extension front on left rear corner.
(5) 370 Underhill Avenue: Captain Underhill House.

Completed in 1881, the Captain Underhill Manor and Estate. The estate was most recently used
by the Soundview Preparatory private school. Prior to the school, the farmhouse was used by
the Gilbert Beaver conference center.

(6) 1803 Commerce Street (Dubovsky).
¢. 1870. two-bay storefront (four bays deep) addition with two sets of triple windows, flat roof
(now vacant); house re-sided with metal.

(7) 1807 Commerce Street (Trailside Cafe).

c. 1870. Colonial Revival storefront addition c. 1950; stucco; parapet wall has been covered
with vinyl; upper windows on storefront replaced.

(8) 1811 Commerce Street (Wishes).

10
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c. 1930. Tudor Revival. One-half timbering with half circle design on front attic level; wood

shingle pent over storefront windows; side ell for stairway to second floor apartments; fully
exposed brick side wall chimney; one-story rear ell; sunburst pattern in side gable peak and on
front of side ell stairwell.

(9) 1826 Commerce Street: Yorktown Heights Railroad Station.

The Yorktown Heights Railroad Station was built around 1878 as part of the Old Putnam Line
of the New York & Notthern Railroad. By 1914, the New York Central Railroad and its Putnam
Division operated the line from High Bridge to Brewster. The last passenger train ran on the
Old Put line on Thursday, May 29, 1958, and the last freight movement picked up an empty
box car at Creed Brothers lumber yard in Yorktown Heights on September 17, 1962. By spring
of 1963, the rails were removed. Since that time, the abandoned railroad bed was sold to New
York State, and the station building was acquired by the Town's urban renewal agency. The
station building has been designated a local (1976), state (1981), and federal (1981) landmark.
The station became the center of Railroad Park and has gone through several refurbishment
attempts. A complete restoration of the building was finally completed in July of 2020. The
station building is the last remaining building of its unique design on the Old Putnam Line.

(10) 1932 Commerce Street: Conciatori Building/Emilio's Castle aka Starbucks Coffee.

c. 1920. Small side ell, left ¢. 2000. False brick endwall chimneys; granite block door and
window surrounds; rear extension that once housed service station stalls.

(11) 1952 Commerce Street (former Mulvey Realty, corner of Commerce and Veterans).
c. 1920. Last remaining wood Victorian-era home along Commerce Street.

(12) 1974 Commerce Street: Albert A. Capellini Community and Cultural Center.

Although not within the planned design district boundaries, the former Central School District
No. 2 building is a Town designated landmark that is a significant part of the fabric of
Yorktown Heights. Originally built in 1923, the school district added a north wing in 1927,
and a south wing and gymnasium was added in 1935. The auditorium/theater was completed in
the rear of the school between 1954 and 1955. In 1975 the school was closed due to declining
enrollments and new schools built in other parts of the community. In July of 1980, the Town
acquired the old school building to use for several Town offices and a community center. In
2019, the Town designated the building as a local landmark. The structure has exterior walls of
masonry, terracotta block and brick facing, with plaster interior finish.

§ 300-256. Lake Osceola Planned Design District Overlay Zone.
A. Purpose and intent. The Lake Osceola Development Design District shall consist of the parcels and

rights-of-way within the boundary shown on the map set forth here as Attachment 6 as amended.
The purpose of this section shall be to implement the goals of this article and to promote and ensure
that the Jefferson Valley Mall remains a viable economic engine and center of retail and restaurant
activity while enhancing the multi-family housing, recreational and tourism activities and ancillary
economic development activities, opportunities provided by the lakefront and surrounding district.
The Jefferson Valley Mall has been a major regional shopping destination, and this article and
specifically this overlay zone will facilitate the region's continued success. Additionally, while pro-
viding for the continued health of the Mall, this section shall also offer incentives for the transfor-

mation of Hill Boulevard into a walkable main-street aftraction by expanding public transportation
T Tditor's Nofe: Said map is included as an attachment to this chapter.
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options and opening increased access to the recreational and tourism opportunities offered by the
lakefront. Finally, this section shall incentive the tools for all environmental benefits relating to the
reliance upon septic systems to the conversion to a municipal sanitary sewer collection system. The
consistent goals of this article are to strengthen the economic health of the hamlets within the

Town..
B. Permitted main uses.
(1) The same main uses permitted in the underlying zone in which the subject property lies.
(2) The same main uses permitted in the CR (Commercial Recreation) zone.
(3) Mixed-use development.
(4) Multifamily residential development.
(5) Live-work unit developments.

(6) Stores or shops for the conduct of retail business, bank, post office, restaurant and other places
serving food and beverages, professional and business offices, and personal service
establishments, including the grooming of house pets, except that no use shall be permitted
where any part of the service is conducted outside the premises unless a special use permit has
been issued by the Planning Board after due notice and public hearing.

C. Permitted main uses by special permit.
(1) The same special uses permitted by the underlying zone in which the subject property lies.

D. Permitted accessory uses.

(1) The same permitted accessory uses allowed in the underlying zone in which the subject
property lies.

(2) Signs as approved on the site plan.
(3) Outdoor public gathering places.
E. Permitted accessory uses by special permit.

(1) The same permitted accessory uses by special permit allowed in the underlying zone in which
the subject property lies.

F.  Area and bulk requirements. The area and bulk regulations for the Lake Osceola Planned Design
District Overlay Zone shall comply as follows:

(1) Any project within a planned design district overlay zone and authorized by the Town Board to
be considered under the regulations set forth herein shall remain subject to the discretion of the
Planning Board set forth in §§ 300-253 and 300-254 to modify the requirements due to the
special circumstances of a particular project. The discretion granted in §§ 300-253 and 300-254 is
subject to the following requirements:

(a) Area and bulk requirements shall be as set forth in the underlying zone and subject to
variations and limitations as set forth herein. For multifamily residential or mixed-use
residential projects, the Planning Board may be guided by the area and bulk requirements
of the R-3 multifamily zone and mai/ apply variations to those requirements within the
limitations set forth herein. i
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(b) FAR shall be allowed up to, but may not exceed, 0.55;

(¢) Maximum height of building shall be as set forth in the underlying zone subject to
variation of up to 25% and may not exceed three stories.

G. Design requirements. In addition to any other design regulations provided in this Code, the following
design guidelines shall apply to mixed-use buildings in the Lake Osceola Planned Design District
Overlay Zone:

(1) Architectural designs. All applicants shall adhere to the following guidelines for design
standards of any renovation or new construction on a property within the Lake Osceola Planned
Design District:

(a) Exterior renovations or additions to historic buildings shall make every effort to restore
the original appearance to the exterior of the building, with modifications only as
approved.

(b) Acceptable architectural forms will include Colonial, Federal, Georgian, and Victorian
styles. Exact duplicates of historic buildings are not required; however, designs should
reflect a sense of historical styles at an appropriate scale.

(c) Appropriate use of sheathing (exterior covering) and decorative details. All new
construction will be in brick or wood, unless it is demonstrated to the Advisory Board on
Architecture and Community Appearance that some other material may be more
appropriate given extenuating circumstances of the project, such as an addition on an
existing building. Modern sheathing techniques may be used as long as the overall
appearance conveys use of traditional building materials.

(d) The following materials are not preferred for use in the Lake Osceola Planned Design
District:

[1] Prefabricated metal siding, typical of manufactured commercial buildings.

[2] Dryvit-faced buildings or similar stucco-type surfaces.

[3] Prefabricated-rock-aggregate-faced buildings.

[4] Concrete-block-faced buildings.

[5] Tilt-up concrete panels.

[6] Ribbon glass, tinted glass panels as sheathing, or tinted glass windows, windows that
appear to be frameless.

(¢) Unique buildings. All applicants for renovation of a unique building or new construction
on a property on which exists a unique building within the Jefferson Valley Planned
Design District shall be required to submit plans that respect the precedents and styles that
relate to the early history of the Town. All plans must be in keeping with these guidelines
for:

[1] Existing unique buildings. For any proposal that includes an existing unique building,
whether to be modified or not, the applicant shall provide information concerning the
original design of the building and the modifications that have taken place to the
building. Every effort shall be made to restore the original appearance of the exterior

13
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of the building, with modifications only as considered appropriate by the Advisory
Board on Architecture and Community Appearance and the Heritage Preservation
Commission, should the unique building be a designated landmark.

[2] Design elements. All proposed improvements to buildings shall be evaluated by the
Advisory Board on Architecture and Community Appearance for the appropriateness
of the improvement in terms of the following design elements:

[a] Overall design and cohesiveness;

[b] Appropriate use of exterior sheathing and decorative details;
[c] Window and door configuration; and

[d] Setbacks and parking areas and site plan considerations.

Signage. Sign requirements shall be as required by the underlying zone. The following types of
signs shall be preferred in the Lake Osceola Planned Design District Overlay Zone as outlined
in the Town of Yorktown signage ordinance manual.

(a) Sign designs should utilize historically referenced styles, colors, and materials to create
attractive, functional, legible signs that can further enhance the Town's character.

(b) Freestanding signs should be monument signs. Using brick piers or bases with uplighting

is encouraged.

(c) Building sign designs should enhance and accent the architecture and character of the
building. Signs should not block or dominate the building facade.

(d) Building signs, painted wood signs or awning signs that are coordinated with the style,
shape, color, and scale of the building are preferable to internally lit box signs.

Site planning and design. Every effort shall be made to maintain and encourage designs and
layouts that enhance the pedestrian experience and experience of Lake Osceola, including
enhancing views, providing public gathering spaces, and public use of the lake:

(a) Development shall attempt to offer amenities that include use of or enhanced views of the
lake. Lakefront properties should be encouraged to participate in a boardwalk or pedestrian
walkway system when feasible.

(b) Loading docks, overhead doors, and other service entries shall be screened and not be
located facing primary street facades.

(c) Applicants shall be encouraged to contribute to the public spaces. Lighting fixtures and
street furniture installed along public rights-of-way shall match to visually link the overlay
zone.

(d) Landscaping. Landscaping shall be provided to create attractive facades and screen views
of parking, loading, and refuse areas from the property frontage and from residential uses.

(¢) Parking shall not be located in the front yard unless this requirement is waived by the
Planning Board due to the special circumstances of a particular site.

(f) Shared parking and conservation parking spaces shall be encouraged wherever possible to
reduce unnecessary underutilized parking areas.
14
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(g) Sidewalks. All sidewalks shall be properly maintained in accordance with Town

regulations. All new property developments and redevelopments must provide sidewalks
along any property lines that front on public streets, unless this requirement is waived by
the Planning Board due to the special circumstances of a particular site. Internal sidewalks
will be provided as deemed appropriate by the Planning Board.

H. Access to site; off-street parking.

(1) The required parking for residential units is 1.5 parking spaces per dwelling unless modified by
the Planning Board.

(2) The required parking for commercial uses shall be as required by § 300-1 82 unless modified by
the Planning Board due to special circumstances of a particular site, including, but not limited
to:

(a) The use of shared parking between different uses on the same site and/or shared parking
between adjacent properties.

(b) The use of conservation parking spaces.
(c) The availability of on-street parking or public parking within close proximity to the site.
(d) Variation in the probable time of maximum use of differing uses on the same site.

. Recreation. The required recreation for multifamily units built within mixed-use development
projects shall be as required in the R-3 zone except that the Planning Board may modify this
requirement due to special circumstances of a particular site and the proximity of the site to nearby
public recreation.

J.  Plan of development. No building permit or certificate of occupancy for any building designed for
multifamily mixed-use residential developments, townhouse-style residential developments, stores
or shops for the conduct of retail business, or professional and business office developments within
the Jefferson Valley Planned Design District Overlay Zone shall be issued, except in accordance
with a plan of development or amendment thereof approved by the Planning Board, and after said
approved plan of development, signed and certified by the Chairperson of the Planning Board is
issued and filed with the Town Clerk in the records of the Town.

K. Official submission and review of plan. The Planning Board shall take action within 62 days of the
submission to it of the plan of development. The site plan shall be considered officially submitted
only when all the required surveys, plans and data in accordance with the requirements of Chapter
195, Land Development, described in the above sections have been checked for completeness by the
Town Engineer and Director of Planning and filed with the Planning Board.

1. Unique buildings. The Town Board acknowledges that there are unique buildings holding historical
value within the Town and the Town Board may, in its discretion, designate a building as a unique
building under its own incentive or upon referral by the Advisory Board on Architecture and
Community Appearance. Modifications necessary (o accommodate a new use will be permitted;
however, it is the intention to require that all project plans retain original features of the buildings,
including window type and configuration, front entries, storefronts (if applicable), and identifying
decorative details, including those that provide a historical reference to the original use of the
building. This provision shall be in addition to the requirements of Chapter 198, Heritage
Preservation, should a unique building be a designated landmark.
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The Town Board hereby designates the following buildings in this Jefferson Valley Planned Design

District as unique buildings:
(1) 466 East Main Street.

A gothic-revival-style, wood-frame structure built in 1861 and once known as "Bailey's Lodge."
(2) 3642 Hill Boulevard, Lourdes Building.

Built in 1975, the shopping center with large mansard roof is part of the unique character of the
Jefferson Valley hamlet.

§ 300-257. through § 300-261. (Reserved)

:16
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part I - 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 | based on information cutrently 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 applicant or project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Part 1is accurate and complete.

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Lake Osceola Overlay District Extension - EAF Annex

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
3000 Navajo Street and 3775, 3787, 3799, 3807, 3819,3833, 3869, 3790, 3824 and 3850 Route 6N

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

It is proposed to extend the the Lake Osceola Overlay District (LOOD) to include the two parcels above. As noted in the original EAF the LOOD was
crealed for only a "portion” of the hamlet to "promote revitalization, economic development and provide housing opportunities." The creation of the district
allowed for multifamily residential developments, mixed-use residential and commercial developments, and live/work units in an area mostly zoned for
commercial development. The zone also allowed for developments to have a floor-area ratio (FAR) of 0.55 and would permit building heights of three
stories. Itis also noted that Section 300-256 indicates one goal of the zone is to ensure that the Jefferson Valley Mall remains a viable economic engine
and center of retail and restaurant activity. During the establishment of this district and emphasis was placed on the lack of existing sewers, and desires of
sewers to be brought to Lake Osceola. This extension Is proposing to include eleven parcels just outside of the current LOOD but in close proximity to the
Jefferson Valley Mall. The parcel at 3000 Navajo Street represents the largest tract available for development and can be the catalyst for the desired
revitalization. It is noted that based on high groundwater these properties offer limited availability for development without sewer and as such any
development of these properties under the LOOD would include sewers necessary for the LOOD. The development of this parcel is contemplated herein.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: (914) -962
Yorktown Town Board E-Mail:

Address: 363 nderhill Avenue

City/PO: yorktown Heights State: . vork Zip Code: , -qq
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: (914) 962-6565
John Tegeder, Direct Planni Mail-

ohn Tegeder, Director of anning E Mall. jtegeder@yurktownny.org

Address:
1974 Commerce Street (Albert A, Capellini Community and Cultural Center)

City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Yorktown Heights New York 10598
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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B. Government Approvals

assistance.)

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

If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s)
Required

Government Entity

Application Date
(Actual or projected)

a. City Counsel, Town Board, 1Y esINo
or Village Board of Trustees

Town of Yorktown Town Board April 2024

b. City, Town or Village [CIYes[INo
Planning Board or Commission

¢. City, Town or [yes[CINo
Village Zoning Board of Appeals

d. Other local agencies Cyes[INo
¢. County agencies 1Y esCINo
f. Regional agencies OYes[INo
g. State agencies [OYes[INo
h. Federal agencies CYes[INo

i. Coastal Resources.

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

i, Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? CYeshZINo
ii. lIsthe project site located ina community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? [ YesINo
jii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [l YeshZINo
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[INo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
o 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 OYeshZNo
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action YeshZINo
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway; OYeshZINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
ot other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
¢. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an arca listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [YesiZINo
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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. 1Yes[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
The site is located in the R1-80 zoning district.

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? [ Yesk/INo
¢. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? 1Yes[INo
If Yes,

i, What is the proposed new zoning for the site? Lake Osceola Overlay District Extension.

C.4. Existing community services.

a. In what school district is the project site located?  Lakeland School District.

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Yorktown Police Department.

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Mohegan Fire Department and Mohegan EMS

d. What parks serve the project site?
Site itself will remain commercial field space. Donald J. Trump State Park, Shrub Oak Memorial Park.

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

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

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? acres
¢. 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? O Yes[INo
i If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:

d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? OYes[ONo
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)

ii. Ts a cluster/conservation layout proposed? ClYes[CINo
jii. Number of lots proposed?
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum Maximum

¢, Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? [Yes[INo
i If No, anticipated period of construction: months
ii. If Yes:
o Total number of phases anticipated
o Anticipated commencement date of phase | (including demolition) month year
e Anticipated completion date of final phase month year
o  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? [Iyes[INo
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)? OYes[ONo
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 [IYes[INo
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: 1 Ground water [_] Surface water streams [ClOther specity:

iii. 1f other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

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

D.2. Project Operations

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

iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials? [Jyes[_|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
yiii. Will the excavation require blasting? DYesDNo

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[ INo
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?

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

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

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

iv. Will the proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation? [1Yes[INo
If Yes:

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:
o expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:

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

o  proposed method of plant removal:

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

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

¢. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? OYes[INo
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? [dYes[INo
If Yes:
e Name of district or service area:
o Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? [ Yes[INo
o Is the project site in the existing district? Cyes[INo
o s expansion of the district needed? [dYes[INo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? OYes[INo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYes[No
If Yes:

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

o  Source(s) of supply for the district:

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

e  Date application submitted or anticipated:

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

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

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

i, Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: gallons/day

ji. 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? dYes[INo
If Yes:
e Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:
e  Name of district:

e Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? ClYes[INo
o Is the project site in the existing district? OYes[No
o lsexpansion of the district needed? OYes[INo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? [dYes[[INo

o Will a line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? [dYes[INo
If Yes:

o 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[INo
If Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district:
o  Date application submitted or anticipated:
o What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge?
v. Tf 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 [OYes[INo
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?

If Yes:
i How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feet or 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)?

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

o Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? [dYes[dNo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? [1Yes[INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel OvYes[ONo
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)

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

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

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, OYes[INo
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?

If Yes:

i. 1s the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet OYesCINo
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)

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

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

° Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,0)

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

° Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SFe)

o Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
o Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, [lves[ INo
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 [OYes[INo
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 [OYes[]No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:
i When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ Morning [ Evening [OWeekend
[ Randomly between hours of to .
/i For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

jii. Parking spaces:  Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? yesCNo
v. TIf the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, deseribe:

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

vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric [JYes[INo
or other alternative fueled vehicles?

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

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand [dYes[INo
for energy?
If Yes:
i Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action:

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

ifi. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade, to an existing substation? [Jyes[INo

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

i. During Construction: ji. During Operations:
s  Monday - Friday: e  Monday - Friday:
e  Saturday: e  Saturday:
e  Sunday: e  Sunday:
e Holidays: s Holidays:
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction,
operation, or both?

If yes:

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

[ Yes[INo

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

Oves[No

n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting?
If yes:
i Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:

dYes[INo

ji. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen?
Describe:

Oves[No

0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day?
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures:

OYes[INo

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons)
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored

O Yes[INo

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

q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides,
insecticides) during construction or operation?

If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):

O Yes [No

ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices?

[ Yes [[INo

t. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

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

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

e Construction:

[0 Yes CINo

e  Operation:

jii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
s  Construction:

»  Operation:
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste managemenu acility? [] Yes[] No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (c.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
o Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
jii. If landfill, anticipated site life: years

t. Will the proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous [Yes[INo

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:

jii. 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? [dyes[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

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

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

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

a. Existing land uses.
i Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[] Urban [ Tndustrial [J Commercial ~[] Residential (suburban) [l Rural (non-farm)
[] Forest [ Agriculture [] Aquatic [ Other (specify):
ii. 1f mix of uses, generally describe:

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

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

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

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

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

s Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)

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

e Other
Describe:
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¢. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? CyeslINo
i. If Yes: explain:

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

If Yes,
i. 1dentify Facilities:

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

ii. Dam’s existing hazard classification:

iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

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

If Yes:
i, Has the facility been formally closed? ClYes[] No

o Ifyes, cite sources/documentation:
/i 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 [YesINo
propetty 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 [yesd No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site [yes[INo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
] Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
[ Yes — Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC 1D number(s):

[ Neither database

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

jii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? Ovesl/INo

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

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

@
L]
e Describe any use limitations:
o Describe any engineering controls:

o  Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? [dYes[INo
o  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? CYes[INo
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 site
] Moderately Well Drained: % of site
[ Poorly Drained % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: [ 0-10%: % of site
O 10-15%: Y% of site
[ 15% or greater: % of site
g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? CIYes/INo
If Yes, describe:
h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, [Z1Yes[INo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? 1Yes[INo
[f Yes to either i or if, continue, If No, skip to E.2.1.
jii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, lyes[INo
state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
e Streams: Name 864-625 Classification ©
®  Lakesor Ponds: Name Classification
e Wetlands: Name Federal Waters, NYS Wetland, Federal Waters, Fe... Approximatc Size NYS Wetland (in a...
®  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) A-4 .
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired OYes[INo
waterbodies?
If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:
i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? [dYes[INo
j. Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? Yes[INo
k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? Yes[INo
I. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? Yes[INo
If Yes:
i. Name of aquifer; Principal Aquifer
L

Page 11 of 13







m. ldentify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site: )

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? yesl/No

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

ji. Source(s) of description or evaluation:

iii. Extent of community/habitat:

e  Currently: acres
e Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  Gain or loss (indicate + or -): acres
0. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NY'S as 1 Yes/INo

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

Il Yes:
i, Species and listing (endangered or (hreatened):

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

If Yes:
i. Species and listing:

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? Yes[JNo

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

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

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

¢. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National COYes/INo
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. Ts the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? OYesl/INo
If Yes:
i. CEA name:

ji. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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¢. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological sie, or district 1 Yes[INo ]
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?
If Yes:
i Nature of historic/archaeological resource: [CJArchaeological Site [CHistoric Building or District
ii. Name:
jii. Brief description of attributes on which listing is based:

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

g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been identified on the project site? [yes[JNo

If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s):
ji. Basis for identification:

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local Cyes[INo
scenic or aesthetic resource?
If Yes:
i. Identify resource:
ji. Nature of, or basis for, designation (e.g., established highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,
etc.):
jii. Distance between project and resource: miles.

i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers ] Yesi/INo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Tdentify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 [JYes[No

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

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

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

Applicant/Sponsor Name Date

Signature Title
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Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist
& [1‘ ] i project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
3 i E bt i assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are
18 < [ 2 answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
= Iy = e b question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Waorkbooks. Although
I = & i Carmel . Pinea 4] the EAF Mapper provides the most up-lo-date digital data available to
g : i el = ! DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
Putnam Valley = It Sin ...~ to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
il b T substilute for agency determinations.
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B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area) ‘No
'B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area] §N0
C.2.b. [Special Planning District] ‘Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
: 7 _ _ Workbook. 7 _
E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - ‘Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
‘Potential Contamination History] B ‘Workbook. - _
'E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Listed] ‘Workbook.
E.1.hi [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
‘Environmental Site Remediation Database] 'Workbook.
E.1.h.jii [Within 2,000" of DEC Remediation No
Site] _ i
'E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features] No
'E.2.h.i [Surface Water Features] Yes
'E.2.h.ii [Surface Water Features] Yes
‘E.2.h.jii [Surface Water Features] EYes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and

R _ - ~ waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.
E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream ~ 864-625

Name] I

[E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream C

fC_lassifica_t_ion] - 7 e - _

'E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands E Federal Waters, NYS Wetland

'E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands NYS Wetland (in acres):224.6

Size] . L

'E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - DEC A4

‘Wetlands Number]

%E.Z.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies] B ‘No
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'E.2.i. [Floodway] 'Digital mapping data are not available ¢ 3 incomplete. Refer to EAF

: -Wor_kbook.

'E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain] ‘Yes

E2k. [500 Year Flbodplain] ‘Digital m'app'lng data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
: Workbook.

EE.2.L [Aquifers] . Yes

‘,E.'2.1. [Aquifer Nameé] Principal Aquifer

E.2.n. [Naturéi Communities] ~ No '

E.2.0. [Endangered or Threatened Species] No

E.2.p. [Rare Plants or Animalé] No
éE.S.a. [Agricultural District] ' gNo
'E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark] ‘No
E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area] No

%E.S.e. [Nationél'or State Register of Historic  Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Places or State Eligible Sites] _ __Workbook.

E.3.{. [Archeological Sites] ‘No

i

E.3. [Designaiéd River Corridor] - ;Nb
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Analysis u

Lake Osceola Overlay District Reasonable Estimate of Future Development at
3000 Navajo Street, Town of Yorktown, Westchester County, New York

Executive Summary

The proposed action is to extend the recently established Lake Osceola Overlay District (LOOD)
to several sites along the New York State (NYS) Route 6 corridor in the Town of Yorktown,
Westchester County, New York. The following analysis is site specific and is focused on the 49.6-
acre parcel located at 3000 Navajo Street, Town of Yorktown, Westchester County, New York
(project site). The project site is northeast of the recently established LOOD and is included in the
proposed extension of the LOOD. The project site is currently zoned R1-80 and consists of vacant
land and land utilized as playing fields.

The school age children projection and fiscal analyses were conducted using the methods set
forth in the Lake Osceola Overlay District Reasonable Estimate for Future Development
Memorandum prepared by BFJ Planning dated November 19, 2021 (2021 BFJ Memorandum)
with the following revisions: 1) Revised original use of 900 square feet (sgft) average unit size by
BFJ Planning to 1100 sqgft per unit as an average unit size in analyses; 2) Conducted analyses
using Net Site Area instead of Gross Site area which was used in BFJ analyses.

Development Potential of Project Site

Table 1

Gross Site Area 49.6 ac = 2,160,576 sqft
FAR 0.55

Max Mixed USE GSF 1,188,317 sq ft

Building Height 3 stories

Residential GSF (2.75 stories) 1,089,695 sq ft
Commercial GSF (0.25 story) 08,621 sq ft
Residential Units (900 sqgft per unit)’ 990

1 Revised original use of 900 sqft average unit size by BFJ Planning to 1100 sqft per unit as an average unit size. The
amount of residential gross square footage (GSF) was divided by 1100 sqft as an average unit size.
April 22, 2024
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Tabhle 2

New Site Area 785,037 sqft
FAR 0.65

Max Mixed USE GSF 431,770 sq ft
Building Height 3 stories
Residential GSF (2.75 stories) 395,789 sq ft
Commercial GSF (0.25 story) 335,981 sq ft
Residential Units (1100 sgft per unit)? 360

Source and Assumptions: 2021 BFJ Memorandum: Assumed site built out the full development
potential of 0.55 FAR and three stories height; single mixed use to occupy site; development
mostly residential, therefore, one quarter of ground floor would be commercial use and remaining
floor area (two and three quarters) would be residential; assumptions include any mechanical and
circulation space in the building.

New School Age Children Projections

Table 3 — School Age Children Projection

Unit Type Townhome
Number of Units 360
School Age Multiplier 0.282
Projected School Age Children 102

Source and Notes: 2021 BFJ Memorandum,; School Age Children in Rental Units in New Jersey:
Results from a Survey of Developers and Property Managers. Rutgers Center for Real Estate—
White Paper Series. Davis, Frame, Ladall, and Tantleff. July 2018. Multiplier Used: Two-bedroom
market rate units in low-rise developments that have an average household income of over
$100,000. Note: Rutgers combines townhomes and low-rise multifamily buildings as a single
category.

2 Revised original use of 900 sgft average unit size by BFJ Planning to 1100 sqft per unit as an average unit size. The
amount of residential gross square footage (GSF) was divided by 1100 sqft as an average unit size.
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Fiscal Benefits

Table 4 — One Year Impacts of Project Site
Development in LOOD

Unit Count 360

Local Income $42,094,800
Local Taxes (inc. fees, efc.) $7,960,320
Local Jobs Supported 580

Table 5 — Ongoing, Annual Effect of
Project Site Development in LOOD

Unit Count 360
Local Income $9,506,160
Local Taxes (inc. fees, etc.) $1,812,600
Local Jobs Supported 159

Source and Assumptions: 2021 BFJ Memorandum; National Association of Home Builders
(NAHB), 2015, “The Economic Impact of Home Building in a Typical Local Area: Income, Jobs
and Taxes Generated. Notes: This is a generic model of economic impacts. NAHB includes
models for single family homes and multifamily homes only. Analyses associated with the project
site were prepared using a model developed for multifamily apartment rental units. This model
type is assumed to have a lower fiscal benefit than the single-family home model and the
estimates are assumed conservative. Model accounts for the natural vacancy rate typical for
multifamily properties.

Town of Yorktown and Lakeland School District Tax Benefits

The estimated total local taxes of the developed project site within the LOOD would be
$9,772,920.% According to the 2024 Town of Yorktown Tentative Budget, the Town of Yorktown
would receive 10.87 percent (or $1,062,316) of the estimated total local taxes of the developed
project site under LOOD and the Lakeland School District would receive 69.18 percent (or
$6,760,906). Similar to the conclusions set forth in the 2021 BFJ Memorandum, it is expected that
the development of the project site under the LOOD would have a tax positive impact on both the
Town of Yorktown and the Lakeland Central School District.

3 Note: Table 4 - Year-One Impacts Local Taxes added to Table 5 — Ongoing, Annual Effect Local Taxes.
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April 26, 2024

Mr. Richard Williams, Jr. P.E.

Senior Principal Engineer

Insite Engineering, Surveying & Landscape Architecture, P.C.
3 Garret Place

Carmel, NY 10512

Traffic Evaluation - 3000 Navajo Street and Various Parcels on NYS Route 6N
Town of Yorktown, Westchester County, New York
Colliers Engineering & Design Project No. 23006609A

Dear Mr. Williams,

As requested, we have compiled traffic volume data and prepared a summary of preliminary trip
estimates and analysis for the proposed extension of the Lake Osceola Overlay District ((LOOD) to
include 3000 Navajo Street and various other parcels on NYS Route 6N in the Town of Yorktown,
New York. The creation of the (LOOD) district allowed for multifamily residential developments,
mixed-use residential and commercial developments, and live/work units in an area mostly zoned
for commercial development. This extension is proposing to include eleven (11) parcels just outside
the current LOOD but in close proximity to the Jefferson Valley Mall. The parcel at 3000 Navajo
Street represents the largest tract available for development and can be the catalyst for the desired
revitalization.

In order to evaluate this, we have considered a potential for development of some 254 multi-family
dwelling units, a 5,500 square foot Club House, a 23,000 square foot indoor athletic facility, a 4,000
square foot commercial space, and a modification and expansion of the existing athletic fields at the
3000 Navajo Street property. Access will be provided via driveway connections to Navajo Street,
which in turn connects with US Route 6. Also, as discussed in more detail below, a second access
connection to NYS Route 6N was also considered to accommodate the full development of the
properties. For analysis purposes, we have considered this potential development area as shown on
Figure No. 1.

Existing Traffic Conditions Data (Figures No. 2 and 3)

All existing conditions traffic data for both US Route 6 and NYS Route 6N and Navajo Street were
obtained from previous traffic studies and data published the New York State Department of
Transportation (NYSDOT). Data from the Lake Osceola Overlay District Zoning Environmental
Assessment Form Part 1 - Draft Traffic Element of Expanded Environmental Assessment Form was
also referenced. These data were summarized for the peak hours for Weekday AM and PM Peak
Hours. Figures No. 2 and 3 show the Existing Traffic Volumes for each of the peak hours. Note that
additional Saturday data will have to be collected and analyzed in future more detailed site specific
studies.

Bergmann has joined Colliers Engineering & Design

Accelerating success.
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US Route 6 is a generally four-lane roadway with turning lanes to the west of this area and is
classified as Principal Arterial and under the jurisdiction of NYSDOT. The roadway transitions from
five to three lanes at Navajo Street and further to the east the roadway consists of two lanes. During
peak hours, the roadway experiences delays.

East Main Street/NYS Route 6N is a two-lane roadway classified as Minor Arterial under the
jurisdiction of NYSDOT serving many properties. Driveway and roadway alignment cause issues for
exiting vehicles at some of the properties. It transitions to Mahopac Street as NYS Route 6N in the
vicinity of the subject property.

Preliminary Trip Estimates (Table No. 1)

Estimates of the expected trip generation for each of the peak hours were identified utilizing data
published by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). Table No. 1 summarizes the expected
trip generation for each of the Weekday and Saturday peak hours. Note that for the purposes of
these estimates, no credit was taken for any internal trips or pass-by trips associated with any of the
proposed facilities.

Projected Traffic Volumes and Preliminary Analysis (Figures No. 4 through 16; Table No. 2)

1. Traffic Volumes

Figures No. 4 and 5 show the Projected Traffic Volumes for a 2026 Design Year, which were
developed by applying a background growth factor of 1% per year applied to the existing traffic
volumes. Figures No. 6 and 7 show the Anticipated Residential Arrival and Departure
Distributions for the site and Figures No. 8 and 9 Anticipated Other Uses Arrival and Departure
Distributions for the site,

Utilizing the trip generation estimates described above and projecting the existing traffic
volumes to a future design year, the traffic volumes at the intersection of US Route 6 and Navajo
Street and NYS Route 6N and the site access, were each developed.

Figures No. 10 and 11 show the Residential Site Generated Traffic Volumes and Figures No. 12
and 13 show the Other Uses Site Generated Traffic Volumes. These Site Generated Traffic
Volumes were combined with the Projected 2026 No-Build Traffic Volumes to obtain the 2026
Build Traffic Volumes. The 2026 No-Build and Build Traffic Volumes are shown on Figures No. 14
and 15 and Figures No. 16 and 17, respectively.

2. Preliminary Traffic Capacity Analysis

It was necessary to perform capacity analyses in order to determine existing and future traffic
operating conditions at the study area intersections. The following is a brief description of the
analysis method utilized:

Signalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

The capacity analysis for a signalized intersection was performed in accordance with the
procedures described in the Highway Capacity Manual, 6th Edition, dated 2016, published by
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the Transportation Research Board. The terminology used in identifying traffic flow
conditions is Levels of Service. A Level of Service "A" represents the best condition and a
Level of Service “F" represents the worst condition. A Level of Service "C"is generally used as
a design standard while a Level of Service "D" is acceptable during peak periods. A Level of
Service “E” represents an operation near capacity. In order to identify an intersection's Level
of Service, the average amount of vehicle delay is computed for each approach to the
intersection as well as for the overall intersection.

Unsignalized Intersection Capacity Analysis

The unsignalized intersection capacity analysis method utilized in this report was also
performed in accordance with the procedures described in the Highway Capacity Manual,
6th Edition, dated 2016. The procedure is based on total elapsed time from when a vehicle
stops at the end of the queue until the vehicle departs from the stop line. The average total
delay for any particular critical movement is a function of the service rate or capacity of the
approach and the degree of saturation. In order to identify the Level of Service, the average
amount of vehicle delay is computed for each critical movement to the intersection.

Using these procedures, a capacity analysis was conducted for each intersection for the Existing,
No-Build, and Build conditions.

Based on the preliminary results as shown in Table No. 2, the following should be noted:

« The access at Navajo Street and US Route 6 contains an existing left turn lane on US Route 6,
which may have to be modified/restriped to increase the left turn stacking for entering
vehicles. This location will also have to be monitored for potential signalization to
accommodate the full Build volumes.

e An access connection from NYS Route 6N to the various parcels is recommended for the full
build-out of the site and will have to be phased in accordingly as part of the development of
the parcels. The intersection of NYS Route 6N and the proposed site access was analyzed.
This intersection would have to be reviewed in more detail as part of the actual site plans;
however, the | widening to provide separate right and left turn lanes on NYS Route 6N would
have to be included as part of the NYSDOT Highway Work Permit review.

Other Anticipated Offsite Improvements

Based on our knowledge of the area and the expected amount of peak hour trip generation from
this type of roadway, it is also anticipated that some additional traffic improvements may be
required at other area intersections. These improvements would likely include:

+ Upgrading Navajo Street at the intersection of the access to the multi-family development
and related sight distance, pavement marking improvements, and some widening of the
existing roadway to provide an increased roadway width to allow separate turn lanes and to
accommodate emergency vehicles.







Project No, 23006609A ST
April 26,2024 Cﬂlhers

Page 4 | 4

Engineering
& Design

o Traffic signal upgrades at the intersection of US Route 6 and Curry Street/NYS Route 6N and
US Route 6 and Mahopac Avenue (video detection, etc.).

o At the intersection of NYS Route 6N and East Main Street/Mahopac Street, this intersection
would have to be reviewed for potential signalization.

e Coordination with the public transportation facilities, i.e., Bee Line Bus, to improve service to
and from this area will be required.

The above represents our initial recommendations based on historical data and our knowledge of
the area. As individual projects advance through site plan approvals, more detailed data collection
and analyses will have to be undertaken to provide a more complete evaluation of each of the
intersections and any other individual site access drives.

Sincerely,

Colliers Englneermg &, /gn Archltecture Landscape Architecture, Surveying, CT P.C.
AL ad

Philip Grealy,

Geographic Dismpime Leader

RA\Projects\2023\23006609A\Reports\Traffic\Word\240426P)G _Traffic Evaluation.docx
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Table No. 1
preliminary Hourly Trip Generation Rates (HTGR) and
Anticlpated Site Generated Traffic Volumes
3022:;;3115;1:'8“ HTGR' Er‘ltry\lulume HTGR' =5 Volume Total s
Multi-Family
(254 Units)
Weekday Peak AM Hour 0.11 32 0.34 100 132
Weekday Peak PM Hour 0.33 99 0.20 60 159
Saturday Peak Hour 0.21 61 0.21 61 122
Athletic Club
(23,000 Sq. Ft.)
Weekday Peak AM Hour 1.91 44 1.26 29 73
Weekday Peak PM Hour 3.91 90 2.39 55 145
Saturday Peak Hour 4,22 97 439 101 198
Multi-Purpose Recreational Fields Facility
(7 Acres)
Weekday Peak AM Hour 0.96 7 0.96 7 14
Weekday Peak PM Hour 2.89 20 2.89 20 40
Saturday Peak Hour 6.13 42 6.13 42 84
Strip Retail Plaza
(4,000 5q. Ft.)
Weekday Peak AM Hour 3.80 15 3.80 15 30
Weekday Peak PM Hour & 55 1 29 6.09 24 53
Saturday Peak Hour 3.35 13 3.22 13 26
Total
Weekday Peak AM Hour - 98 - 151 249
Weekday Peak PM Hour - 238 - 159 397
saturday Peak Hour - 213 - 217 430

NOTES;

1) THE HOURLY TRIP GENERATION RATES (HTGR) ARE BASED ON DATA PUBLISHED BY THE INSTITUTE OF
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS (ITE) AS CONTAINED IN THE TRIP GENERATION HANDBOOK, 11TH EDITION, 2021, ITE
LAND USE CODE - 220 - MULTIFAMILY HOUSING, ITE LAND USE CODE - 493 - ATHLETIC CLUB, ITE LAND USE CODE -
435 - MULTIPURPOSE RECREATIONAL FIELDS FACILITY, ITE LAND USE CODE - 822 - STRIP RETAIL PLAZA.

R:\Projects\2023123006609A\Reports\Traffic\ExcelTrip Generation\240410_Table No. 1.xIsx
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Table No. 2
Preliminary Level of Service Summary Table
Weekday Peak AM Hour

| Changein Delay
No-Build to Bulld
1 East Main Street/US Route 6 & Unsignalized
Navajo Street
East Main Street  EB L 0.032 A 9.4 0.034 A 9.5 0.088 A 9.8 0.3
Navajo Street  SB LR 0.165 C 18 0177 C 18.7 0.561 D 30.2 11.5
ith T Lane and Signalizatiol
East Main Street  EB L - - - 0.08 A 6.8 0.2 A 95 27
i g - - - 0.36 A 34 0.36 A 39 0.8
EB Approach - - - - A 3.2 - A 4.4 1.2
USRoute6  WB TR - - - 0.82 A 9.7 0.9 B 14,2 4.5
Navajo Street  SB LR - - - 0.32 B 17.8 0.66 C 215 3.7
Overall - - - - A 6.7 - B 10.2 3.5
2 Navajo Street 8 Unsignalized
Site Access Dtiveway
Site Access Driveway  SB LR * - - - - - 0.125 A 93 =
3 | Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N &  Unsignalized
Site Access Driveway
Site Access Driveway ~ WB LR - » - - - - 0.083 B 123 -
NYS Route 6N SB LT - 5 - % - % 0.017 A 7.8 -
i ngla
Site Access Driveway  WB LR - - - - - - 0.082 B 12.2 -
NYS Route 6N SB LT L - = - - - 0.017 A 7.8 -

NOTES:

1) THE ABOVE REPRESENTS THE LEVEL OF SERVICE AND VEHICLE DELAY IN SECONDS, C [16.2], FOR EACH KEY APPROACH OF THE UNSIGNALIZED
INTERSECTIONS AS WELL AS FOR EACH APPROACH AND THE OVERALL INTERSECTION FOR THE SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS. SEE APPENDIX "C" FOR A
DESCRIPTION OF THE LEVELS OF SERVICE.

RA\Projects\2023\23006609A\Reports\Trafflc\Excel\LOS\23061 SPTV_LOS Tablexlsx 7/7/2023 Page 1 |2
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Table No, 2
Preliminary Level of Service Summary Table
Weekday Peak PM Hour

2026 No-Build ~ 2026Build [ Changein Delay
| wic i Los | Delay | i 105 | Delay | No-Bulld to Build
1 East Main Street/US Route 6 & Unsignalized
Navajo Street
East Main Street EB L 0.038 B 10.2 0.04 B 10.3 0.211 B 1.9 1.6
Navajo Street  SB LR 0.155 C 18.5 0.164 C 19.1 0.775 F 62.6 43.5
With Turning Lane and Signalization
East Main Street  EB L - - E 0.09 A 89 0.45 B 16 71
T - - - 0.37 A 2.7 0.36 A 3.2 0.5
EB Approach = = s - A 29 - A 49 2
USRoute6 WB TR - - = 0.88 B 1.7 0.96 C 29.7 18
Navajo Street  SB LR - - & 0.35 C 22.8 0.79 C 331 10.3
Overall - ® - - A g/ B 18.3 10.6
2 Navajo Street & Unsignalized
Site Access Dtiveway
Site Access Driveway  SB LR - - # - - - 0.131 A 9.7 -
3 | Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Unsignalized
Site Access Driveway
Site Access Driveway ~ WB LR - - % - - - 0.204 C 213
NYS Route 6N SB LT - - - - # - 0.065 A 9.6 -
ith i
Site Access Driveway ~WB LR & - - - - - 0.201 C 21 -
NYS Route 6N SB LT - - - - - # 0.065 A 9.6 -
NOTES:

1) THE ABOVE REPRESENTS THE LEVEL OF SERVICE AND VEHICLE DELAY IN SECONDS, C [16.2], FOR EACH KEY APPROACH OF THE UNSIGNALIZED
INTERSECTIONS AS WELL AS FOR EACH APPROACH AND THE OVERALL INTERSECTION FOR THE SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS. SEE APPENDIX "C* FOR A
DESCRIPTION OF THE LEVELS OF SERVICE.

RA\Projects\2023\23006609A\Reports\Traffic\Excel\LOS\230615PTV_LOS Table xlsx 7/7/2023 Page 2 |2
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Level of Service Standards

Level of Service for Signalized Intersections

Level of Service (LOS) can be characterized for the entire intersection, each intersection approach,
and each lane group. Control delay alone is used to characterize LOS for the entire intersection or
an approach. Control delay and volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio are used to characterize LOS fora
lane group. Delay quantifies the increase in travel time due to traffic signal control, ltisalsoa
measure of driver discomfort and fuel consumption. The volume-to-capacity ratio quantifies the
degree to which a phase’s capacity is utilized by a lane group.

o LOS A describes operations with a control delay of 10 s/veh or less and a volume-to-capacity
ratio no greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the volume-to-capacity ratio is low
and either progression is exceptionally favorable or the cycle length is very short. Ifit is due to
favorable progression, most vehicles arrive during the green indication and travel through the
intersection without stopping.

« LOS B describes operations with control delay between 10 and 20 s/veh and a volume-to-
capacity ratio no greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the volume-to-capacity
ratio is low and either progression is highly favorable or the cycle length is short. More vehicles
stop than with LOS A.

o LOS C describes operations with control delay between 20 and 35 s/veh and a volume-to-
capacity ratio no greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when progression is favorable
or the cycle length is moderate.

o LOS D describes operations with control delay between 35 and 55 s/veh and a volume-to-
capacity ratio no greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the volume-to-capacity
ratio is high and either progression is ineffective or the cycle length is long.

o LOS E describes operations with control delay between 55 and 80 s/veh and a volume-to-
capacity ratio no greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the volume-to-capacity
ratio is high, progression is unfavorable, and the cycle length is long.

» LOS F describes operations with control delay exceeding 80 s/veh or a volume-to-capacity ratio
greater than 1.0. This level is typically assigned when the volume-to-capacity ratio is very high,
progression is very poor, and the cycle length is long.

A lane group can incur a delay less than 80 s/veh when the volume-to-capacity ratio exceeds 1.0.
This condition typically occurs when the cycle length is short, the signal progression is favorable, or
both. As a result, both the delay and volume-to-capacity ratio are considered when lane group LOS
is established. A ratio of 1.0 or more indicates that cycle capacity Is fully utilized and represents
failure from a capacity perspective (just as delay in excess of 80 s/veh represents failure from a delay
perspective).
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The Level of Service Criteria for signalized intersections are given in Exhibit 19-8 from the Highway
Capacity Manual, 6 Edition published by the Transportation Research Board.

Exhibit 19-8 LOS by Volume-to-Capacity Ratio

Control Delay (s/veh) v/c=1.0 vicz=1.0
<10 A F
T
52035 c ' F
—%%ms=s o F
>55-80 E ' F
>80 F F R

For approach-based and intersection wide assessments, LOS is defined solely by control delay.
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Level of Service Criteria
For Two-Way Stop-Controlled (TWSC) Unsignalized Intersections

Level of Service (LOS) for a two-way stop-controlled (TWSC) intersection is determined by the
computed or measured control delay. For motor vehicles, LOS is determined for each minor-street
movement (or shared movement) as well as major-street left turns. LOS is not defined for the
intersection as a whole or for major-street approaches.

The Level of Service Criteria for TWSC unsignalized intersections are given in Exhibit 20-2 from the
Highway Capacity Manual, 6th Edition published by the Transportation Research Board.

Exhibit 20-2 LOS by Volume-to-Capacity Ratio

Control Delay (s/veh) v/ic< 1.0 v/cz1.0
: o : e —
>10-15 B F
>15-25 C F
>25-35 D F
>35-50 E F
B >50 F F

The LOS criteria apply to each lane on a given approach and to each approach on the minor street.
LOS is not calculated for major-street approaches or for the intersection as a whole.

As Exhibit 20-2 notes, LOS F is assigned to the movement if the volume-to-capacity ratio for the

movement exceeds 1.0, regardless of the control delay.

The Level of Service Criteria for unsignalized intersections are somewhat different from the criteria

for signalized intersections.
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Level of Service Criteria
For All-Way Stop-Controlled (AWSC) Unsignalized Intersections

The Levels of Service (LOS) for all-way stop-controlled (AWSC) intersections are given in Exhibit 21-8.
As the exhibit notes, LOS F is assigned if the volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio of a lane exceeds 1.0,
regardless of the control delay. For assessment of LOS at the approach and intersection levels, LOS
is based solely on control delay.

The Level of Service Criteria for AWSC unsignalized intersections are given in Exhibit 21-8 from the
Highway Capacity Manual, 6% Edition published by the Transportation Research Board.

Exhibit 21-8 LOS by Volume-to-Capacity Ratio

Control Delay (s/veh) vic=1.0 v/ic=1.0
0-10 A F
1015 B B
>15-25 - < ______________F
>25-35 ) D F
>35-50 E o F
©s50 F F

For approaches and intersection wide assessment, LOS is defined solely by control delay.
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2023 Existing Traffic Volumes
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

Peak AM Hour
07/07/2023

A e AN Y

Lane Group ! EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations % Mk W

Traffic Volume (vph) 25 735 675 20 30 20
Future Volume (vph) 25 73 675 20 30 20
|deal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12
Grade (%) 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 0 0 0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 100 1.00 100 100
Frt 0.996 0.946

Fit Protected _ 0.950 0.971

Satd. Flow (prof) - 1627 3264 1874 0 1762 0
Flt Permitted . 0950 0.971

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3254 1874 0 1762 0
Link Speed (mph) : 30 5 30 .30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) ' IR 20.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092
Adj. Flow (vph) R T 00 e 22 33 22
Shared Lane Traffic (%) ) _

Lane Group Flow (vph) 27 799 786 0 55 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No  No No No No No
Lane Alignment i Left Left Left Right Left Right
Median Width(ft) ) 0 10 12

Link Offset(ft) : 0 QR 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) _ 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane i

Headway Factor 111 111 099 099 096 096
Turning Speed (mph) 15 DI
Sign Control Free  Free Stop
infersection Summary. Vg et R R

Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unsignalized - o : .
Intersection Capacity Utilization 46.7% ‘ ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15
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2023 Existing Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
[ntersection e

Int Delay, s/veh 0.7

Movement . 'EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations % 4 B iyt

Traffic Vol, veh/h 255 f3bl 678" 200305020
Future Vol, veh/h 25 735 675 20 30 20
Conflicting Peds,#/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 160 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage,# - 0 0 D) -
Grade, % 3 -2 - 6

Peak Hour Factor P Gy S R )
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow o7 799 734022 33 0 22
MajorMinor " 'Majort  Major2 " Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 756 0 - 0 1199 745
. Stage o Ll s e
Stage 2 - - - - 454 -
Critical Hdwy 443 - - - 543 583
Ciical Hwy Stg1 - - - - 428 -
Critical Hdwy Stg2 - T e R
Follow-up Hdwy 2.219 - - - 3519 3.319
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 863 - - - 285 468
Stage 1 - - - - 600 -
SR e e e
Platoon blocked, % - - -
Mov Cap- Maneuver 853 - . - - 276 468
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 216 -

' Stage1 - e - 681 B
Stage 2 - - - - 706 -
O 0 S o1 K e 1 e S M e

HCM Control Delay, s 0.3 0 18

HCMLOS C

Wiior Lare/Mafor Murat 7" EBL EBT ‘WBT WBRSBIn " 0 ¢

Capacity (veh/n) =~ - Bhla e el il
HCMLane V/ICRato 0032 - - - 0.165
HCM Control Delay (s) 9.4 - - - 18
HCM Lane LOS A = - - G
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) e s 506
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2023 Existing Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Lane Group  EBL _EBT WBT WBR SBL S$BR
Lane Configurations %Y M B W ‘
Traffic Volume (vph) 25 830 860 ol 35
Future Volume (vph) 25 830 860 15 10 35
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12
Grade (%) 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 0 0 0
Storage Lanes : 1 0 sl
Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util, Factor . 100 095 100 100 100 1.00

Frt 0.998 0.895

Flt Protected 0.950 ; 0.989

Satd. Flow (proty 1627 3254 1878 0 1698 0

Fit Permitted 0.950 S 0.989

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3254 1878 0 1698 0

Link Speed (mph) : 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) 3% a2 20.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 09 092 092 092
Adj. Flow (vph) / 27 902 935 16 1M1 38
Shared Lane Traffic (%) ‘ _

Lane Group Flow (yph) 27 902 951 0 49 0
Enter Blocked Intersection ~ No No No No No No
Lane Alignment left - Left  Left Right Left Right
MedanWidth) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) - el et 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Tum Lane : i :
Headway Factor 141 141 099 099 09 096
Turning Speed (mph) i Lyt 9 b
Sign Control Free  Free Stop
O S e S e e |
Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unsignalized i : -
Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.2% ICU Level of Service B
Analysis Period (min) 15 ; : ; L
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2023 Existing Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
intersection i

Int Delay, siveh 06

Movement | EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations % 44 B W

Traffic Vol, veh/h 25 830 80 15 10 36

Future Vol, veh/h 25 830 860 15 10 3
Conflicting Peds, #/ir 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 160 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 TRl
Grade, % - 3 -2 6 -

Peak Hour Factor Q95 098 0D 0o gD 02
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow 27 902 93% 16 11 38
Major/Minor " Majorl ~ Major2 ~ Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 951 0 - 0 1448 943
Stage 1 o z - - 943 -
' Stage 2 - - - - 505 -
Critical Hdwy 413 - - - 543 563
Critical Hdwy Stg1 - - - - 423 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 i e
Follow-up Hdwy 2.219 - - - 3.519 3.319
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 720 - - - 215 372
Stage 1 - - - - 517 -
. Stage2 e Al
Platoon blocked, % S
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 720 - - = - - 207 372
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 207 -
 Staget o R
Stage 2 - - - - 677 -
e s T S e e A e T
HCM Control Delay,s 03 0 18.5 :

HCM LOS _ c

Mior LanlMaforMhmt " EBL BT WBT WBRSBLn{ "

Capacity (vehih) - 720 SR - 316
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0038 - -  -015
HCM Control Delay (s) 102 - - - 185
HCM Lane LOS B - - - C
HCM 95th %file Q(veh) Ol
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2023 No-Build Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
K oy N % o

Lane Group  EBL  EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations . W

Traffic Volume (vph) e Ty R 2l 2l

Future Volume (vph) 26 757 695 21 31 2

Ideal Flow (vphp!) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) A 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 0 0 0

Storage Lanes 1 : 0 1 0

Taper Length (ft) ‘ 25 25

Lane Util. Factor : 100 095 1.00 100 100 1.00

Frt 0.896 0.946

Flt Protected 0.950 0.971

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3254 1874 0 1762 0o

Flt Permitted 0950 =097 :

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3264 1874 0 1762 0

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) ‘ 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) ' 322 427 20.3 ‘

Peak Hour Factor 092 09 092 092 092 092

Ad). Flow (vph) it s bl s Gl R e

Shared Lane Traffic (%)

Lane Group Flow (vph) Dl R ) 57 0

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No

Lane Alignment Left Left  Left Right Left Right

MedianWidtn®) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) S0 R

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane :

Headway Factor 111 141 099 099 096 096

Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 15 9

Sign Control Free  Free Stop

e A e AR e '

Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unsignalized T e

Intersection Capacity Utilization 47.9% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15~ e
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2023 No-Build Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023

intersection g

Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement | EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR =
Lane Configurations " oM OB W

Traffic Vol, veh/h 26 757 695 21 31 21

Future Vol, veh/h 26 757 695 21 3 2

Conflicting Peds,#/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 160 - - - 0 -
Veh in Median Storage, # - =~ 0 05 0 -
Grade, % - 3 2 - 6 -

Peak Hour Factor Rl go U iaa gD gY G
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow R k)

MajoriMinot~ ~ Majord " Major2”  Minor2
Conflictng Flow Al 778 0 - 0 1235 767

‘Stage 1 . - e Sl - 767 -
4 Stage 2 - - - - 468 -
Criical Hdwy 413 - - - 543 563
Critical Hdwy Stg1 - - - - 423 -

Critical Hawy'Stg2. = o - S4By -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.219 = - -3519 3319
PotCap-1 Maneuver 837 =~ - = - - 274 456

Stage 1 - - - - 590 -
i Shage 2 S e G
Platoon blocked, % I S

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 837 - - - 265 456
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 265 -
' Stage1 R b i

Stage 2 - - - - 698 -
HCM Control Delay,s 0.3 0 18T =
HCM LOS _ _ _ c

i Lane/Major Mvmt " EBL' EBT WBT WBRSBLni~

Capagcity (veh/h) A BTN e - 319
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 004 - - -0477
HCM Control Delay(s) = 95 = -- - 187
HCM Lane LOS A - - - C
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) R
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2023 No-Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
PO

Lane Group ' EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations ¥ M B .

Traffic Volume (vph) 26 865 886 15 10 36

Future Volume (vph) 26 85 886 15 10 36

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 . 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) : 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length () 160 00 0

Storage Lanes _ 1 0 i

Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 100 100 100 100

Frt 0.998 0.895

Flt Protected 0.950 0989

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3264 1878 0 1698 0

Flt Permitted 0.950 i 0.989

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3254 1878 0 1698 0

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s). T 20.3

Peak HourFactor 092 092 082 082 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) - S 0B =090, 0063 6 ] 39

Shared Lane Traffic (%) _

Lane Group Flow (voh) 28 929 = 979 0 50 0

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No

Lane Alignment Left  Left Left Right  Left Right

Median Width(ft) 10 10 12

Link Offsetft) SRR (e

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane ; i <t

Headway Factor 1M1 111 099 099 096 096

Tuming Speed (mph) 15 ‘ _ 9 15 9

Sign Control Free  Free Stop

fiitarsaetion SUMMaTy. L R e T R '

Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unslgnalized j : : : _

Intersection Capacity Utilization 57.5% ICU Level of Service B

Analysis Period (min) 15
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2023 No-Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023

Intersection -
Int Delay, s/veh 0.6

Movement 7 EBL 'EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR '
Lane Configurations % 4 b *

Traffic Vol, veh/h 26 855 886 15 10 36

Future Vol,venh 26 85 86 15 10 3%

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 160 - - - 0 -

Veh in Median Storage, # - = 0 FE ) -

Grade, % - 3 2 - B -

Peak HourFactor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
MvmtFlow 2840207 1063 T A6 1 39

Major/Minor " Majort Major2  Minor2.
Conflicting Flow All 979 0 -0 1492 9N

Stage 1 NeTEan -9 -
’ Stage 2 - - - - 521 -
Critical Hdwy 413 i - 543 563

Critical Hdwy Stg1 - - - - 423 -
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 =~ - - - - 483 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2.219 i - - 3.519 3.319
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 703 - - = - 205 360

Stage 1 - - - - 506 -
Eromotage 2 i s ke G i - 668 -
Platoon blocked, % -t

MovCap-f Manewver 703 = - . 197 360
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 197

Stage 1 e - - 486 -
Stage 2 - - - - 668 -
HCM Control Delay, s 0.3 0 19.1 : . :
HCM LOS C
WMinor Lane/MajorMvmt  EBL EBT WBT WBRSBLni i i e R
Capacity (veh/h) 1035 == 305
HCMLaneVICRatio 004 - - - 0.164
HCM Control Delay.(s) .~ 10.3 s e A9
HCM Lane LOS B z - - C

HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) 01 - - . 0B
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes

Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Aoy A N

LaneGroup EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR_

Lane Configurations % M P gl B

Traffic Volume (vph) 66 757 695 45 69 93

Future Volume (vph) 66 757 695 45 69 93

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 -0 0 0

Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0

Taper Length (ft) 25 25 ‘

Lane Util. Factor 1.00 095 1.00 100 100 1,00

Frt 0.992 0923

Fit Protected 0.950 0.979

Satd. Flow (prot) _ 1627 3254 1866 0 1734 0

Flt Permitted 0.950 & 0D

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3254 1866 0 1734 0

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) =l Dy 20.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) B2 828 lRh 49 7101

Shared Lane Traffic (%) ‘

Lane Group Flow (vph) 72 823 804 Do s

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No

Lane Alignment  left  Left - Left Right Left Right

Median Width(ft) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) = . 0 0 0 .

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Tum Lane _ :

Headway Factor 111 14141 099 099 096 096

Turning Speed (mph) 15 : 9 15 9

Sign Control Free  Free Stop

Infersection Summary ol i

Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilization 62.5%
Analysis Period (min) 15

N ICU_Lev.eI of Ser\fiée B
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Intersection

Int Delay, s/veh 3.2

Movement ' EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR :
Lane Configurations W oM B Wl _

Traffic Vo, veh/h 66 757 695 45 69 93

Future Vol, veh/h 66 757 695 45 69 93

Conflicting Peds, #/hr- 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 160 - - - 0 -

Veh in Median Storage, # - 0 0 -0 -

Grade, % - 3 -2 - -6 -

Peak Hour Factor 97:= 29212025 10D AT00 02
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow 72 823 755 49 75 101
Major/Minor ' Malord Major2  Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 804 0 - 0 1336 780
Stage 1 - - s TR0
Stage 2 - - - - 556 -
Critical Hdwy.© 413 = < - - 543 583
Cifcal Hdwy Stg1 - - - - 428 .
Critical Hdwy Stg 2 - - - - 483 -
Follow-up Hdwy 2219 - - -3519 3319
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 818 - - - 244 449
Stage 1 - - - - 585 -
SER 2 e e R EE
Platoon blocked, % B T T
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 818 - - =223 449
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 223 -
L Stage1 - - - - 534 -
Stage 2 - - - - 649 -
Rpraset TS R R R SR RET IR
HCM Control Delay, s 0.8 08 130.2

HCM LOS o D

e Ll VR N o L

Capacity (veh/h) e S
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0.088 = m - 0.561
HCM Control Delay (s) -~ 98 - - - 302
HCM Lane LOS A - - - D
HCMo5th %tile Quveh) 03 - - - 82
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes

Peak AM Hour

2: Navajo Street & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
P I A

Lane Group " EBL  EBT  WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations . 4 BN :

Traffic Volume (vph) (Sl 5 65 111 0

Future Volume (vph) 0 5 5 65 111 0

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Grade (%) A% 9% 0%

Lane Util. Factor 100 100 1.00 100 100 100

Ft __ ) 0.874 ,

Flt Protected _ = 0,950

Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1872 1701 0 1770 0

Flt Permitted 0.950

Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1872 1701 0 1770 0

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) , 145 892 188

Travel Time (5) SR E

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) 0 5 5 4 0

Shared Lane Traffic (%)

Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 BEllaTe 0 12 0

Enter Blocked Intersection ~ No ~ No  No No No No

Lane Alignment Left Left Left Right Left Right

Median Width(ft) , 0 0 12

Link Offset(ft) = 0 0 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane i ' o

Headway Factor 099 099 094 094 100 100

Tuming Speed (mph) 156 _ oS e

Sign Control Free  Free

Intesection Samimary

Stop

Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized
Intersection Capacity Utilizatlon 17.1%
Analysis Period (min) 15

ey Le\._rél of Senvice A _
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

2: Navajo Street & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
Intersection 1
Int Delay, s/iveh 5.6
Movement ~ EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations d P wet
Traffic Vol, veh/h =0 5 e ol gl | 0
Future Vol,vehh 0 & 5 6 111 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -
Vehin Median Storage, # - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % _ - A -9 - 0 -
Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0 5 ekl 0
MajorMinor  Majorl  Major2  Minor2 .~ T R e e
Conflicting Flow All 76 0 - 0 46 M
‘ Stage1 - - s A
Stage 2 - - - - 5 -
Critical Hdwy 412 - - - 642 622
Crilial Hawy Stg1 - - - - 542 -
Critical Hdwy Stg2. =~ - S RO e
Follow-up Hdwy 2.218 - - - 3,518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1523 - - - 94 1030
Stage 1 - - - - 981 -
© Stage? e - s - 1018 -
Platoon blocked, % - - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1523 - - - 964 1030
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 964 -
Stage 1 i - - - 981 -
Stage 2 - - - - 1018 -
AbproachEi B W T em
HCM Control Delay,s 0. - 0 = 9.3

HCM LOS _ A

anélMajor Myt T EBL EBTWBT WBRSBIN T T

Capacity (veh/h) - 1523, - - - 964
HCM Lane VIC Ratio = - - - 0.126
HCM Control Delay (s) s T R
HCM Lane LOS A - - - A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - a0
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes

Peak AM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
v 8t 2

LaneGroip  WBL 'WBR NBT NBR SBL  SBT %

Lane Configurations A _ i - 4

Traffic Volume (vph) 13 28 204 12 21 547

Future Volume (vph) 13 28 204 12 21 547

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 12 12 10 10 10 10

Lane Util. Factor 100 100 100 100 100 100

Ft 0.908 0.993

Flt Protected 0.984 e 0.998

Satd. Flow (prot) 1664 0 1726 0 0 1735

Flt Permitted S 0.984 e 0998

Satd. Flow (perm) 1664 0 1726 0 0 1735

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 258 1487 920

Travel Time(s) . 59 do. o038 - 209

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 09 092 00902

Adj. Flow (vph) : 14 30 222 0 1323 5895

Shared Lane Traffic (%) ] )

Lane Group Flow (vph) 44 08235 0 = 0618

Enter Blocked Intersection  No No  No No No No

Lane Alignment left Right Left Right Left [Left

Median Width(ft) 12 0 0

Link Offset(ft) il 0 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Tum Lane :

Headway Factor 100 100 109 109 109 109

Tuming Speed (mph) 15 Qe 9 15 .

Sign Control Stop Free Free

intersection Smmary " ‘ BT

Area Type: Other

Control Type: Unsignalized

Intersection Capacity Utilization 54.7%

Analysis Period (min) 15

ICU Level of Service A
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
I e R R s e R R AR i
Int Delay, s/veh 0.8

Movement " WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT ?
Lane Configurations % T q

Traffic Vol, vehih 13 28 204 12 21 b47 -

Future Vol, veh/h 13 28 204 12 21 547

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 0 - - - - -

Veh in Median Storage, # 0 - 0 - - 0

Grade, % - 0 - - 0

Péak Hour Factor 92 VAR L R )
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow TASR0= 2207 T35 23 0505
Major/Minor " Minorl _ Majort "~ Major2
Conflicting Flow All 870 229 0 0 23 0
Stage 1 oI e : - :
Stage 2 641 - < - = -
Critical Hewy DR bl L L RS

Critical Hdwy Stg1 ~ 5.42 T W
Cntlcal Hdwy Stg2 542 - - STREE R

Foll_ow upHdwy  3.518 3.318 - - 2.218 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 322 - 810 - =332
Stage 1 809 - - - - -
Stage 2 526 T il sl
Platoon blocked, % T - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 314 810 - -.1332 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 314 - - - - -
 Stage 1 809 - i S
Stage 2 511 - - - - -
APDroach A e A S
HCM Control Delay, s 12, 3 _ 0 03
HCM Los

Minor Lahe/MajorMymt | NBT NBRWBLn SBL 8BT = =

Capacity (veh/h) ol : - 540 1332 -
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.083 0.017 =
HCM Control Delay (s) - T 238 0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A A
HCM95th %tile Qrveh) - = - 03 04 -
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

Peak PM Hour
07/07/2023

Lane Group EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations L B W
Traffic Volume (vph) 129 855 886 75 50 104
Future Volume (vph) 129 855 866 75 50 104
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 2 12
Grade (%) 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 _ 0 0 0
Storage Lanes ; e a0 1 0
Taper Length (ft) 25 25 _
Lane Util. Factor 100 095 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Frt 7 ~0.989 0.909

Flt Protected 0,950 0.984

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3254 1861 0 1716 0
Fit Permitted 0950 : - 0.984

Satd. Flow (perm) 1627 3254 1861 0 1716 0
Link Speed (mph) - 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) L0220 42T 20.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092
Adj. Flow (vph) 140 929 963 = 82 54 113
Shared Lane Traffic (%)

Lane Group Flow (vph) 140 929 1045 0 b7 0
Enter Blocked Intersection No No  No No No No
Lane Alignment Left ~ Left - Left Right . Left Right
Median Width(ft) i 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) ; -0 0 50
Crosswalk Width(ft) 18 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane. e

Headway Factor 111 1141 099 099 096 096
Turning Speed (mph) (o el e i 15 9
Sign Control Free  Free Stop
Intersection Summary. R

Area Type: Other _

Control Type: Unsignalized : R .
Intersection Capacity Utilization 77.5% ICU Level of Service D

Analysis Period (min) 15

This document was created by an application that isn’t licensed to use novaPDF.
Purchase a license to generate PDF files without this notice.

Synchro 11 Report
Page 1






2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Intersection G A

Int Delay, siveh 5.3

Wiovement!" """ ' "EBL 'EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR = ' P e

Lane Configurations WO b W

Traffic Vol, veh/n 120 855 886 75 50 104
FuureVol,vehh 129 855 886 75 50 104
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 160 - - -0 -
Veh in Median Storage,# - 0 0 - 0 -
Grade, % - 3 -2 - -6 -

Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow 140 929 963 82 54 113
MajoriMinor " Majorl | Major2 Minor2
Conflicting Flow All 1045 0 - 0 1749 1004

Stage 1 - - - 1004 -

Stage 2 - - - - 745 -
Critical Hdwy: 413 - - - 543 563
Critical Hdwy Stg 1 - - - - 423 -

Critical Fidwy Sto2 1 TETT TG e
Folow-upHdwy 2219 - - - 3519 3319
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 664 ~ - - - 153 346

Stage 1 § % - - 494
. Stage2 e A
Platoon blocked, % -

Mov Cap-f Manewer 664 - - - 120 346
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - = » - A2 -

Stage 1 RN
Stage 2 - - - - 533 -
RS R e R e S S e
HCM Control Delay, s 1.6 el 62.6 =
HCM LOS B ~F
Mirior Lane/Major Mvmt EBL EBT WBT WBRSBLni o f
Capacity (veh/h) BBA% S e
HCM Lane V/C Ratio 0211 - -  -0775
HCM Control Delay(s) 119 - - - 628
HCM Lane LOS B - - - F

HCM95th%tileQveh) 08 - - - b4
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes

Peak PM Hour

2: Navajo Street & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
A oy O N W

Lane Group . EBL _EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations B W ,

Traffic Volume (vph) 0 M0 ae 630 107 0

Future Volume (vph) 0 10 10 163 107 0

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 ~ 1900 = 1900 - 1900 1900

Grade (%) 1% 9% 0%

Lane Util. Factor 100 1.00 100 100 100 1.00

t | 0,873 )

FIt Protected _ ; 0950

Satd. Flow (prot) 0 1872 1699 0 1770 0

Fit Permitted 0.950 ;

Satd. Flow (perm) 0 1872 1699 0 1770 0

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) - 145 892 188

Travel Time (s) sl il 4.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 082

Adj. Flow (vph) 0 1 77 116 0

Shared Lane Traffic (%)

Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 11 188 0 116 0

Enter Blocked Intersection ~~ No  No No No No  No

Lene Alignment . Left  Left  Left Right Left Right

Median Width(ft) 0 0 12

Link Offset(ft) L : 0 0 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane E ; G

Headway Factor 099 099 094 094 100 1.00

Turning:Speed (mph) SR _ R e

Sign Control Free  Free Stop

intersection Summary T T e & ¢

Area Type: Other

Control Type;: Unsignalized o i et i

Intersection Capacity Utilization 23.2% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

2: Navajo Street & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
Intersection

Int Delay, s/veh 3.6

Movement’ | EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR_
Lane Configurations 4 B W

Traffic Vol, veh/h QR0 63 0 0

Future Vol, veh/h 0 10 10 163 107 0
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 00 0 0

Sign Control Free Free Free Free Stop Stop

RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length - - - - 0 -

Veh in Median Storage, # -~ 0 0 A 0N

Grade, % - - 9 - 0 -

Peak Hour Factor GG g O aD.
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 0=l 11 177 116 0

Major/Minior " Majort  Major2” "Minor2
Conflicting Flow Al 188 0 - 111 100

o

Stage 1 SIS S 00
Stage 2 - - - - N -
Critical Hdwy PR e V)
Critcal Hdwy Stg1 - - - - 542 -

Crifical Wy Stg 27 i T B
Follow-up Hdwy 2218 - - - 3.518 3.318
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 1386 - - - 886 . 956

Stage 1 - ¥ : - 924 |
R e SRR
Platoon blocked, % - - -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 1386 - - - 886 956
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver - - - - 886 -

Sladesl T s S 074 v
Stage 2 - - - - 1012 -
‘,_f\pp‘raaﬁ_ﬁg;}, T B R B A SR R D T ) e R S RS R e
HCM Control Delay,s =~ 0 09T e
HCM LOS A
Wiior Lane/Major Myt - EBL/EBT 'WBT WBRSBInf. = e e e T
Capacity (veh/h) 1386 SRR s IR ; .. '
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - . - 0.131
HCM Control Delay.(s) O o
HCM Lane LOS A - - - A ]
HCM 95th %file Q(veh) 0 ki E a0h
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
P T Y B
LaneGroup ' WBL WBR ' NBT NBR SBL  SBT
Lane Configurations N B .
Traffic Volume (vph) 18 34 689 26 B0R i 302
Future Volume (vph) 18 34 689 26 50 352
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 = 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 10 10 10 10
Lane Util. Factor T 00E 10055 10031008 41007574100
Frt 0.912 0.995 ‘
Flt Protected 0.983 : 0.994
Satd. Flow (prot) 1670 0 1730 0 0 1728
Flt Permitted 0,983 0.994
Satd. Flow (perm) 1670 0 1730 0 0 1728
Link Speed (mph) : 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 258 1487 920
Travel Time (s) 5.9 33.8 : 20.9
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092
Adj. Flow (vph) 2 37 749 2 54 383
Shared Lane Traffic (%) _
Lane Group Flow (vph) 57 S0 T 0 0 437
Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No
Lane Alignment -~ Left Right  Left Right Left  Left
Median Width(ft) 12 0 0
Link Offset(ft) . 0 0 : 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16
Two way Left Turn Lane : ; : ;
Headway Factor - 100 100 109 109 109 1.09
Turning Speed (mph) Aol e 95 a1 Lt
Sign Control Stop Free Free
Intersection Summary. R R i
Area Type: Other
Control Type: Unsignalized . Fabial
Intersection Capacity Utilization 70.7% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15 i
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2026 Build Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07107/2023
Intersection :

Int Delay, siveh 1.4

Moverent 7' 'WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL S8BT =

Lane Configurations % T d

Traffic Vol, veh/h 18 34 689 26 50 352

Future Vol, veh/h 18 34 689 26 50 352
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - ‘None - None - None
Storage Length 0 - - - - -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 ) s )
Grade, % 0 - 0 - . 0

Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Mvmt Flow 200 37 749 28 54 383

Major/Minor ~ Minord | Majorl  Major2
Conflicting Flow Al 1254 763 0 0 777 0

 Stage 1 %3 - - - - :
Stage 2 491 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy. 6.42 6.22 - L
Critical Hdwy Stg1 542 - - - - -
Critical Hdwy Stg2 542 iy - e

Folow-up Hdwy 3518 3318 - - 2218 -
Pot Cap-1 Maneuver - 190 404 - - 839 -

) Stage 1 460 - £ 5 - 5
SN S Gl e e
Platoon blocked, % B - - -
Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 174 - 404 - - 839 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 174 - - - 5 -
 Stagel N e R
Stage 2 565 - - - - -
e W S N R SR B e S
HCM Control Delay, s 21.3 0 i '
HCMLOS C
N e N N e SR T S R R I T
Capacity (veh/h) . - 00 : = ‘
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.204 0.065 -
HCM Control Delay (s) - - ROk PR )
HCM Lane LOS - - C A A
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) s e 07502
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
A o AN S

Lane Group EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations L T gt

Traffic Volume (vph) Dy R 00D 21 31 21

Future Volume (vph) 26 757 695 21 31 21

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) ' 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) _ 160 0 0 0

Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0

Taper Length (ff) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 100 100 100 1.00

Frt 7 0.996 0.946

Flt Protected 0.950 _ 0.971

Satd. Flow (prot) 7 1627 3254 1874 0 1762 0

Flt Permitted 0.226 : 0.971

Satd. Flow (perm) 387 3254 1874 0 1762 0

Right Turn on Red : i : Yes Yes

Satd. Flow (RTOR) 2 23

Link Speed (mph) : 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) B AT 2013

Peak Hour Factor 002 09 092 09 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph). : 28 823 755 237 34 23

Shared Lane Traffic (%) _ _

Lane Group Flow (vph) 28 823 778 - 0 iye i )

Enter Blocked Intersection No  No No No No No

Lane Alignment  Left  Left ~ Left Right Left Right

Median Width(ft) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft). - : 0 0 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane : ey

Headway Factor 111 111 099 099 096 0.96

Tuming Speed (mph) . 15 8. i1b 9

Number of Detectors 1 2 2 1

Detector-Template Left - Thru - -Thru Left.

Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 100 20

Trailing Detector (ft) i 0 00 0

Detector 1 Position) 0 0 0 o

Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 P b e 20

Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex CI+Ex Cl+Ex CI+Ex

Detector 1 Channel L T i

Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Detector 1 Queue(s) 00 00 = 00 - 00

Detector1Delays) 00 00 00 00

Detector 2 Position(ft) S hnd s ay '

Detector 2 Size(ft) 6 6

Detector 2 Type - CH+Ex Cl+Ex

Detector 2 Channel

Detector 2Extend (s) = . 0000

TunType pmept NA NA  Pot

Protected Phases e e

Permitted Phases 4 8 6

Detector Phase i = 4 B HEOm

Switch Phase
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
My O N

Lane Group _EBL__EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Minimum Initial (s) 80 150 100 8.0

Minimum Split (s) 160 300 300 16.0

Total Split (s) 200 70.0 500 20.0

Total Split (%) 222% 77.8% 55.6% - 22.2%

Maximum Green (s) B0 AR RS & 150

Yellow Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4,0

All-Red Time (s) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Lost Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Lead/Lag ~ lead lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes & Yes U

Vehicle Extension (s) 20 20 20 2.0

Recall Mode None  Min  Min None

Act Effct Green (s) 406 436 398 8.9

Actuated g/C Ratio 077 083 075 0.17

v/c Ratio - 006 031 055 0.18

Control Delay _ 2.7 29 97 20.7

Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Delay - AT 29 9.7 20.7

LOS A A A C

Approach Delay - 2.9 9.7 20.7

Approach LOS A A C

Intersection Summary "~ o i3

Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 90 ] i
Actuated Cycle Length: 52. 8

Natural Cycle: 65 i
Control Type: Actuated- Uncoordlnated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.55

Intersection Signal Delay: 6.6 _ Intersection LOS: A
Intersection Capacity Utllization 52.9% ; ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
Splits and Phases:  1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street
B2
i B F e LU s A v T e e
‘ : o
] \"6. . "’ﬂ? . @8:
Fr T | TR ROR E At RS R |
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
T
Lane Group_ EBL ' EBT  WBT SBL
Lane Group Flow (yph) 28 823 778 &7
vicRatio 006 031 055 018
Control Delay 2.7 29 9.7 207
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 27 29 97 27
Queue Length 50th (ft) G 48 1M 9
Queue Length 95th (ft) 1 69 366 48
Internal Link Dist (ft) _ 1335 1797 812
Turn Bay Length (ft) 160
Base Capacity (vph) 688 3127 1858 671
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0

Reduced vic Ratio 004 026 050 0.10
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

Peak AM Hour
07/07/2023

Movement

EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations
Traffic Volume (veh/h)
Future Volume (veh/h)
Initial Q (Qb), veh
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT)
Parking Bus, Adj

Work Zone On Approach
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/in
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h
Peak Hour Factor
Percent Heavy Veh, %
Cap, veh/h

Arrive On Green

Sat Flow, veh/h

M B .
e O R R |

26 757 695 21 3 21
0=l 0 0 0 0

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
100 100 100 100 100 1.00
No No No

1817 1817 1949 1949 2106 2106

28 83 755 23 3% 2
092 082 092 092 092 092
2 2 2 2 _2 2
365 220 919 28 106 71
005 066 049 049 009 0.9
1731 3544 1881 67 1122 759

Grp Volume(v), veh/h
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In
Q Serve(g_s), s

Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s
Prop In Lane

Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h -
VIC Ratio(X)

Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h
HCM Platoon Ratio
Upstream Filter(l)

Uniform Delay (d), siveh
Incr Delay (d2), siveh

Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh

%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/In

28 83 0 7718 58 0
173177 {726, 0 71938 1913 0
03 43 00 141 12 00
(R R )

1,00 003 050 040

365 200 0 47 180 0
008 03 000 082 032 000

903 5445 0 2116 696 0

100 100 100 100 100 100
100 100 000 100 1.00 000
68 31 00 90 174 00

FEe o EE S ]

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0.1 0.5 0.0 40 05 00

Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh B 000 e 00

LnGrp LOS A A A A B A

Approach Vol, veh/h 851 778 e g

Approach Delay, siveh 32 97 178

Approach LOS e A A Bt s :

Tifer < Assigned Phs e e A R A
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s SRRl g0 a6

Change Period (Y+Rc),s 50 - 50 50 50

Max Green Setting (Gmax), s 65:.0 150 150  45.0

Max Q Clear Time (g_c+I1), s 6.3 3.2 23 1641

Green Ext Time (p_c), s 4.4 00 00 40

jntersection Summary R S 5
HCM 6th Ctrl Delay 6

HCM 6th LOS A

User approved volume balancing among the lanes for turning movement.
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Hop WO N *}

[iane Group  EBL  EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations % ¢ B L

Traffic Volume (vph) 26 855 886 15 10 36

Future Volume (vph) 26 855 886 15 10 36

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) : 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 0 0 0

Storage Lanes 1 ‘ 0 1 0

Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 100 100 100 1.00

Frt 0.998 0.895

Flt Protected 0.950 : 0.989

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3254 1878 0 1698 0

Flt Permitted 0.164 _ 0.989

Satd. Flow (perm) 281 3254 1878 0 1698 0

Right Turn on Red Yes Yes

Satd. Flow (RTOR) 1 39

Link Speed (mph) : 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1416 1877 892

Travel Time (s) 322 427 20.3

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph). . -~ = E28 10295 ST 083 b, 1 39

Shared Lane Traffic (%) ‘

Lane Group Flow (vph) 28 929 979 0 50 0

Enter Blocked Intersection No No No No No No

Lane Alignment  Left  Left  Left Right Left Right

Median Width(ft) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) : 0 0 0

Crosswalk Widthft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane

HeadwayFactor 141 111 099 099 09 096

Tuming Speed (mph) 15 Y e

Number of Detectors 1 2 2 1

Detector Template - left Thru  Thru. = - Left,

Leading Detector (ft) 20 100 100 20

Trailing Detector (ft) =0 0 0= 0

Detector 1 Position®) 0 0 0 0

Detector 1 Size(ft) 20 6 6 20

Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex ChHEx CHEx Cl+Ex

Detector 1 Channel - R s :

Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 00 00 0.0

Detector 1 Queve(s) - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Defector1Delay(s) 00 00 00 00

Defector 2 Position(t) ..~ 94 94

Detector 2 Size(ft) , 6 6

Detector2 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex

Detector 2 Channel

Detector 2Extend(s) . = 00 00 ;

TumType ~ pmipt NA NA  Prot

Protected Phases - i i stRil 6

Permitted Phases B 4 8 6

Detector Phase Sy c 4 Bt 6

Switch Phase
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Lane Group " EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Minimum Initial (s) S50 00 8.0
Minimum Split (s) 16.0 300 300 16.0

Total Split (s) 200 700 500 20.0

Total Split (%) 222% 778% 55.6% 22.2%
Maximum Green (s) B0 e50 a0 15.0

Yellow Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

All-Red Time (s) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Lost Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
LeadiLag . lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? = Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 20 20 2.0 2.0

Recall Mode None  Min  Min None

Act Effct Green (s) 57,0 593 548 8.1
Actuated g/C Ratio - 082 08 079 0.12

vlc Ratio ) - 007 033 066 0.21

Control Delay : e s Y e 168

Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 , 0.0

Total Delay 2E 25 e 16.8

LOS A A B B
Approach Delay 25019 16.8
Approach LOS A B B
ifefseetion Summay "1 |
Area Type: Other

Cycle Lengthi 90

Actuated Cycle Length: 69.2

Natural Cycle: 80

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated

Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.66 ' ; '

Intersection Signal Delay: 7.5 Intersection LOS: A

Intersection Capacity Utilization 62. e ~ ICU Level of Service B
Analysis Period (min) 15
Splits and Phases: _ 1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street
T R R T ,} T B T rl‘
\ A -
155 7. @3
LA R O e | T S| T
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07107/2023
Hopg ® N
Lane Grolip v UEBL UEBT WBT USBL'
Lane Group Flow (vph) 28 929 979 50
vic Ratio 0.07 033 066 021
Control Delay 2.5 25 119 168
Queue Delay 00 00 00 00
Total Delay 2.5 25 119 168
Queue Length 50th (ft). 2 577 5
Queue Length 95th (ft) 7 77 #646 35
Internal Link Dist (ft) 1335 =107 5 E12
Tumn Bay Length (ft) 160
Base Capacity (vph) 528 2975 1482 404
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0

Reduced vic Ratio 0.05 o’.31 : 0.66' 0.12

Intersection Summary " T ]
# 95th percentile volume: exceeds capacity queue may be Iunger
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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2023 No-Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Koy A Y
Movement "EBL EBT WBT 'WBR = SBL SBR
Lane Configurations N M B W
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 26 856 866 15 10 36
Future Volume (veh/h) 26 855 886 15 10 36
Initial @ (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 100 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Ad 100 100 100 1.00 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach ~ No No No
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/In 1817 1817 1949 1949 2106 2106
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 28 020 963 16 1 39
Peak Hour Factor © 092 092 082 092 092 092
Percent Heavy Veh, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Cap,vehh 310 2502 1100 18 32 113
Arrive On Green 005 072 058 058 008 0.08
Sat Flow, veh/h 1731 3544 1911 32 396 1402
Grp Volume(v), vehh 28 929 0 979 51 0
Gip Sat Flow(s),veh/h/in. =~ 1731 1726 0 1943 1834 0
Q Serve(g_s), s 0.3 5.2 00 221 1.3 0.0
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 013060 0.0 221 1.3 00
Prop In Lane 1.00 - 002 022 076
Lane Grp Cap(c), vehth 310 2502 0 1119 148 05
VIC Ratio(X) 009 037 000 08 035 000
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h . 727 4375 0 1704 536 0
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 1.00 100 100 100
Upstream Filter(l) 1.00 100 000 100 1.00 0.0
Uniform Delay (d), s/veh 8.9 2.7 0.0 93 223 0.0
Incr Delay (d2), siveh 0.0 0.0 D020 5 3 010
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 00 00 00 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(50%),vehin =~ 041 07 00 70 06 00
Unsig. Movement Delay, s/veh

LnGrp Delay(d),s/veh BT 00 117 228 00

LnGrp LOS A A A B c A

Approach Vol, veh/h nn = 0h e g R 51

Approach Delay, siveh 29 17 228

AppiachlOS e S il S LB c

imers/Asslgned PRSI T e i i iy R A ey A
Phs Duration (G+Y+Re),s =~ = 422 91 76 845
Change Period (Y+Rc),s L 5.0 50 50 50
Max Green Setting/(Gmax),s SRR ) e e
Max Q Clear Time (g_c*|1), s , 7.2 33 23 2441
Green Ext Time (p._c), s - s Ll 0.0 00 54
InterseationSutimary S TR IR P L R R
HCM 6th LOS A

T — : I -

User approved volume balancing among the lanes for tuming movement.
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
BT . T

Lane Group EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR B - E

Lane Configurations LI B W -

Traffic Volume (vph) 66 757 695 45 69 .93

Future Volume (vph) 66 757 695 45 69 93

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) 3% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 0 0 0

Storage Lanes J & =10 )

Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 100 100 1.00 - 100

Frt 0.992 0.923

Flt Protected 0.950 0.979

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3254 1866 0 1734 0

Flt Permitted 0132 : 0.979

Satd. Flow (perm) 226 3254 1866 0 1734 0

Right Turn.on Red . Yes Yes

Satd. Flow (RTOR) 5 65

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) o 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) : o 20.3 =

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 09 092 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) 2 T aB23EET ab 49 75 101

Shared Lane Traffic (%)

Lane Group Flow (vph) 72 823 -804 0 176 0

Enter Blocked Intersecion ~_ No ~ No  No  No  No  No

Lane Alignment . Left  Left Left Right Left Right

Median Widthft) - 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) = - 0 0 : 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Tum Lane : :

Headway Factor 111 111 099 099 09 096

Tuning Speed (mph) 15 ' 9 s biieh

Number of Detectors 1 1 1 1

Detector Template , 2 :

Leading Detector (ft) 35 35 35 35

Tralling Detector () =~ -5 -6 5 -5

Defector 1 Position() 5 6 5 &

Defector-{ Stzeff) e = = 4000 A0 A0 i 40

Detector 1 Type ~ Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex Cl+Ex

Detector 1 Channel : ;

Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Detector 1 Queve(s) 00 00 00 : 0.0

Detector1Delay() 00 00 00 00 )

Jomidype o= o pmipt aas NATEEINAS Prot

Protected Phases 7 4 8 6

Permitted Phases ~ 4 ; 8 6

Detector Phase 7 4 8 6

Switch Phase =~ : Sl

Minimum Inifial 5) 80 150 100 80

Minimum Split(s) . - 160 = 300 30.0 22160

Total Split (s) 200 700 500 200

Total Split (%) . 222% T7.8% 55.6% 222%

Maximum Green (s) 150 65.0 450 15.0
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes
1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

Peak AM Hour
07/07/2023

A o= AN Y
Lane Group ‘ ‘EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Yellow Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4,0 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
Lost Time Adjust (s) : 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Lost Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Lead/Lag : ~ Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) .20 2.0 20 2.0
Recall Mode None  Min  Min None
Act Effct Green (s) : 463 463 358 10.4
Actuated g/C Ratio 069 069 053 0.15
vlc Ratio i 021 037 081 0.54
Control Delay 48 48 222 26.2
Queue Delay B 00 00 00 0.0
Total Delay 4.8 48 222 26.2
LOS ‘ A A C (0]
Approach Delay 48 22 262
Approach LOS ; A C C
Interssction Summary 0 T P
AreaType: = Other

Cycle Length: 90 7

Actuated Cycle Length: 67.1

Natural Cycle: 70

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.81

Intersection Signal Delay: 14.2
Intersection Capacity Utilization 68.0%
Analysis Period (min) 15

Intersection LOS: B

ICU Level of Service C

Splits and Phases:  1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

g4
e R T i R
a6 . a7 @3-
T i oy R | PR e B R |
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1; E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/12023
{aheGroup. . EBL EBT WBT SBL
Lane Group Flow (vph) 72 823 804 176
vic Ratio 021 037 081 054
Control Delay 4.8 48 222 262
Queue Delay 00 00 00 00
Total Delay 4.8 48 222 262
Queue Length 50th (ft) i e 42
Queue Length 95th (ft) 21 102 #526 115
Intemal Link Dist (f) - 133 797 812
Turn Bay Length (ft) 160

Base Capacity (vph) 483 2977 1309 454
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn - 0=l 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0

Reduced v/c Ratio 0.15 0.28 0.61 0.39_ :

Intersection Summary © i
# 95th percentile: volume exceeds capamty, queue may be Ionger
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Movement ; EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR
Lane Configurations LT B W )
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 66 7567 695 45 69 93
Future Volume {veh/h) 66 757 695 45 69 93
Initial Q (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 100 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 100
Work Zone On Approach ) No No ~ No

Adj Sat Flow, veh/hln 1817 1817 1949 1949 2106 2106
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 72 823 755 49 7% 101
Peak Hour Factor E002ET 1007 010250192 10192: 450,92
Percent Heavy Veh, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Cap, veh/h 364 2275 833 54 115 154
Arive On Green 010 066 046 046 014 0.4
Sat Flow, vehih 1731 3544 1810 117 794 1069
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 72 823 0 84 177 0
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 1731 1726 0 1927 1874 0
Q Serve(g_s), s 0.9 5.4 00 196 45 0.0
CycleQClearlg.c)s 09 54 00 196 45 00
Prop In Lane 1.00 006 042 057
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 364 2275 0. 887 271 0
VIC Ratio(X) _ 020 036 000 091 065 000
Avail Cap(c_a), veh/h 701 4416 0 1706 553 0
HCM Platoon Ratio 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Upstream Filter(l) 100 100 000 100 100 000
Uniform Delay (d), siveh 9.4 3.9 00 127 205 0.0
Incr Delay (d2),sieh ~ 04 00 00 15 10 00

Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
%ile BackOfQ(50%),veh/In 03 141 00 69 1.9 0.0
Unsig. Movement Delay, siveh

LnGmp Delay(d),siveh 9.5 o UaETAA2 - 25 00

LnGrp LOS A A A B C A

Approach Vol, veh/h T B85 804 A7

Approach Delay, siveh 44 142 215

Approach LOS A B . C : ; : )
T R e G S G T a6 T
Phs Duration (G+Y+Rc), s 38.5 OO 28 : '
Change Period (Y+Rc), s R 50 50 50

Max Green Setting (Gmax),s e Ees0nis 150 150 450

Max Q Clear Time (g_ct11), s 74 6.5 29 216

Green Ext Time (p_c); s ; 20 [ ol o i e

intersecfion Summary T L R P e

HCM 6th Ctrl Delay.. - e U

HCM 6th LOS B

O e T R TR

User approved volume balancing among the lanes for tuming movement.
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway

Peak AM Hour
07/07/2023

R Ean

Lane Group WBL  WBR NBT NBR SBL  SBT f
Lane Configurations wWo i ) % 4
Traffic Volume (vph) 13 280204 2 2 enieAT.
Future Volume (vph) 13 28 204 12 21 547
Ideal Flow. (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 = 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 10 10 10 10
Storage Length (ft) 0 0 0 50

Storage Lanes 1 0 0 1

Taper Length (ft) 25 25 £
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 100 100 100 1.00
Frt 0.908 .0.993

Flit Protected 0.984 _ 0.950

Satd. Flow (prot) 1664 0 1726 0 1652 1739
Flt Permitted 0.984 0950 ]
Satd, Flow (perm) 1664 0 1726 0 1652 1739
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 258 1487 920
Travel Time (s) 5.9 33.8 20.9
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092
Ad.Flow(vph) 14 30 222 13 23 595
Shared Lane Traffic (%) B i
Lane Group Flow (vph) 44 0 23 0 23 595
Enter Blocked Intersection-  ~No~~ No. ~ No  No No  No
Lane Alignment Left Right Left Right Left  Left
Median Width(ft) : 12 w10 ; 10
Link Offset(ft) 0 U 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) = 16 16 18
Two way Left Turn Lane

Headway Factor 5 1,00 100 100 109 1.09 109
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 9 15

Sign Control Stop Free Free
Intersection Summary i R e i
AreaType: = Other

Control Type: Unsignalized _
Intersection Capacity Utllization 38.8%
Analysis Period (min) 15

ICU Level of Service A
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak AM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
T — R . ‘ ;
Int Delay, siveh 0.8

T WBLWBRNBTNBRSBL BT

Lane Configurations %" & % %
Traffic Vol, veh/h 13 28 204 12 21 547
Future Vol, veh/h 13 28 204 12 21 547
Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free
RT Channelized - None - None - None
Storage Length 0o - - - 50 -
Veh in Median Storage, # 0 Gl o S0
Grade, % 0 - 0 - 0

Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 92
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2

Mvmt Flow 24 30522200 =518 281595

Major/Minor” " Minori " Majorl - Major2 R G e

Conflicting Flow Al 870 229 0 0 235 0 .
Stage 1 220 - - - :
Stage 2 641 - - - - -

Critical Hdwy 6.42 622 - - 412 -

Criical Hdwy Stg1 542 - - - - - S , '
Critical Hdwy Stg2 542 - i :

Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 - - 2.218 -

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 322 = 810 - - 1332 -

Stage 1 809 - - . - = .
PEEtta0n 2R L 626 il TRl e i i 5
Platoon blocked, % - s -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 317 810 ~ - - 1332 -
Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 317 - - s - -

(.. Staged 809 - - s
Stage 2 516 - - - - -
Approach b B W R N R SR e
HCM Control Delay, s 12.2. 0 03
HCM LOS B
Miior Lanie/Major Mvmt”  NBT 'NBRWBLn{SBLSBT o or e
Capacity (veh/h) C - - hd2 1332 - : T
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - - 0.082 0.017 -
HCM Control Delay.(s) - SN0
HCM Lane LOS - - B A -
HCM 95th %tile Q(veh) - SR (S
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
A g = A N

LLane Group ' EBL EBT WBT WBR SBL SBR

Lane Configurations o i ), S

Traffic Volume (vph) 12 855 886 75 50 104

Future Volume (vph) 129 855 886 75 50 104

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900

Lane Width (ft) 10 10 12 12 12 12

Grade (%) , ¥% 2% 6%

Storage Length (ft) 160 - _ 0 0 0

Storage Lanes 1 : 0 1 0

Taper Length (ft) 25 25

Lane Util. Factor 100 095 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00

Frt 0.989 0.909

Flit Protected : 0.950 : 0.984

Satd. Flow (prot) 1627 3254 1861 0 1716 0

Flt Permitted 0.080 SR 0.984 fhieH

Satd. Flow (perm) 137 3254 1861 0 1716 0

Right Tum on Red : Yes - Yes

Satd. Flow (RTOR) 7 100

Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30

Link Distance (ft) 1415 1877 892

Travel Time (s) Gl e 8212 a2y 20.3 S

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 09 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) 140 929 963 82 54 113

Shared Lane Traffic (%) _

Lane Group Flow (vph) 140 929 1045 - 0 167 08

Enter Blocked Intersection ~ No ~ No  No  No No  No _

Lane Alignment  Left  Left  Left ~Right  Left Right

Median Width(ft) 10 10 12

Link Offset(ft) ; _ 00 : 0

Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 16 16

Two way Left Turn Lane

Headway Factor 111 111 099 099 096 096

Tuming Speed (mph) 15 + : R

Number of Detectors 1 1 1 1

Detector Template ' ;

Leading Detector (ft) 35 35 35 35

Tralling Detector fy° - 5 -5 iy

Detector 1 Position(ft) 5 45 H b

Detector 1 Slze(ft) a0l SN S 40

Detector 1 Type Cl+Ex Cl+Ex CI+Ex CH+Ex

Detector 1 Channel ;

Detector 1 Extend (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Detector 1 Queue () 0.0 00 =00 - 0.0

Defector 1Delay(s) 0.0 00 00 00

Tumn Type : pm+pt NA- NA - Prot

Protected Phases T 4 8 6

Permitted Phases 4 8 6

Detector Phase 7 4 8 6

Switch'Phase” = 5= s n T =

Minimurn Inita (5) 80 150 100 8.0

Minimum Split(s) =~ 160 800 300 160

Total Split (s) ] 200 70.0 50.0 20.0

Total Split (%) 222%  T7.8% 55.6%: 22.2%

Maximum Green (s) 15.0 65.0 450 15.0
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
PP I T A

Lane Group _EBL EBT 'WBT 'WBR SBL SBR

Yellow Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

All-Red Time (s) 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

Lost Time Adjust (s) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Lost Time (s) 5.0 5.0 50 5.0

Lead/Lag : Lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 2.0 20 20 2.0

Recall Mode None Min Min None

Act Effct Green (s) 61.0 610 452 9.4

Actuated g/C Ratio 076 076 0.56 012

vic Ratio 046 038 1.00 0.58

Control Delay 14.2 39 475 238

Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Delay 14.2 39 475 238

LOS PElEA D C

Approach Delay .53 45 238

Approach LOS e A D HEslC

Intersection Summary i i '

Area Type: Other

Cycle Length: 90 _

Actuated Cycle Length: 80.4

Natural Cycle: 90

Control Type: Actuated-Uncoordinated
Maximum v/c Ratio: 1.00

Intersection Signal Delay: 26.0 Intersection LOS: C

Intersection Capacity Utilization 80.0% ICU Level of Service D

Analysis Period (min) 15 : st

Splits and Phases:  1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street

~bg4 . A

. b S e o B R TG T i )
26 _— e : g8 .

TV e o G {27 R T R [ B A T T A e e M
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1. E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Lane Group [ ErEBLITEBT I WBT T SBE ot z
Lane Group Flow (vph) 140 929 1046 167

vicRato 046 038 100 0.8

Control Delay 14.2 39 475 238

Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Delay 14.2 39 476 238

Queue Length 50th (ft) 14 57 449 A

Queue Length 95th (ft) 75 110 #0912 94

Internal Link Dist (ft) 1336 1797 812

Turn Bay Length (ft) 160

Base Capacity: (vph) 382 2640 1048 402

Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0

Spillback Cap Reductn =0 0 0 0

Storage CapReductn 0 0 0 0

Reduced v/c Ratio ey R D
R D e T T — _ ;
#  95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

1: E Main Street/US Route 6 & Navajo Street 07/07/2023
Koy O N
Movement ' EBL _EBT "WBT WBR = SBL SBR
Lane Configurations % M P W
Traffic Volume (veh/h) 129 855 886 75 50 104
Future Volume (veh/h) 129 855 886 75 50 104
Initial @ (Qb), veh 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ped-Bike Adj(A_pbT) 1.00 100 1.00 1.00
Parking Bus, Adj 100 100 100 100 100 1.00
Work Zone On Approach ~ No No ~ No
Adj Sat Flow, veh/h/In 1817 1817 1949 1949 2106 2106
Adj Flow Rate, veh/h 140 929 963 82 54 113
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 09 09 092 092
Percent Heavy Veh, % 2 2 2 2 2 2
Cap, vehfh 312 2570 = 1006 86 68 143
Arrive On Green 011 074 057 057 011 0.1
Sat Flow, veh/h 1731 3644 1771 151 505 1246
Grp Volume(v), veh/h 140 929 0 1045 168 0o
Grp Sat Flow(s),veh/h/In 73126 i 07 219221151852 0
Q Serve(g_s), 1.9 6.7 00 365 6.3 0.0
Cycle Q Clear(g_c), s 1.9 6.7 < 00 365 6.3 0.0
Prop In Lane 1.00 008 032 067
Lane Grp Cap(c), veh/h 312 2670 0 1092 212 0
VIC Ratio(X) 045 036 000 09 079 000
Avail Cap(c_a), vehth 496 3167 -0 1220 @ 302 0
HCM Platoon Ratio 1.00 100 100 100 100 1.00
Upstream Filter(]) ] 1.00 . 100 000 100 1.00: 000
Uniform Delay (d), s/iveh 15.6 3.2 00 145 306 00
Incr. Delay (d2), sfveh =~ 04 0.0 00 152 25 0.0
Initial Q Delay(d3),s/veh 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

%ile BackOfQ(60%),veh/in - 1.3 14 00 175 28 0.0
Unsig. Movement Delay, sfveh

LnGrp Delay(d),slveh - 16.0 32 00 297 331 0.0

LnGrp LOS B A A C C A

Approach Vol, veh/h e 1069 1045 = 168

Approach Delay, siveh 49 207 331

Approach LOS g el e _
S e A A W a
Phs Duration (G+Y+Re), s - _ : Blbes 131 125453 3
Change Period (Y+Rc), s S 50 50 50 5.0 )

Max Green Sefting (Gmax),s . 650 - 15,0 - 150 450

_MaxQCIearTlme (g_c+l),s ‘ o 8.7 8.3 39 385

Green EXtTime (picks =il B i 28 02 02 1.8

Ihtereealion Siniman e T e e S A R
HCM6th Ctrl Delay i il

HCM 6th LOS B

N e s O

User approved volume baiancmg among the Ianes for tummg movement
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
v At 2 M
LaneGroup.  ~°  WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT
Lane Configurations W & LI
Traffic Volume (vph) 18 34 689 26 50 352
Future Volume (vph) 18 34 689 26 50 352
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900
Lane Width (ft) 12 12 10 10 10 10
Storage Length (ft) (W5 (0] 0 50
Storage Lanes 1 0 0 1
Taper Length (ft) 25 : 25
Lane Util. Factor 100 100 100 100 100 100
il s 0.912 0.995
Flt Protected 0.983 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) - 1670 0 1730 0 1652 1739
FIt Permitted ~0.983 o 0.950
Satd. Flow (perm) = 6705 05 T30 0 1652 1739
Link Speed (mph) 30 30 30
Link Distance (ft) 258 1487 920
Travel Time (s) 59 33.8 209
Peak Hour Factor 092 09 092 092 092 092
Ad. Flow (vph) 20 37 749 28 54 383
Shared Lane Traffic (%) =By e
Lane Group Flow (vph) 57 0 777 0 54 383
Enter Blocked Intersection Noo  No. No ~ No No No
Lane Alignment Left Right Left Right Left Left
Median Width(ft) 12 10 10 -
Link Offsef(ft) 0 0 0
Crosswalk Width(ft) 16 pesde : 16
Two way Left Turn Lane ] ) _ _
Headway Factor 1.00 100 = 109 109 1.09 1.09
Turning Speed (mph) 15 9 9 15
Sign Control . Stop. Free _ Free
jntersection Summary L0 T R i A
Area Type: o Others
Control Type: Unsignalized N
Intersection Capacity Utilization 51.6% : ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15
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2026 Build Improvement Traffic Volumes Peak PM Hour

3: Mahopac Street/NYS Route 6N & Site Driveway 07/07/2023
Intersection ;
Int Delay, sfveh 1.3

Movement ' WBL WBR NBT NBR SBL SBT  © :

Lane Configurations % P % 4

Traffic Vol, veh/h 18 34 689 26 50 352

Future Vol, veh/h 18 34 689 26 50 352

Conflicting Peds, #/hr 0 0 0 0 0 0

Sign Control Stop Stop Free Free Free Free

RT Channelized - None - None - None

Storage Length 0 - - - 50 -

Veh in Median Storage, # 0 S -0

Grade, % 0 0 - - 0

Peak Hour Factor 92 92 92 92 92 g9 : .
Heavy Vehicles, % 2 2 2 2 2 2 _ |

Mvmt Flow ! 20 37 749 28 54 383

MajoriMinor . Minorl " Majori " Major2

Conlflicting Flow All 1254 763 0 0 777 0

: Stage 1 763 Hlsig Bt e e
Stage 2 491 - - - - -

Critical Hdwy 6.42 6.22 G ) -

Critical Hdwy Stg1 ~ 542~ - - . - -

Critical Hdwy Stg2 542 S R e i

Follow-up Hdwy 3.518 3.318 - - 2.218 -

Pot Cap-1 Maneuver 190 404 - - 839 - - S i ; e 0 .
Stage 1 460 - - - - -
Stage 2 plobaiEn s e D

Platoon blocked, % -

Mov Cap-1 Maneuver 178 404 - - 83 B

Mov Cap-2 Maneuver 178 - - - - -

SR TR e
Stage 2 576 - - - - -

Approach 1" WB " 'NB | 'SB

HCM Control Delay,s 21 (e .

HCM LOS K

Micor Lene/Major Myt " NBT./NBRWBLA " SBIL "6BT 1 A0E i F e A

Capacity (veh/h) - - 281 839 e
HCM Lane V/C Ratio - -0.201 0.085 -
HCM Control Delay (s) T e
HCM Lane LOS - - C A -
HCMO5th %tleQveh) = - 07 02 -
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