


























ATTACHMENT 1 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION 
 

The purpose of the Proposed Project is to develop a large, unused “Triangle Area” at Griffiss International 
Airport (RME) with a mix of aeronautical and non-aeronautical uses to become more financially self-
sustaining by maximizing the revenue potential of land under its ownership for the benefit of the Mohawk 
Valley region. The need for the Proposed Project is to generate airport revenue, promote orderly land use 
planning, and meet the demand for economic growth. The revenue will be used to construct, improve, and 
maintain Airport facilities and services while offsetting operating costs. Development of the Proposed Project 
is envisioned as a long-term process that is dependent on market response. The Proposed Project is broken 
into three distinct sites with separate activities.   

• Site 1 is the main “Triangle Area” totaling 286 acres to be developed as an Airport Business Park 

• Site 2 is the location of the 160.5-acre Mohawk Glen Golf Course property currently in the process 
of being acquired by Oneida County.  The intent is to rezone the parcel from Griffiss Business 
Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex Industrial.  

• Site 3 is a 192-acre site that will be used to create new Upland Sandpiper habitat to offset impacts 
within Site 1. 

Site 1 
Key components of Site 1development are depicted on Figure 3 and summarized below. The Proposed 
Airport Business Park Development Project consists of the following elements: 

♦ Excavating/grading of approximately 135.5 acres of land that includes: 
♦ New building construction (43.9 acres: 33.3 acres non-aeronautical buildings and 10.6 acres of 

aeronautical buildings) 
♦ Installation of utility corridors to connect to public systems (i.e., water, sewer, electric, gas) 
♦ Installation of five stormwater management areas 
♦ Construction of paved roads and automobile parking areas, and installation of transportation 

infrastructure (i.e., access roads, sidewalks, curbs, street lighting, etc.) 
♦ Construction of traffic roundabout 
♦ Construction of aircraft parking apron 
♦ Construction of noise barrier 
♦ Landscaping (i.e., installing irrigation, plantings, etc.) 
♦ Installation of new perimeter fence (12,035 linear feet) and removal of existing perimeter fence 

(11,163 linear fence) 
♦ Reserved greenspace (8.5 acres) 
♦ Removal of 17.5 acres of trees and 340 individual trees 
♦ Demolition of two buildings  

♦ Building 222 (former Hush House Building 5771) 1   
♦ Tactical Air Navigation System (TACAN) electrical building 

♦ Development of 187-acre upland sandpiper mitigation site 
♦ Land acquisition or property transfer (Figure 4) 

 
1 A Hush House is a term used for an enclosed, noise suppressed, aircraft engine test facility 



♦ Fee simple for traffic roundabout, 0.05 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-1) 
♦ Utility corridor easements, 4.39 acres (tax parcels 243.000-1-1.6, 243.000-1-1.11, 243.000-1-1.33, 

243.000-1-1.29 and 243.000-1-1.35) 
♦ Temporary construction easements for road improvements and traffic roundabout, 0.25 acres (tax 

parcel 224.000-1-1) 
♦ Property transfer to NYS for traffic roundabout, 0.89 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-4.1) 
♦ Property transfer to City of Rome for utility corridor (sewer), 0.75 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-4.1) 
♦ Rezone ± 229 acres from Griffiss Business Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex 

Industrial 

Site 2 
Site 2 is currently the Mohawk Glen Golf Course consisting of 160.5 acres. Oneida County has executed a 
purchase agreement with the owner and is in the process of closing on the purchase.  Closing is expected by 
the end of January, and the County will cease use of the parcel as a golf course upon transfer of title. Site 2 
will be rezoned from Griffiss Business Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex Industrial (Figure 
3).  

Site 3  
Compensatory mitigation is recommended for the loss of the 62.41 acres of Upland Sandpiper habitat within 
Site 1.  Based on coordination with the NYSDEC, compensatory mitigation measures will require a 3:1 
impact ratio (i.e., 62.41 acres of habitat x 3 = 187.23 acres of equivalent habitat to be created). Compensatory 
mitigation measures that are recommended include the following: 

♦ Create new Upland Sandpiper habitat on four County-owned parcels (tax parcels 290.000-2-46, 290.00-2-50, 
303-2-1.1, and 303.000-1-10.1). These parcels can accommodate approximately 192.96 acres of new habitat 
(Figure 5).  

♦ Removal of 80.08 acres of vegetation on tax parcels 290.000-2-46, 290.00-2-50, and 303.000-1-10.1 
♦ Habitat conversion will be established as part of the Part 182 Permit 
♦ Proposed seed mix for cleared and grubbed areas will be provided by the NYSDEC. 
♦ Removal of 1.8 acres of trees in federal wetlands will include cutting trees and grinding stumps to the ground 

with no soil disturbance; this will convert a forested wetland to an emergent wetland. 
♦ Establish permanent conservation easements over areas preserved for new habitat. 
♦ Acquire a permanent conservation easement on one privately owned parcel totaling 42 acres (tax parcel 

303.000-2-2) (Figure 5)  
♦ Area will continue to be farmed for hay crops only and seasonal mowing schedule outside of breeding season 

will be maintained.  
♦ Proposed conservation easements will be in place prior to construction activities taking place. 
♦ Upland Sandpiper mitigation plan will be developed based on NYSDEC recommendations and standards. 
♦ SWPPP will be obtained prior to construction activities taking place. 
♦ Implement vegetation management plan:  

♦ Baseline assessment of existing conditions at mitigation area/s 
♦ Mowing and vegetation management to create/retain grasslands of various heights. 
♦ Vegetation monitoring to make sure forested wetland that was converted to emergent/wet meadow 

does not succeed into a scrub shrub wetland cover type.  
♦ No mechanized equipment within managed areas during the breeding/nesting seasons 



♦ Additional maintenance mowing to maintain grassland habitat and prevent encroachment of woody 
vegetation. 

♦ Implement mitigation monitoring program: 
♦ Establish objectives for mitigation and corresponding measurement methods. 
♦ Identify performance standards to evaluate mitigation success. 
♦ Annual monitoring and reporting based on NYSDEC requirements. 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION 
 

The purpose of the Proposed Project is to develop a large, unused “Triangle Area” at Griffiss International 
Airport (RME) with a mix of aeronautical and non-aeronautical uses to become more financially self-
sustaining by maximizing the revenue potential of land under its ownership for the benefit of the Mohawk 
Valley region. The need for the Proposed Project is to generate airport revenue, promote orderly land use 
planning, and meet the demand for economic growth. The revenue will be used to construct, improve, and 
maintain Airport facilities and services while offsetting operating costs. Development of the Proposed Project 
is envisioned as a long-term process that is dependent on market response. The Proposed Project is broken 
into three distinct sites with separate activities.   

• Site 1 is the main “Triangle Area” totaling 286 acres to be developed as an Airport Business Park 

• Site 2 is the location of the 160.5-acre Mohawk Glen Golf Course property currently in the process 
of being acquired by Oneida County.  The intent is to rezone the parcel from Griffiss Business 
Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex Industrial.  

• Site 3 is a 192-acre site that will be used to create new Upland Sandpiper habitat to offset impacts 
within Site 1. 

Site 1 
Key components of Site 1development are depicted on Figure 3 and summarized below. The Proposed 
Airport Business Park Development Project consists of the following elements: 

♦ Excavating/grading of approximately 135.5 acres of land that includes: 
♦ New building construction (43.9 acres: 33.3 acres non-aeronautical buildings and 10.6 acres of 

aeronautical buildings) 
♦ Installation of utility corridors to connect to public systems (i.e., water, sewer, electric, gas) 
♦ Installation of five stormwater management areas 
♦ Construction of paved roads and automobile parking areas, and installation of transportation 

infrastructure (i.e., access roads, sidewalks, curbs, street lighting, etc.) 
♦ Construction of traffic roundabout 
♦ Construction of aircraft parking apron 
♦ Construction of noise barrier 
♦ Landscaping (i.e., installing irrigation, plantings, etc.) 
♦ Installation of new perimeter fence (12,035 linear feet) and removal of existing perimeter fence 

(11,163 linear fence) 
♦ Reserved greenspace (8.5 acres) 
♦ Removal of 17.5 acres of trees and 340 individual trees 
♦ Demolition of two buildings  

♦ Building 222 (former Hush House Building 5771) 1   
♦ Tactical Air Navigation System (TACAN) electrical building 

♦ Development of 187-acre upland sandpiper mitigation site 
♦ Land acquisition or property transfer (Figure 4) 

 
1 A Hush House is a term used for an enclosed, noise suppressed, aircraft engine test facility 



♦ Fee simple for traffic roundabout, 0.05 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-1) 
♦ Utility corridor easements, 4.39 acres (tax parcels 243.000-1-1.6, 243.000-1-1.11, 243.000-1-1.33, 

243.000-1-1.29 and 243.000-1-1.35) 
♦ Temporary construction easements for road improvements and traffic roundabout, 0.25 acres (tax 

parcel 224.000-1-1) 
♦ Property transfer to NYS for traffic roundabout, 0.89 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-4.1) 
♦ Property transfer to City of Rome for utility corridor (sewer), 0.75 acres (tax parcel 224.000-1-4.1) 
♦ Rezone ± 229 acres from Griffiss Business Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex 

Industrial 

Site 2 
Site 2 is currently the Mohawk Glen Golf Course consisting of 160.5 acres. Oneida County has executed a 
purchase agreement with the owner and is in the process of closing on the purchase.  Closing is expected by 
the end of January, and the County will cease use of the parcel as a golf course upon transfer of title. Site 2 
will be rezoned from Griffiss Business Redevelopment District to Griffiss Business – Flex Industrial (Figure 
3).  

Site 3  
Compensatory mitigation is recommended for the loss of the 62.41 acres of Upland Sandpiper habitat within 
Site 1.  Based on coordination with the NYSDEC, compensatory mitigation measures will require a 3:1 
impact ratio (i.e., 62.41 acres of habitat x 3 = 187.23 acres of equivalent habitat to be created). Compensatory 
mitigation measures that are recommended include the following: 

♦ Create new Upland Sandpiper habitat on four County-owned parcels (tax parcels 290.000-2-46, 290.00-2-50, 
303-2-1.1, and 303.000-1-10.1). These parcels can accommodate approximately 192.96 acres of new habitat 
(Figure 5).  

♦ Removal of 80.08 acres of vegetation on tax parcels 290.000-2-46, 290.00-2-50, and 303.000-1-10.1 
♦ Habitat conversion will be established as part of the Part 182 Permit 
♦ Proposed seed mix for cleared and grubbed areas will be provided by the NYSDEC. 
♦ Removal of 1.8 acres of trees in federal wetlands will include cutting trees and grinding stumps to the ground 

with no soil disturbance; this will convert a forested wetland to an emergent wetland. 
♦ Establish permanent conservation easements over areas preserved for new habitat. 
♦ Acquire a permanent conservation easement on one privately owned parcel totaling 42 acres (tax parcel 

303.000-2-2) (Figure 5)  
♦ Area will continue to be farmed for hay crops only and seasonal mowing schedule outside of breeding season 

will be maintained.  
♦ Proposed conservation easements will be in place prior to construction activities taking place. 
♦ Upland Sandpiper mitigation plan will be developed based on NYSDEC recommendations and standards. 
♦ SWPPP will be obtained prior to construction activities taking place. 
♦ Implement vegetation management plan:  

♦ Baseline assessment of existing conditions at mitigation area/s 
♦ Mowing and vegetation management to create/retain grasslands of various heights. 
♦ Vegetation monitoring to make sure forested wetland that was converted to emergent/wet meadow 

does not succeed into a scrub shrub wetland cover type.  
♦ No mechanized equipment within managed areas during the breeding/nesting seasons 



♦ Additional maintenance mowing to maintain grassland habitat and prevent encroachment of woody 
vegetation. 

♦ Implement mitigation monitoring program: 
♦ Establish objectives for mitigation and corresponding measurement methods. 
♦ Identify performance standards to evaluate mitigation success. 
♦ Annual monitoring and reporting based on NYSDEC requirements. 
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or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season

Farmland Classification—Oneida County, New York
(Site 3: Prime Farmland Map)

Natural Resources
Conservation Service
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National Cooperative Soil Survey

12/15/2024
Page 2 of 5



Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and the product 
of I (soil erodibility) x C 
(climate factor) does not 
exceed 60
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and reclaimed 
of excess salts and 
sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if protected 
from flooding or not 
frequently flooded during 
the growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated
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Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained and 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and drained
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if subsoiled, 
completely removing the 
root inhibiting soil layer
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Farmland of statewide 
importance, if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if drained or 
either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough, and either 
drained or either 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if warm 
enough
Farmland of statewide 
importance, if thawed
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance, if irrigated

Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data 
as of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Oneida County, New York
Survey Area Data: Version 27, Aug 30, 2024

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Sep 15, 2022—Oct 
28, 2022

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Farmland Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

136A Kendaia silt loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes

Prime farmland if 
drained

37.5 15.4%

136B Kendaia silt loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

Prime farmland if 
drained

79.7 32.7%

790B Conesus silt loam, 3 to 8 
percent slopes

All areas are prime 
farmland

122.7 50.4%

790C Conesus silt loam, 8 to 
15 percent slopes

Farmland of statewide 
importance

3.8 1.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 243.7 100.0%

Description

Farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of 
statewide importance, farmland of local importance, or unique farmland. It 
identifies the location and extent of the soils that are best suited to food, feed, 
fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. NRCS policy and procedures on prime and 
unique farmlands are published in the "Federal Register," Vol. 43, No. 21, 
January 31, 1978.

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: No Aggregation Necessary

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Farmland Classification—Oneida County, New York Site 3: Prime Farmland Map

Natural Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts 

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

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 
Tips for completing Part 2: 

• Review all of the information provided in Part 1.
• Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.
• Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.
• If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
• If you answer “No” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.
• Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.
• Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency

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

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

1. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,  NO  YES 
the land surface of the proposed site.  (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j.  If “No”, move on to Section 2.

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2d 9 9

b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. E2f 9 9

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

E2a 9 9

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons
of natural material.

D2a 9 9

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

D1e 9 9

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

D2e, D2q 9 9

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area. B1i 9 9

h. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

Agency Use Only [If applicable]
Project :

Date :

FEAF 2019

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91690.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91690.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91704.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91709.html
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2. Impact on Geological Features
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit 
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,   NO  YES 
minerals, fossils, caves).  (See Part 1. E.2.g) 
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c.  If “No”, move on to Section 3. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: ________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

E2g 9 9

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

E3c 9 9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water  NO  YES 
 bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes).  (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)  
If “Yes”, answer questions a - l.  If “No”, move on to Section 4. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h 9 9

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

D2b 9 9

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

D2a 9 9

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

E2h 9 9

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

D2a, D2h 9 9

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

D2c 9 9

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

D2d 9 9

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

D2e 9 9

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

E2h 9 9

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

D2q, E2h 9 9

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

 D1a, D2d 9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91714.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91719.html


Page 3 of 10 

l. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or   NO  YES 
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer. 
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t) 
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h.  If “No”, move on to Section 5.  

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

D2c 9 9

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

D2c 9 9

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

D1a, D2c 9 9

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. D2d, E2l 9 9

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

D2c, E1f, 
E1g, E1h 

9 9

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

D2p, E2l 9 9

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources.

E2h, D2q, 
E2l, D2c 

9 9

h. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

9 9

5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding.  NO  YES 
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g.  If “No”, move on to Section 6.

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i 9 9

b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain. E2j 9 9

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k 9 9

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage
patterns.

D2b, D2e 9 9

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, E2i, 
E2j, E2k 

9 9

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam in need of repair,
or upgrade?

E1e 9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91724.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91729.html
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g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

6. Impacts on Air
 NO  YES The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source.   

(See Part 1. D.2.f., D.2.h, D.2.g) 
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f.  If “No”, move on to Section 7. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. If  the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:

i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO2)
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N2O)
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of

hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane

D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 

D2h 

9
9
9
9
9

9

9
9
9
9
9

9

b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.

D2g 9 9

c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU=s per hour.

D2f, D2g 9 9

d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”,
above.

D2g 9 9

e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1
ton of refuse per hour.

D2s 9 9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

7. Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna.  (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)  NO  YES 

  If “Yes”, answer questions a - j.  If “No”, move on to Section 8. 
Relevant 

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2o 9 9

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.

E2o 9 9

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2p 9 9

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by
any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.

E2p 9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91734.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91739.html
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.

E3c 9 9

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

E2n 9 9

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site. E2m 9 9

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest,
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source: _loss of 62.41 acres of mowed grassland 
o__________________________________________________________________
_______

E1b 9 9

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

D2q 9 9

j. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources.  (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.)  NO  YES 
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h.  If “No”, move on to Section 9. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2c, E3b 9 9

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

E1a, Elb 9 9

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

E3b 9 9

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

E1b, E3a 9 9

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

El a, E1b 9 9

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

C2c, C3, 
D2c, D2d 

9 9

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

C2c 9 9

h. Other impacts: ________________________________________________________ 9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91745.html
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in  NO  YES 
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource.  (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)

  If “Yes”, answer questions a - g.  If “No”, go to Section 10. 
Relevant 

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E3h 9 9

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

E3h, C2b 9 9

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

E3h 
9
9

9
9

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed
action is:
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities

E3h 

E2q,  

E1c 9
9

9
9

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

 E3h 9 9

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

0-1/2 mile
½ -3  mile
3-5   mile
5+    mile

D1a, E1a, 
D1f, D1g 

9 9

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological  NO  YES 
resource.  (Part 1. E.3.e, f. and g.)

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

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

E3e 9 9

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.

E3f 9 9

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source: ____________________________________________________________

E3g 9 9

a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on the National or 
State Register of Historical 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.  

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91750.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91760.html
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d. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

e.
If any of the above (a-d) are answered “Moderate to large impact may 
occur”, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:

i. The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part
of the site or property.

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or
integrity.

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting.

E3e, E3g, 
E3f 

E3e, E3f, 
E3g, E1a, 
E1b 
E3e, E3f, 
E3g, E3h, 
C2, C3 

9

9

9

9

9

9

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a  NO  YES 
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any  adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.c., E.2.q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e.  If “No”, go to Section 12. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat.

D2e, E1b 
E2h,  
E2m, E2o, 
E2n, E2p 

9 9

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. C2a, E1c, 
C2c, E2q 

9 9

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area
with few such resources.

C2a, C2c 
E1c, E2q 

9 9

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the
community as an open space resource.

C2c, E1c 9 9

e. Other impacts: _____________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________

9 9

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical  NO  YES 
environmental area (CEA).  (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c.  If “No”, go to Section 13. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d 9 9

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d 9 9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91765.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91771.html
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.  NO  YES 
(See Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f.  If “No”, go to Section 14. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j 9 9

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

D2j 9 9

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D2j 9 9

d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. D2j 9 9

e. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. D2j 9 9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k 9 9

b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a
commercial or industrial use.

D1f, 
D1q, D2k 

9 9

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k 9 9

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

D1g 9 9

e. Other Impacts: ________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.  NO  YES 
(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and o.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f.  If “No”, go to Section 16. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

D2m 9 9

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

D2m, E1d 9 9

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o 9 9

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91776.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91781.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91786.html
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n 9 9

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

D2n, E1a 9 9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure  NO  YES 
to new or existing sources of contaminants.  (See Part 1.D.2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - m.  If “No”, go to Section 17. 

Relevant  
Part I 

Question(s) 

No,or 
small 

impact 
may cccur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.

E1d 9 9

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. E1g, E1h 9 9

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

D2t 9 9

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste
management facility.

D2q, E1f 9 9

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, E1f 9 9

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of
solid waste. 

D2r, D2s 9 9

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. 

E1f, E1g 
E1h 

9 9

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill
site to adjacent off site structures.

E1f, E1g 9 9

l. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the
project site. 

D2s, E1f, 
D2r 

9 9

m. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91791.html
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17. Consistency with Community Plans 
 The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.    NO   YES 
 (See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)   
 If “Yes”, answer questions a - h.  If “No”, go to Section 18. 

 Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

C2, C3, D1a 
E1a, E1b 

9 9 

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

C2 9 9 

c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. C2, C2, C3 9 9 

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

C2, C2 9 9 

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

C3, D1c, 
D1d, D1f, 
D1d, Elb 

9 9 

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

C4, D2c, D2d 
D2j 

9 9 

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

C2a 9 9 

h. Other: _____________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________ 

 9 9 

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

 Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E3e, E3f, E3g 9 9 

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

C4 9 9 

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

C2, C3, D1f 
D1g, E1a 

9 9 

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

C2, E3 9 9 

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

C2, C3 9 9 

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape.  C2, C3 
E1a, E1b 
E2g, E2h 

9 9 

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________ 

 9 9 

  

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91799.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91813.html
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FEAF Part 3 Impact Evaluation 

The FEAF Part 2 Analysis was completed using various documents, and online resources. A draft federal 

Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared for Site 1 (“Airport Business Park Development 

Project”). The analysis below uses information contained in the Draft EA and associated technical studies 

and surveys to complete the SEQR analysis.1 Site 2 (Mohawk Glen Golf Course) was recently acquired by the 

County and is being evaluated in this SEQR process for a zoning change only since it is an adjacent site to 

facilitate zoning approval in conjunction with the zoning change taking place on Site 1.  There are no 

development plans in place at this time for Site 2. Site 3 contains the proposed Upland Sandpiper mitigation 

area.  The mitigation area location and mitigation measures were developed and approved in coordination 

with the County, FAA, and NYSDEC as part of the Draft EA for Site 1. Since Site 3 was the approved 

mitigation further analysis was not conducted on the site as part of the federal EA. The analysis of impacts 

detailed below for SEQR purposes is based on a review of online resources related. 

1. Impact on Land: 

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

 

Site 1: A portion of the site contains USDA Web Soil Survey soil types with depth to the water table 

of less than 3 feet (refer to Attachment 1).  However, this soil type occurs within the on-airport 

portion of development known as the “Triangle Site”.  Based on historical records, this site has been 

previously disturbed and is now maintained as mowed lawn area. Therefore, the depth to water table 

is likely greater than 3 feet.  No impact. 

Site2: N/A , zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3:  The depth to the water table is less than 3 feet in some areas based on the USDA Web Soil 

Survey soil types (refer to Attachment 1). Removal of 80 acres of trees (including grading, grubbing, 

and replanting with NYSDEC approved grassland mixes) is proposed to create new Upland 

Sandpiper habitat to offset the loss of Upland Sandpiper breeding habitat impacted by development 

taking place on Site 1.  Depth of disturbance for tree removal is not expected to exceed 18-24 inches.  

Impacts will be temporary during construction, disturbed areas will be reseeded with approved 

NYSDEC grassland mixes, and sediment and erosion will be controlled in accordance with the 

NYSDEC’s SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity GP-0-

25-001 and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). No or small impact. 

(b) Based on a review of the USDA Web Soil Survey for Sites 1 & 3 there are no slopes that exceed 15% 

or greater (refer to Attachment 1).  Site 2 N/A no development taking place, zoning change only. No 

Impact. 

(c) Based on a review of the USDA Web Soil Survey2 depth to bedrock is greater than 6.5 feet (refer to 

Attachment 1). No impact.  

(d) The proposed action is not anticipated to remove amounts of material in excess of 1,000 tons of 

natural material. No impact. 

Site 1: The airport business park development will require excavation/earthwork to be performed to 

install foundations, electrical utilities, closed drainage piping and perform grading and asphalt paving 

 
1 https://oneidacountyny.gov/departments/planning/public-notices/ 
2 Web Soil Survey 
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for access roads, and automobile/truck parking during construction operations.  No mining or 

dredging will take place. No or small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Creation of Upland Sandpiper habitat to offset impacts related to development of Site 1 

include grading and tree removal.  Approximately 80 acres of trees will be removed. No mining or 

dredging will take place. No or small impact. 

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

phases. 

Site 1: The proposed action is expected to be constructed in multiple phases over multiple years 

(eight phases over a ten-year period).  Phase 1 includes installation of duct banks and extending 

utilities (water, sewer utilities, electric, gas, and telecommunications) to the site.  Phase 2 includes 

roadway improvements (construction of a traffic roundabout, road realignment, and noise barrier) 

and construction of an internal site access road.  Phases 3-8 include on-site construction of 

infrastructure as needed to serve the proposed new manufacturing/R&D/aeronautical use lots as 

they are leased and developed (includes buildings with associated roads, auto parking, utilities, and 

landscaping).  As part of the required NYS DEC SWPPP, a construction plan is required for each 

phase of construction that will identify construction access points, staging areas, haul routes, spoil 

areas, work areas, construction trailer locations, parking, and best management practices.  Further to 

minimize noise impacts to nearby properties, it is recommended that construction activities take 

place during daylight hours, all engines have proper mufflers, and that operation of noisy equipment 

during weekends is minimized or avoided. No or small impact. 

Site2: N/A , zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Construction activities include the removal of trees, grading, grubbing and reseeding with 

grassland mix to create Upland Sandpiper habitat. It is anticipated construction activities will take 

place in a one-year timeframe with tree removal taking place during the winter to avoid impacts to 

threatened and endangered species and final grading/reseeding with grass taking place in the spring. 

Due to the short duration of construction activities no or small impact. 

(f) The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical disturbance or 

vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicide) 

Sites 1 & 3: SWPPP’s will be prepared for the proposed project in accordance with all requirements 

of the NYSDEC General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities (GP-0-25-

001). The SWPPP and construction plans/drawings will contain details and written notes and 

descriptions regarding temporary and permanent erosion control measures, vegetative restoration, 

and slope stabilization along with a written construction sequence. 

In order for the project to obtain and maintain coverage under the NYSDEC General Permit for 

Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activities, weekly written compliance inspections will be 

preformed, which will verify the condition of all implemented erosion control measures and identify 

any discrepancies in same with a directive to the Contractor to install/replace/repair all erosion 

control measures in a timely manner on an as-needed basis. 

The proposed construction activities will create increased erosion; however, the proposed temporary 

and permanent erosion control measures and permanent stormwater management practices will 

mitigate these impacts as required by the NYSDEC. No or small impact may occur. 
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Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

(g) Based on a review of the NYS DEC Coastal Erosion Hazard Area mapping3, the project sites are not 

located in a designated coastal erosion hazard area. No Impact. 

2. Impact on Geological Features: 

Based on a review of the NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper4 and a review of the National Park 

Service Natural National Natural Landmarks Directory5, the project sites do not contain nor are they adjacent 

to any unique geologic features or National Natural Landmarks. No Impact. 

3. Impact on Surface Water: 

(a) The proposed action will not create a new water body. 

 

(b) The proposed action will not modify or increase the surface area of any existing water bodies.  

 

Site 1: The increase in impervious area associated with the development of Site 1 (from 45.57 acres to 

113.6 acres) related to construction of access roads, roadway improvements (traffic roundabout, 

realignment of Perimeter Road), automobile parking areas, aircraft parking apron, and new buildings 

will require additional stormwater management infrastructure.  Approximately 40% of the entire 286-

acre site would be impervious surfaces with the remaining 60% of the site remaining undeveloped.   

 

Stormwater runoff from the newly created impervious areas will be contained onsite through the 

construction of stormwater management infrastructure (i.e., stormwater drainage basins, dry swales, 

and installation of new drainage pipes). Based on the results of a drainage study five new stormwater 

management areas will be constructed ranging in size from 43,000 SF to 262,226 SF. Comparison of 

existing and proposed peak flow rates for the overall development area with incorporation of the 

proposed stormwater management infrastructure indicates no increase in peak flow discharge rates 

overall or per drainage area. A SWPPP is required, and stormwater management areas will be 

designed in accordance with the NYSDEC Stormwater Management Design Manual (January 2015). 

No or small impact. 

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: N/A, no impervious surfaces will be constructed, nor will any stormwater management 

infrastructure be required for the proposed tree removal, grading, and reseeding.  A SWPPP will be 

prepared for the project. No or small impact. 

(c) The proposed action will not involve dredging. No impact. 

(d) The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or tidal wetland, or in 

the bed or banks of any other water body. 

Site 1: Based on the results of various wetland and waterway delineations conducted by C&S 

Engineers, Inc., in June 2021, August 2022, and September 2022, two wetlands totaling 0.39 acres 

were delineated within or near the Project site (refer to Attachment 1). The proposed action will 

avoid Wetland A (USACE wetland) because this area has been identified as preserved grassland area 

for Upland Sandpipers.  In addition, the proposed utility corridor was relocated west of the electrical 

 
3 Coastal Erosion Hazard Areas | NYS GIS Clearinghouse Data 
4 Environmental Resource Mapper 
5 National Natural Landmarks Directory - National Natural Landmarks (U.S. National Park Service) 
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substation to avoid development activities taking place on or near Wetland B (USACE/NYSDEC 

wetland). No impact.    

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Based on a review of the NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper no state designated 

wetlands are located within Site 3 (refer to Attachment 1). Based on a wetland delineation conducted 

by C&S Engineers, Inc. in November 2024, creation of new Upland Sandpiper Habitat will include 

the removal of 1.8 acres of trees in a federally delineated wetland (USACE) (refer to Attachment 1).  

This will convert a forested wetland to an emergent wetland. The following mitigation measures are 

recommended: 

• No grubbing of soils, removal of stumps, or the removal of root systems of any vegetation 

within wetlands  

• Clearing activities in the vicinity of the wetland will be conducted such that individual trees 

are felled in a direction away from the wetland 

• Minimize the duration of the construction period to the extent possible 

• Vegetation removal will occur in winter months when the soils are dry and/or frozen 

and will be done using low ground pressure equipment or handheld equipment 

• Appropriate soil erosion and sediment control devices will be used during construction 

Implementation of the above mitigation measures will result in no or small impact. 

(e) The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, runoff or by 

disturbing bottom sediments. 

Site 1 development will involve the removal of 17.5 acres of trees and 340 individual trees that can 

lead to erosion of soil and sedimentation When trees are removed it can result in reduced base flows 

in streams, increase flooding, and lower water quality. During construction activities construction 

vehicles tracking soil onto the roadways can temporarily increase the potential for soil erosion, 

causing a potential increase in suspended solids in runoff and local receiving waters which can 

temporarily degrade water quality.  

The following mitigation measures are proposed to minimize impacts to nearby waterbodies:   

• Approximately 8.5 acres of trees will be preserved to maintain a visual screen/buffer 

between residential properties and site development. 

• Preserve vegetation if not needed for site development activities (i.e., individual trees, small 

patches of tree areas)  

• Preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 

• BMPs will be followed to avoid accidental spills of fuel oils, chemicals, concrete leachate, 

and sediments into aquatic habitats. These practices include proper storage, use, and cleanup 

of all construction-related chemicals. Erosion and sediment control features may include silt 

fences, straw bales, hydroseeding of exposed soils, and mulching. 

• Construction entrances and exits will be stabilized to prevent tracking onto roadways.  

• Disturbed areas will be restored to prevent soil erosion following completion of construction 

activities. 

• Periodic cleaning of soil erosion and sediment control features. 
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The proposed construction activities will create increased erosion; however, the proposed temporary 

and permanent erosion control measures and permanent stormwater management practices will 

mitigate these impacts as required by the NYSDEC. No or small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: The removal of 80 acres of trees associated with grading, grubbing, and replanting to create 

new Upland Sandpiper habitat may result in temporary soil erosion and sedimentation causing a 

potential increase in suspended solids in runoff and local receiving waters which can temporarily 

degrade water quality.  The following mitigation measures are proposed to minimize impacts to 

nearby waterbodies:   

• Preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. 

• BMPs will be followed to avoid accidental spills of fuel oils, chemicals, concrete leachate, 

and sediments into aquatic habitats. These practices include proper storage, use, and cleanup 

of all construction-related chemicals. Erosion and sediment control features may include silt 

fences, straw bales, hydroseeding of exposed soils, and mulching. 

• Construction entrances and exits will be stabilized to prevent tracking onto roadways.  

• Disturbed areas will be restored to prevent soil erosion following completion of construction 

activities. 

• Periodic cleaning of soil erosion and sediment control features. 

The proposed construction activities will create increased erosion; however, the proposed temporary 

and permanent erosion control measures and permanent stormwater management practices will 

mitigate these impacts as required by the NYSDEC. No or small impact. 

(f) The proposed action does not include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal of water 

from surface water. No Impact. 

(g) The proposed action does not include construction outfall(s) for discharge of wastewater to surface 

water(s). No Impact. 

(h) The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of stormwater discharge 

that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving water bodies. 

Refer to Items 1.(f), 3.(b), and 3.(c). 

(i) The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or downstream of the 

site of the proposed action. 

Refer to Items 1.(f), 3.(b), and 3.(c). 

(j) The proposed action does not involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or around any 

water body. No impact. 

(k) The proposed action does not require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, wastewater 

treatment facilities. No impact. 
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4. Impact on Groundwater Water: 

Site 1: The Airport Business Park Development is not located over a sole source aquifer, the groundwater at 

the Griffiss International Airport is not used as a drinking supply, and construction activities would not 

involve ground disturbance below 5 feet (groundwater in the area is at a depth of 13 feet6). No impact.  

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Site clearing and grading will take place to remove trees and replant areas with approved NYSDEC 

approved grassland mix to support creation of Upland Sandpiper habitat.  Construction activities would not 

involve ground disturbance below 1-2 feet (groundwater in the area is at a depth of 28.5 feet7). No impact.  

5. Impact on Flooding 

Site 1: Based on a review of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the airport (Map Number 

36065C0556F effective date: September 27, 2013), the Project area is not located within a 100-year or 500-

year floodplain boundary8 (refer to Attachment 1). No impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Based on a review of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for the site (Map Numbers 

36065C0588F and 36065C0569F effective date: September 27, 2013), the Project area is not located within a 

100-year or 500-year floodplain boundary9 (refer to Attachment 1). No impact. 

6. Impacts on Air: 

The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. 

(a) If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may also emit one or 

more greenhouse gases at or above thresholds established in the FEAF. 

 

Site 1: Federal and/or state regulated air emissions permits may be required for the proposed action 

depending on the type of facility/facilities that will be constructed. An Air Quality and Climate 

Assessment was prepared by HMMH in February 2024 for the conceptual layout plan. Based on the 

Assessment, the proposed action will generate more than 1,000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO2). 

Currently there are no significance thresholds for climate impacts. Given the low percentage of 

overall emissions generated compared to the New York statewide GHG inventory, the increase in 

construction and net operational emissions as a result of the proposed action is not substantial on a 

statewide, national, or global scale 

 

The following best management practices (BMPs) are recommended to reduce the emissions of 

criteria pollutants: 

• Use construction equipment that can operate on alternative fuels or electricity wherever 

possible to minimize emissions associated with diesel and gasoline powered equipment. 

• During construction, institute particulate control measures, such as watering and stabilizing 

wind erodible soil as soon as practical after disturbance. It should be noted the emissions 

associated with a watering truck have been included in the emission estimates for 

summertime scenarios. 

 
6 https://nwis.waterdata.usgs.gov/usa/nwis/gwlevels/?site_no=431302075245101 
7 https://nwis.waterdata.usgs.gov/usa/nwis/gwlevels/?site_no=431302075245101 
8 https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd] 
9 https://hazards-fema.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=8b0adb51996444d4879338b5529aa9cd 
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• Reducing exposed erodible surface area through appropriate materials and equipment 

staging procedures. 

• Covering exposed surface areas in an expeditious manner. 

• Reducing equipment idling times. 

• Reducing vehicle speeds onsite. 

• Ensuring contractor knowledge of appropriate fugitive dust and equipment exhaust controls. 

• Soil stabilization via cover or periodic watering. 

• Using covered haul trucks during materials transportation. 

• Suspension of construction activities during high-wind conditions. 

• All air permits, including Title V, Air State Facility (ASF), and Air Facility Registrations 

(AFR) will be obtained prior to construction (groundbreaking) 

• Air emissions sources will be developed in conformance with the Climate Leadership and 

Community Protection Act (CLCPA) 

 

Given all required air emissions permits will be obtained, BMPs will be implemented, no or small 

impact. 

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

 

Site 3: N/A, air emission permits will not be required. Site work involves tree removal, grading, and 

replanting areas with NYSDEC approved grassland mixes to create Upland Sandpiper habitat.  No 

structures will be constructed. No impact. 

 

(b) The proposed action will not generate 10 tons/year or more of designated hazardous air pollutant, or 

25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous air pollutants. No impact. 

 

(c) The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions rate of total 

contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat source capable of producing 

more than 10 million BTU=s per hour. 

 

Site 1: As identified in 6.(a), the proposed action may require a state air registration.  Based on the Air 

Quality and Climate Assessment was prepared by HMMH in February 2024, the proposed action is 

not expected to produce an emissions rate of total contaminants that exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or 

include a heat source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU=s per hour (1,900,000 SF of 

building / 55 BTUs = 34,550 BTUs per hour). 

 

Given all required air emissions permits will be obtained and the proposed action is not expected to 

produce an emissions rate of total contaminants exceeding FEAF thresholds, no or small impact. 

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

 

Site 3: N/A, air emission permits will not be required. Site work involves tree removal, grading, and 

replanting areas with NYSDEC approved grassland mixes to create Upland Sandpiper habitat.  No 

structures will be constructed. No impact. 

 

(d)  The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”,above. 
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Refer to 6.(a). 

 

(e) The proposed action will not result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1 ton of 

refuse per hour. No impact. 

 

7. Impact on Plants and Animals: 

The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. 

(a) The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any threatened or 

endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal government, that use the site, or are 

found on, over, or near the site. 

 

Federally Protected Species 

Site 1: Based on the USFWS Official Species Letter obtained on February 27, 2025, one endangered 

species (Northern Long-eared Bat), one proposed endangered species (Tricolored Bat), and one 

candidate species (Monarch Butterfly) may occur in the vicinity of the site (refer to Attachment 1). A 

Species and Habitat Assessment (Assessment) was conducted by C&S Engineers, Inc. in April 2024 

to determine if the site has suitable foraging and roosting/breeding habitat for federally protected 

species. The Assessment determined the site does not have the potential to contain northern long-

eared bat (NLEB) roosting/breeding habitat but does have the potential for suitable foraging habitat. 

The proposed development will result in the loss of 17.5 acres of forested areas and 340 individual 

trees resulting from Site 1 development activities (grading, buildings, auto parking, access roads, and 

stormwater management areas). A no effect determination was made for the NLEB and Tricolored 

Bats based on the following: 

• USFWS IPaC data letter indicates the project is located in an area where the NLEB is not 

likely to occur  

• NYSDEC data indicated that there are no documented summer occurrences within 1.5 miles 

of the project area, and there are no known hibernacula within 5 miles of the project.  

• Tree clearing will not be completed within 0.25 mile of known hibernacula or within 150 feet 

of any known, occupied northern long-eared bat maternity roosts.  

• Tree removal and clearing will be completed between November and February to avoid the 

species summer occupancy season. 

• A significant amount of existing forested habitat and connective wildlife corridors will 

remain near the Project area 

• Minimize the duration of the construction period to the extent possible 

 

The proposed action will not significantly reduce the foraging potential within and adjacent to the 

Project area post-construction. Therefore, adverse impacts to NLEB and Tricolored Bats is not 

expected. 

 

The proposed action will result in the loss of 62.41 acres of mowed lawn areas resulting from Site 1 

development activities (grading, buildings, auto parking, access roads, and stormwater management 

areas). A no effect determination was made for the Monarch Butterfly based on the following: 

• The project preserves approximately 30 acres of grassland areas within the project site 

boundary. 

• The project requires the creation of approximately 187.23 acres of grassland.  
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• A significant amount of existing grassland habitat and connective wildlife corridors will 

remain near the project site. 

• Minimize the duration of the construction period to the extent possible. 

 

Although there is a loss of mowed lawn / grassland areas and reduction in habitat on the project site, 

there are mowed lawn/grassland areas within and adjacent to the project site post-construction and 

the additional grassland habitat creation on Site 3 offsets the loss. No or small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Based on the USFWS IPaC Resource List obtained on March 6, 2025, one endangered species 

(Northern Long-eared Bat), one proposed endangered species (Tricolored Bat), one proposed 

threatened (Green Floater), and one candidate species (Monarch Butterfly) may occur in the vicinity 

of the Project area (refer to Attachment 1). Since a 50-foot buffer is maintained between streams and 

the proposed tree removal activities and construction activities require a SWPPP, no impacts to the 

Green Floater clam are expected.  Refer to Site 1 No Effect determination for the NLEB and 

Tricolored Bat, and monarch butterfly. 

 

State Protected Species 

 

Site 1: Coordination with the NYSDEC dated September 6, 2021, and the NYNHP dated October 4, 

2022, identified the Upland Sandpiper (threatened) as having been documented within the Project 

area for Site 1. Based on the results a Grassland Species Assessment prepared by TRC in December 

2022, Site 1 contains a total of 160 acres of grassland (approximately 56% of the Project area), while 

138.6 acres (approximately 49% of the total Project area) provide contiguous grassland habitat that 

may be suitable for grassland obligate species”.   

 

From January 5, 2023 through February 2025, meetings, field visits, and coordination has taken place 

with the NYSDEC regarding Upland Sandpiper impacts and mitigation measures. “Based on the results 

of the assessment and breeding season occurrences of upland sandpiper within the past five years, it is our opinion that 

the Proposed Project has the potential to impact suitable habitat.”. NYSDEC reviewed the Grassland Species 

Assessment and concurred with assuming presence of the Upland Sandpiper within grassland areas 

identified in the project site. The NYSDEC noted the proposed action will require an Incidental 

Take permit, development of avoidance and minimization measures, and mitigation will need to be 

established before impacts take place. 

 

Construction of roads, automobile parking areas, buildings, at full build-out will result in the 

permanent loss of 62.41 acres of breeding/nesting and foraging habitat used by the Upland 

Sandpiper. The required mitigation ratio approved by the NYSDEC in email correspondence dated 

December 15, 2023 is 187.23 acres (3:1 ratio).  

 

Avoidance Measures: Avoidance is the first step in implementing mitigation.  Avoidance means 

adverse impacts are avoided altogether through alteration of project location, design, or other related 

aspects. The Upland Sandpiper is known to be present at the Airport due to the large areas of 

maintained/mowed lawn. The Proposed Project takes place within a large “triangle area” that is 

currently undeveloped.  Development of this area is a focus of Oneida County due to the lack of 

large developable land parcels in the County and the ongoing interest expressed by developers. No 

feasible development parcels under the control of Oneida County exist other than at the Airport site. 

Avoidance measures recommended include the following: 
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• Approximately 30 acres contained within the site limits will remain undeveloped and be 

preserved as grassland areas. 

• Stormwater management areas located within the preserved grassland areas will be installed 

underground and restored to grassland areas. 

• Construction of the site access road will take place outside of the breeding season to avoid 

impacts to Upland Sandpiper (i.e., outside April 23rd – August 15th timeframe) 

 

Minimization Measures: The following measures are recommended to minimize impacts to 

Upland Sandpipers: 

• Show preserved grassland habitat areas on site development plans. 

• Maintain current mowing schedule in preserved grassland areas. 

• Mark preserved grassland areas with surveyor’s flags and/or silt fence prior to construction 

activities nearby. 

• Limit the location of temporary access roads and vehicle traffic within the existing site to the 

extent possible 

 

Compensatory Mitigation Measures: Creation of new Upland Sandpiper habitat will require a 3:1 

impact ratio (i.e., 62.41 acres of habitat x 3 = 187.23 acres of equivalent habitat to be created). 

Compensatory mitigation measures that are recommended include the following: 

• Create new Upland Sandpiper habitat on four County-owned parcels (tax parcels 290.000-2-

46, 290.00-2-50, 303-2-1.1, and 303.000-1-10.1). These parcels can accommodate 

approximately 192.96 acres of new habitat.  

• Removal of 80.08 acres of vegetation on tax parcels 290.000-2-46, 290.00-2-50, and 303.000-

1-10.1 

• Habitat conversion will be established as part of the Part 182 Permit 

• Proposed seed mix for cleared and grubbed areas will be provided by the NYSDEC. 

• Removal of 1.8 acres of trees in federal wetlands will include cutting trees and grinding 

stumps to the ground with no soil disturbance; this will convert a forested wetland to an 

emergent wetland. 

• Establish permanent conservation easements over areas preserved for new habitat. 

• Acquire a permanent conservation easement on one privately owned parcel totaling 42 acres 

(tax parcel 303.000-2-2)   

• Area will continue to be farmed for hay crops only and seasonal mowing schedule outside of 

breeding season will be maintained.  

• Proposed conservation easements will be in place prior to construction activities taking 

place. 

• Upland Sandpiper mitigation plan will be developed based on NYSDEC recommendations 

and standards. 

• SWPPP will be obtained prior to construction activities taking place. 

• Implement vegetation management plan:  

 Baseline assessment of existing conditions at mitigation area/s 

 Mowing and vegetation management to create/retain grasslands of various heights. 

 Vegetation monitoring to make sure forested wetland that was converted to 

emergent/wet meadow does not succeed into a scrub shrub wetland cover type.  

 No mechanized equipment within managed areas during the breeding/nesting seasons 

 Additional maintenance mowing to maintain grassland habitat and prevent 
encroachment of woody vegetation. 

• Implement mitigation monitoring program: 
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 Establish objectives for mitigation and corresponding measurement methods. 

 Identify performance standards to evaluate mitigation success. 

 Annual monitoring and reporting based on NYSDEC requirements. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. 

Site 3: The NYSDEC EAF Mapper Summary Report contained in the FEAF Part 1 identified one 

state threatened species (Northern Harrier) with the potential to be located within the project limits. 

Minor impacts to potential foraging habitat could occur with the removal of 80 acres of forested 

areas. The proposed tree removal will not significantly reduce the foraging potential adjacent to the 

site post-construction (i.e., over 433 acres of adjacent forested areas remain) and forested areas 

converted to grassed areas may continue to support the Northern Harrier. No or small impact. 

(b) The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by any rare, 

threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal government. 

 

Refer to Item 7.(a) above. 

 

(c) Site 1: Correspondence with NYSDEC between September 2021 and August 2023 and the USFWS 

Official Species list dated 2/27/25 did not indicate any species of special concern or conservation 

need within or adjacent to the proposed action.  No impact. 

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

 

Site 3: The USFWS IPaC Resource List and NYSDEC EAF Mapper Summary Report contained in 

the FEAF Part 1, no species of special concern or conservation need are located within or adjacent 

to the proposed action.  No Impact. 

 

(d) As identified in Item (c) above, no species of special concern or conservation need is located within 

or adjacent to the proposed action. No impact.  

 

(e) Based on a review of the National Park Service Natural National Natural Landmarks Directory10, no 

registered National Natural Landmarks are located within or adjacent to the proposed action. No 

impact. 

 

(f) Based on a review of the NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper contained in the FEAF Part 1, 

no significant natural communities are located within or adjacent to the proposed action. No impact.  

 

(g) The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or over-wintering 

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

 

Refer to 7.(a) above. 

 

(h) The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, grassland or any other 

regionally or locally important habitat. 

 

Refer to 7.(a). 

 
10 National Natural Landmarks Directory - National Natural Landmarks (U.S. National Park Service) 
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(i) Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) will not involve the use of 

herbicides or pesticides. No impact. 

Given the information included above no or small impacts to plants and animals are expected since additional 

habitat is located nearby that wildlife species can migrate to and seasonal restrictions on clearing or mowing 

vegetation will be implemented.  

Additionally, no significant adverse impacts to state-listed threatened and endangered species (Upland 

Sandpiper) are expected with the implementation of the recommended avoidance, minimization, and 

compensatory mitigation measures listed above. Oneida County will continue further coordination with the 

NYSDEC and the NYNHP during the design and permitting phases of site development activities. 

8. Impact on Agricultural Resources: 

The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. 

Site 1: According to the Web Soil Survey from the NRCS, soil types identified as farmland of statewide 

importance and prime farmland are located within the Site 1 limits (refer to Attachment 1), Based on review 

agricultural district mapping for Oneida County, no agricultural districts are present within the project site11 

(refer to Attachment 1), and a response letter from the NYS Agriculture and Markets dated June 14, 2021, 

stated “based upon the information provided, it appears that the affected land is not located within a county 

adopted, State certified, agricultural district” 

Although Site 1 does contain prime farmland soils and soils of statewide importance, there is no active 

farming taking place within the Site 1. Given that Site 1 is not located within an Agricultural District, and the 

proposed action would not involve the conversion of FPPA farmland to non-agricultural uses, no impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: According to the Web Soil Survey from the NRCS, soil types identified as farmland of statewide 

importance and prime farmland are located within the Site 2 limits (refer to Attachment 1). Based on review 

agricultural district mapping for Oneida County12, a portion of Site 3 is located within Agricultural District 5 

(refer to Attachment 1).  The creation of Upland Sandpiper habitat will include approximately 42 acres of 

land being farmed for hay.  This area will continue to be farmed for hay as this is conducive to Upland 

Sandpiper habitat per coordination with the NYSDEC that has taken place. Given that Site 3 would not 

involve the loss of farmland or loss of access to farmland, will not remove farmland from use nor impact 

existing agricultural operations or prohibit such farming actions in the future, no or small impact. 

9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources: 

The land use of the proposed action are not obviously different from, or are in sharp contrast to, current land 

use patterns between the proposed project and a scenic or aesthetic resource. 

Site 1: The visible landscape will change from vacant to buildings, site access roads, parking areas, lighting and 

landscaping associated with the proposed Airport Business Park.  Views of new development are screened by 

existing vegetation between adjacent residential properties and the site or will be screened with construction 

of the proposed noise wall barrier along Route 825/Mohawk Drive.  New development would be visible to 

vehicles traveling along Route 825/Mohawk Drive.  The proposed development is not obviously different or 

 
11 https://cugir-data.s3.amazonaws.com/00/79/75/agONEI.pdf 
12 https://cugir-data.s3.amazonaws.com/00/79/75/agONEI.pdf 
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in sharp contrast to current land use patterns since the site is located in the Griffiss Business and Technology 

Park and includes a mix of commercial, light industrial, and airport uses. Although Part 1 of the FEAF 

identified two National Park Service resources within five miles of the site (North Country National Scenic 

Trail and Fort Stanwix National Monument), the resources are located west of the Mohawk River and are not 

visible from the site due to existing vegetation. No impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no change in land use. No impact. 

Site 3: A portion of the landscape will change with the removal of 80 acres of trees and conversion of these 

areas to grassland areas to create the new Upland Sandpiper habitat.  This change is not obviously different or 

in sharp contrast to current land uses patterns which consist of forested areas, farmland, grassland areas, and 

scattered residential homes.  No scenic or aesthetic resources have been identified within five miles of the 

site. No impact. 

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources: 

The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological resource. 

(a) The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, any 

buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on the National or State Register of Historical 

Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS Office of Parks, Recreation 

and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places. 

Site 1: Phase 1A Literature Review and Archeological Sensitivity Assessments conducted by Hartgen 

Archeological Associates Inc. in September and March of 2023 and a Phase II Archeological Site 

investigation conducted by Hartgen Archeological Associates Inc., in February 2023.  Results of the 

studies determined the B-52G bomber display does not meet the criteria for National Register listing 

and there is one site, identified as PCI Site 24 that retains National Register Eligible status. For PCI 

Site #24, avoidance or a Phase III Survey for Data Recovery was recommended if ground disturbing 

activities were to take place on the site.  Impacts to PCI Site #24 are not expected since the proposed 

action has been modified to avoid development within this sensitive archaeological site. A plan was 

prepared to avoid impacts to PCI #24 for the short and long-term protection of archeologically 

sensitive sites and includes the following: 

• Site 24 will be marked on the site plan map as “Environmentally Sensitive, Do Not Impact.” 

• Site 24 will be marked with exclusionary fencing in the field by a NYSHPO approved 

archeologist prior to construction activities taking place in areas adjacent to the site. 

• If for any reason proposed action recommendations were to change and ground disturbing 

activities were to take place within Site 24 and its associated buffer area, a Phase III 

Archeological Data Retrieval and Recovery Plan would be required and further coordination 

with the NYSHPO would need to take place. 

• Proper soil erosion and sediment control plans will be utilized and maintained during 

construction activities. 

Due to a number of project changes, coordination with SHPO was ongoing from July 2021 through 

February 2024. The February 2024 response letter states, “it remains NYSHPO’s opinion that the project 

will result in No Effect on historic properties, including archeological and/or historic resources, listed in or eligible for 

the NYS and NRHP with the stipulation that the avoidance plan submitted with the report is fully implemented”. 

With implementation of the proposed mitigation measures, and SHPO No effect / approval of the 

avoidance plan, no or small impact. 
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Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: Based on Phase 1B Archeological Field Reconnaissance conducted by Hartgen Archeological 

Associates Inc. in January 2025, no cultural materials, subsurface features, or structural features were 

located, and historic artifacts were not collected. Hartgen Archeological Associates Inc. 

recommended no further archeological testing. A response letter from NYSOPRHP dated March 5, 

2025, stated “NYSHPO concurs with the report recommendation that no additional archaeological investigation is 

warranted for the project. Based upon this review, it is the opinion of OPRHP that no properties, including 

archaeological and/or historic resources, listed in or eligible for the New York State and National Registers of Historic 

Places will be impacted by this project”. Based on SHPO No Effect determination, no impact. 

(b) The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, an area 

designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) 

archaeological site inventory. 

 

Refer to Item 10.(a). 

 

(c) The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous to, an 

archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory. 

 

Refer to Item 10.(a). 

 

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation: 

The proposed action may result in the loss of recreational opportunities or a reduction of an open space 

resource as designated in any adopted municipal open space plan. 

(a) The proposed action will not result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem services”, 

provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater storage, nutrient cycling, 

wildlife habitat. 

 

(b) The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource. 

Site 1: Three recreational or open space areas exist within the project area:  

• Delutis Ball Field: a private baseball club leasing County property   

• Griffiss International Sculpture Park: a publicly owned public use outdoor sculpture park 

with a paved nature trail and 18-hole disc golf course 

• Mohawk Glen Golf Course: a privately owned public use golf course 

The City of Rome Comprehensive Plan Action Plan prepared by River Street Planning and 

Development does not include a discussion of recreational or open space resources within the 

project area, but does including the following identified goals: 

• The attraction of well-paid jobs through business development …at the Griffiss Business 

and Technology Park is of paramount concern. 

• Park is divided into seven distinct development sites…. commercial, technology, heavy 

industry, defense, office, aviation, education, recreation and open space. 

• Park offers considerable capacity for new commercial and industrial development. 
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City of Rome zoning Sec. 80-23.3 Griffiss Business and Technology Park Development Districts 

map does identify the above three recreational areas as conservation/open space. Per Sec. 80-8.2 of 

the zoning codes the “GB-CV conservation recreation sub-district delineates certain open areas of value to the 

public within the park, represented in their natural, undeveloped, or unbuilt condition. It is recognized by the city that 

the principal use of these open areas is and ought to be the development, management, and utilization of the natural 

resources that exist in these areas. In order that this value be maintained and this use encouraged, a zoning sub-district 

is established to protect and enhance the natural resources, natural amenities, natural habitats of wildlife, watershed 

areas, public recreation areas, and the public health, safety and welfare by reducing the hardship and financial burdens 

imposed upon the city by the wanton destruction of resources, and the improper and wasteful use of open land and 

wooded areas. It is further the intent of this district to permit compatible uses and structures only at a low density and 

low impact as an added guarantee of compatibility with surrounding conservation”. 

The Proposed action includes the construction of a utility corridor along Ellsworth Road adjacent to 

the Griffiss International Sculpture Park and paved nature trail).  Direct impacts to park include 

removal of approximately 1,175 linear feet of the paved nature trail to install duct bank/utilities (0.22 

acres), removal of automobile parking area pavement to install duct bank/utilities (0.11 acres) as 

shown on Figure 4.20. Indirect impacts will result from construction activities taking place (includes 

trenching, backfilling/compaction, grading, reseeding, and construction vehicle access). Impacts will 

be temporary, and areas will be restored to existing conditions upon completion of construction 

activities.  Measures recommended to mitigate potential impacts include the following: 

• Maintain utility corridor as close to Ellsworth Road as possible (within the road right-of-

way) to avoid/minimize impacts to the Nature Trail 

• If impacts to Nature Trail take place, paved trail will be restored to existing conditions upon 

completion of construction activities. 

• Replacement plantings at a 1:1 ratio for individual trees that may need to be removed during 

construction activities. 

• If utility duct bank/utilities cannot be constructed during winter or off-season months, a 

temporary nature trail will be provided. 

Depending on the location of the proposed underground duct bank/utilities (sewer/water) from 

Route 825/Mohawk Drive along Perimeter Road to Site 1, there is the potential to impact the Rome 

Baseball Association (RBA) concession stand, storage facility, and bullpen.  The following measures 

are recommended to minimize impacts: 

• Continued coordination with utility providers will occur through design of the Proposed Project. 

• Maintain utility corridor as close to Perimeter Road as possible to minimize limits of 

disturbance 

• Impacted facilities will be relocated, or new facilities will be constructed 

• Access to the ball fields will be maintained at all times during construction 

• Construction during off-season months to avoid interruption of use  

 

With implementation the above recommended mitigation measures, no or small impact. 

Site 2: One recreational or open space area exists within the project area:  

• Mohawk Glen Golf Course: a privately owned public use golf course 

The golf course was acquired by the County in January 2025 and will no longer be operated as a golf 

course.  Since this site is located adjacent to Site 1 (proposed Airport Business Park limits) the 
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County intends to rezone Site 2 from GB-CV to GB-FI (Griffiss Business-Conservation Recreation 

to Griffiss Business-Flexible Industrial Development) to be consistent with the rezoning taking place 

on Site 1.  This will result in the permanent loss of a privately owned public use recreational area.  

The City of Rome contains three and one private golf course and there are also 30 golf courses 

within 20 miles of Rome13.  Since there are additional golf courses within the City and adjacent areas, 

and the City’s Comprehensive Plan identifies the primary goals within the Griffiss Business & 

Technology Park are the attraction of well-paid jobs through new commercial and industrial 

development, no or small impact. 

Site 3: N/A, no designated recreational or open space areas within project area. No impact. 

(c) The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area with few such 

resources. 

 

Refer to Item 11.(b). 

 

(d) The proposed action will not result in the loss of an area now used informally by the community as 

an open space resource. 

 

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas: 

Based on a review of the DECinfo Locator 14 there are no Critical Environmental Areas in the City of Rome 

(Sites 1 and 2) or the Town of Whitestown (Site 3) (refer to Attachment 1).  The DECinfo Locator map 

shows the nearest CEA is Cazenovia Lake in the Town of Cazanovia approximately 29 miles from the project 

sites. No impact. 

13. Impact on Transportation: 

The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems. 

(a) Expected projected traffic may exceed [the] capacity of [the] existing road network.  

 

Site 1: A Traffic Assessment (TA) was completed by C&S Engineers, Inc. in April 2023. Based on 

the results of the TA, there will be an increase in traffic to Site 1 from employees and trucks 

associated with the proposed large manufacturing facility (1,000,000 SF) as well as smaller facilities.  

The TA identified new trips for the AM peak period would increase by 629 and the PM peak trips 

would increase by 648. The TA identified a 1.1% increase in vehicle traffic over existing conditions 

and a 4.91% increase in truck traffic. Once site development reaches 30% (primarily associated with 

the manufacturing facility being constructed in the next five years and shift work which would 

require many trips in a short period of time), improvements at the intersection of Perimeter Road 

and Route 825 (Mohawk Drive) would be needed. 

 

The TA noted improvements could include a traffic signal and right turn lane at the intersection of 

Route 825 and Perimeter Road or construction of a traffic roundabout.  Based on review of the 

Traffic Assessment, communications, and a meeting held on March 2, 2023, NYSDOT stated a 

traffic roundabout is preferred from a safety, efficiency, operational, and environmental perspective. 

Realignment of Perimeter Road will be required as part of the traffic roundabout improvements. City 

of Rome, Oneida County, and NYS DOT approval has been received on the preferred 

 
13 35 Golf Courses near Rome, NY - Public & Private | GolfLink 
14 DECinfo Locator 
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roundabout/road realignment, and coordination with adjacent affected property owners has taken 

place. 

 

Temporary construction impacts associated with the road improvements (traffic roundabout, 

realignment of Perimeter Road) include clearing, grading, grubbing, installing stormwater 

management areas, removal of existing pavement associated with roadways, curbs, and pedestrian 

paths; placing new roadway subbase, construction of new paved roads, curbs, and pedestrian 

paths/crosswalks; landscaping, signs, lighting, , relocation of any utilities in the area of disturbance, 

trenching for underground conduit, installation of new sewer and water lines along Perimeter Road, 

extending one private entrance road to connect with realigned Perimeter Road, and traffic pattern 

changes. 

 

Mitigation measures proposed to address traffic impacts include the following:  

• Design plans will be reviewed by NYSDOT.  

• A Transportation Management Plan (TMP) would be prepared for the project to avoid or 

minimize temporary impacts to traffic, and transportation associated with project 

construction.  

• Disruption of traffic in the construction area will be minimized to the greatest extent 

possible. Although the control of all construction‐related inconveniences is not possible, 

motorist and pedestrian safety will be ensured by signing all construction areas. All lane 

closures, traffic shifts, short term detours, and changed travel patterns will be clearly marked. 

Access will be maintained to adjacent properties during construction. 

• Coordination with property owners if changes to current plan take place. 

• Coordination with property owners throughout construction period to address concerns and 

keep informed on progress of project. 

• Replanting of any individual trees impacted by construction activities at a 1:1 ratio. 

• Planting additional trees to provide a screen between one private property and realigned 

Perimeter Road 

• Restore areas where existing pavement is removed to maintained lawn.  

• Consideration should be given to construction of the noise barrier prior to construction 

activities related to the traffic roundabout and realignment of Perimeter Road to reduce 

construction noise to the four affected properties identified above (requested by one of the 

adjacent property owners at a meeting held on March 18, 2024) 

Based on the proposed improvements to the roadway system, concurrence from the NYSDOT and 

City of Rome, and recommended mitigation measures, no or small impact. 

Site2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impacts. 

Site 3: N/A, no additional traffic associated with this site, involves converting forested areas to 

grasslands and preserving area to create Upland Sandpiper habitat. No impact. 

 

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

Site 1: No parking spaces currently exist on the 286-acre site.  Proposed development related to the 

aeronautical hangar storage, UAS R&D campus, and R&D/tech manufacturing facilities will create 

approximately 1,528 parking spaces at maximum buildout (includes employee vehicle parking and 

truck loading/parking areas). Thus, the total number of parking spaces exceeds the FEAF 500-

parking space threshold. Construction of off-street parking and loading areas will be designed and 
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constructed in compliance with the City of Rome zoning codes (Article XIV-Off-Street Parking and 

Loading, Sec. 80-14). No or small impact. 

Site2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: N/A, involves converting forested areas to grasslands and preserving area to create Upland 

Sandpiper habitat. No paved parking areas will be constructed. No impact. 

 

(c) The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. 

Site 1: The proposed action is not within ½ mile of public/private transportation service(s) or 

facilities, and the project itself does not include access to public transportation. The closest transit 

route to the project is the City of Rome Transit/Bus "6" line with the nearest designated stop located 

at the intersection of March St./Brooks Rd. (0.9 miles away) There are no private transportation 

services that regularly serve the project site. Given the distance from the "6" line, it is unlikely that 

this development will have any noticeable impact on transit - positive or negative. No or small 

impact. 

Site2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: N/A, no transit access currently exists to this site, and none is required for the proposed 

action since development of this site involves converting forested areas to grasslands and preserving 

the area to create Upland Sandpiper habitat. No impact. 

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

Site 1:  

Route 825 / Mohawk Drive: A 10-foot-wide paved walking trail runs adjacent to NYS Route 825 / 

Mohawk Drive and one pedestrian crosswalk is located with the Site 1 project limits. Construction of 

the traffic roundabout along Route 825 will require the relocation of the paved walking trail a 

pedestrian crosswalk, and paved sidewalks (refer to Attachment 1).  There will be temporary impacts 

to the walking trail and paved sidewalks, these areas will be restored post construction, no or small 

impact.  

Griffiss International Sculpture Garden: Refer to Item 11.(b). 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no impact. 

Site 3: There are no existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations within the site.  No impact. 

(e) The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods. 

Refer to 13.(a). 

14. Impact on Energy: 

The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy. 

(a) Is a new or upgraded substation will be required.  

 

Site 1: The proposed action would generate a need for additional electrical power for new building 

facilities (1.9 million SF overall).  Electrical power is needed for cooling and power for indoor 

lighting, outdoor parking and security lighting, etc.).  Coordination with GUSC indicated the 

following elements are required for connection to existing GUSC infrastructure: 
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• A 15 way 5” conduit electrical duct bank is proposed to service the proposed action. 

• The proposed electrical duct bank will be routed north from the Existing Ellsworth 

Substation to the proposed action along March Street and Hangar Road within a 50ft wide 

proposed utility corridor.  

• A new 15 kV switchgear will be required at the proposed action site (“Triangle Area”).  

• Individual branch/service lines will be provided for each proposed building at the time of 

development for each site/building per State, County, and local standards/codes.  

• The existing Ellsworth Substation will need to be upgraded (new station transformer) in 

order to provide the required power for the proposed action.  

• 20 MW of power is currently available, to accommodate the estimated 50 MW of power at 

full build out, an additional station transformer will be installed at the substation.  

 

Based on coordination with GUSC, this amount of power will be provided by making upgrades to 

the existing electric distribution system (Ellsworth Substation) as proposed, and by purchasing 

additional power from National Grid as necessary. Upgrades to GUSC’s existing electrical system are 

proposed in two phases. Design considerations from GUSC are ongoing and will continue to be 

coordinated throughout the duration of the proposed action. With implementation of the above 

measures no to small impacts as a result of the proposed action. 

 

Natural Gas: The proposed action would generate a need for additional natural gas for the proposed 

buildings (i.e., heating, and hot water).  Coordination with National Grid indicated the following 

elements are required for connection to existing National Grid infrastructure: 

• An 8” diameter natural gas main is proposed to service the proposed action. 

• The proposed 8” diameter natural gas main will tie into the existing 4” natural gas main at 

the intersection of Hangar Road and March Street.  

• The proposed 8” diameter natural gas main will be routed north to the proposed action 

within the proposed 50ft wide utility corridor.  

• Individual branch/service lines will be provided for each proposed building at the time of 

development for each site/building per State, County, and local standards/codes. 

 

Based on coordination with National Grid, a preliminary analysis of the existing site utilities, and 

estimated demand for the Proposed Project, natural gas will be provided to the proposed action with 

no to small impacts as a result of the proposed action..   

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change, no development.  No impact. 

 

Site 3: N/A, involves tree removal, grading, grubbing, and reseeding. No impact. 

 

(b) The creation or extension of an energy transmission or supply system to more than 50 single or two-

family residences or to serve a commercial or industrial use. 

Refer to 14.(a). 

(c) Not more than 2,500 megawatt hours (MWhrs) (a term used to describe electrical power 

consumption and production) are estimated to be used by the project. 

Refer to 14.(a). 
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(d) The proposed action will involve heating and cooling more than 100,000 square feet of building area 

when complete. 

 

Refer to 14.(a). 

 

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light: 

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

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

 

Site 1:  

Traffic Noise: As noted in Item 13.(a), the AM peak period would increase by 629 and the PM peak 

trips would increase by 648.  These volumes distributed throughout the project site were used to 

analyze potential noise impacts related to development of Site 1 in a Noise Technical Report 

prepared by HMMH in February 2024. The Noise Report identified one residential home located on 

Tompkins Avenue adjacent to the proposed traffic roundabout on Route 825 that would be 

impacted by the increase in traffic noise. A noise barrier was recommended to mitigate this impact 

and also benefit the remaining three residential homes located on Tompkins Avenue. Based on 

meetings and coordination with the four property owners, the property owners are in favor of the 

noise wall and have participated in selection of a preferred barrier type.  Construction of the noise 

barrier will offset traffic noise impacts (refer to Attachment 1). No or small impact 

 

Temporary Construction Noise: The proposed action would cause a temporary increase in noise during 

construction activities related to the operation of commercial power tools, trucks, and heavy 

equipment. Noise levels would vary dependent on the type of equipment, the duration of operation, 

and the time of operation. As part of the HMMH Noise Technical Report, construction noise impact 

evaluations were conducted for residences south of Mohawk Drive (Route 825) between Bell Road 

and Broadway, residences within the 143 Air City Lofts Community, residences west of Perimeter 

Road along Bell Road North and Bel Air Drive, scattered residences north and east of RME along 

Butternut Road, Wright Settlement Road, and Old Floyd Road, as well as recreational uses at the 

baseball fields at Perimeter Road and Mohawk Drive (Route 825) and Mohawk Glen Golf Course.  

 

Construction activities would be carried out in compliance with all applicable local noise regulations.  

To minimize and reduce construction noise, mitigation strategies should be implemented where 

practicable. These strategies may include, but are not limited to: 

• Providing appropriate manufacturer’s noise reduction devices, including, but not limited to a 

manufacturer’s muffler (or equivalently rated material) that is free of rust, holes, and exhaust 

leaks on construction equipment operating on site.  

• Portable noise from construction devices with internal combustion engines shall be 

mitigated by ensuring that the engine's housing doors are kept closed on construction 

devices with internal combustion engines.  

• Covering equipment, such as compressors, generators, pumps and other such devices with 

noise-insulating fabric as well as operating the device at lower engine speeds during work to 

the maximum extent possible.  

• Operational controls such as limiting vehicle engine idling onsite and time-of-day restrictions 

for certain activities, such as a restriction on nighttime pile driving.  
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• Using quieter or ambient-sensitive back-up alarms on construction equipment whenever 

practical.  

• Strategically positioning construction vehicles as to minimize operation near receptors and 

directing construction haul vehicles away from receptors when traveling to and from the 

work site.  

• Use of noise pathway controls, including noise barriers and enclosures free from gaps and 

holes should be placed as close as possible to construction areas.  

• Develop and submit a Noise Control Plan on a regular basis (e.g. every six months) that 

includes prediction of construction noise at sensitive locations based on the equipment and 

activities that will be used over the period of interest. If construction activities are expected 

to exceed applicable limits, the plan will identify the mitigation measures that will be 

incorporated into the activities and the amount of noise reduction achieved.  

• Public information procedures to keep the public informed about construction activities and 

efforts to minimize noise in the community.  

• Complaint response procedures for prompt response and corrective action to noise 

complaints during construction. 

• Consideration should be given to construction of the noise barrier prior to construction 

activities related to the traffic roundabout and realignment of Perimeter Road to reduce 

construction noise to the four affected properties identified above (requested by one of the 

adjacent property owners at a meeting held on March 18, 2024) 

With implementation of the recommended noise mitigation strategies (where practicable) and noise 

construction will be temporary in nature, no or small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change, no development. No impact. 

 

Site 3: During construction noise generated by construction vehicles and machinery would occur 

related to tree removal, grading, grubbing, and reseeding. Noise impacts would be restricted to the 

immediate vicinity of the site. Noise levels would vary dependent on the nature of construction 

activities and the type and model of equipment used. There are scattered residential homes located 

on Postal Road and Cider Street that may be impacted by temporary construction noise.  These 

impacts will be minimized by incorporating the following measures: 

 

• Limit construction activities to daytime hours (7 AM to 7 PM weekdays) for any 

construction within 500 feet of a residence. 

• Ensure that all engines have proper mufflers. 

• Minimize or avoid operation of noisy equipment during weekends. 

 

With implementation of the recommended mitigation measures and noise impacts are temporary, no 

or small impact. 

 

(b) The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, hospital, school, 

licensed day care center, or nursing home. 

No blasting will take place as part of the proposed action. No impact 

(c) The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. 
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Site 1: The proposed action is not expected to generate any detectable odors although the trucks and 

automobiles accessing the site will have exhaust emissions. As identified in Item 6.(a) BMPs are 

recommended to reduce emissions and any required federal or state permits will be obtained.  No to 

small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change, not development. No impact. 

Site 3: May result in temporary odors for more than one hour per day during construction activities.  

Temporary in nature and would return to existing conditions upon completion of construction. No 

to small impact. 

(d) The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. 

Site 1: 

The proposed action would include landside facilities (i.e., manufacturing/R&D, UAS/R&D, or 

aircraft storage buildings, loading docks, truck staging, access roads, and employee parking), and 

airside facilities for aircraft (i.e., aircraft parking apron and taxiways).  The proposed action will 

introduce lighting in an area where none has previously existed.  Anticipated lighting consists of 

exterior wall-mounted flood lights for loading dock areas, 30-foot pole-mounted area lighting with 

one to four fixtures in employee parking lots, and pole-mounted lighting along access roads. The 

proposed action takes place in a built environment with existing lighting in place. Two residential 

areas and the DeLutis Ball Fields are located adjacent to the site limits. 

 

Sensitive Sites for Light Emissions 

  
Source: C&S Engineers, Inc. 

 

Residential Area 1 is located approximately 1,380 feet from proposed access road lighting, 1,432 feet 

from employee parking lot lighting, and 2,572 feet from exterior wall mounted flood lights for 

proposed loading docks.  Approximately 11 residential homes are located along North Bell Road or 

Perimeter Road.  There are existing tree screens, reserved green space, and proposed tree plantings 

along access roads that will shield residences from proposed action lighting (refer to Attachment 1).  

Therefore, no lighting impacts are expected for residences located in Residential Area 1. 
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Residential Area 2 is located approximately 1,360 feet from proposed access road lighting, 1,872 feet 

from employee parking lot lighting, and 2,990 feet from exterior wall mounted flood lights for 

proposed loading docks.  In addition, Residential Area 2 is located adjacent to proposed road 

improvements to Mohawk Drive (i.e., traffic roundabout).  This area contains four residential 

properties.  One home has existing trees and a screened six-foot fence that shields views of the 

proposed action.  The three remaining homes have six-foot screened fencing that shield views of the 

proposed action at ground level (refer to Attachment 1).  One home has a second-floor porch that 

would make components of the proposed action and associated lighting visible.  However, current 

lighting existing along Mohawk Drive, and DeLutis Ball Fields contain flood lighting for night-time 

games.  Ground level views from all residential homes are shielded and the proposed action includes 

construction of a 10-foot noise barrier wall between these residences and the road improvements on 

Mohawk Drive (i.e., traffic roundabout).  Additionally, the property owner with a second-floor 

balcony indicated they wouldn’t want anything to block their views of the airport from their 

residence and did not indicate any concerns related to the proposed lighting. Therefore, no lighting 

impacts are expected for residences located in Residential Area 2.    

 

DeLutis Ball Field is located approximately 166 feet from proposed access road lighting, 386 feet 

from employee parking lot lighting, and 1,560 feet from exterior wall mounted flood lights for 

proposed loading docks.  In addition, DeLutis Ball Fields are located adjacent to proposed road 

improvements with associated street lighting along Perimeter Road (refer to Attachment 1).  The 

Rome Baseball Association leases property from Oneida County and is responsible for all ball field 

amenities, operations, maintenance, and upkeep.  A meeting was held with the RBA director to 

discuss the Proposed Project and identify potential concerns.  The RBA director expressed concerns 

related to proposed action lighting along roads and flood lighting that could affect visibility for ball 

players during night-time games (i.e., light glare).   The use of hooded lights was discussed as a 

measure to prevent glare associated with street lighting and flood lights for building loading docks. 

 

With implementation of the recommended mitigation measures and the fact that existing tree screens 

exist between the proposed action and residential areas, no or small impact. 

 

16. Impact on Human Health: 

The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure to new or existing sources of 

contaminants. 

(a) The proposed action is located within 1,500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day care center, group 

home, nursing home or retirement community. 

Site 1: The Clough Pre-K Center is located approximately 1,440 feet from the project site (south of 

the Route 825/Perimeter Road intersection). No hospitals, schools, nursing homes, or retirement 

communities are located within 1,500 feet of the site.  The Clough Pre-K Center is separated from 

the project site by major roadways, open space and buildings. The Pre-K Center is not exposed to 

existing sources of contaminants, nor will it be exposed to new sources as a result of the proposed 

action. No or small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 
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Site 3: No contaminants have been identified on or near the site, project includes the removal of 

trees, grading, grubbing, and reseeding to create new Upland Sandpiper habitat and will not generate 

new sources of contaminants. No impact. 

(b) Based on a review of the NYS DEC DECinfo Locator15 the site of the proposed action is not 

currently undergoing remediation. 

 

(c) Is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site remediation on, or 

adjacent to, the site of the proposed action. 

Site 1: Yes, completed site remediation is located adjacent to Site 1 on other portions of the Airport 

property.  

Based on a review of the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation Database, the Griffiss Air 

Force Base is part of the State Superfund Program.16 The entire Former Griffiss Air Force Base 

encompasses approximately 3,550 acres. As a result of the various national defense missions carried 

out at the former Griffiss AFB since 1942, hazardous and toxic substances were used, and hazardous 

wastes were generated, stored, or disposed of at various sites on the installation. An Inter-Agency 

Agreement (IAG) has been negotiated to address these areas through Remedial Investigation/ 

Feasibility Studies (RI/FSs). The parties involved in the agreement are the US Department of 

Defense (DOD), the USEPA and the NYSDEC. The majority of the Base, 2,900 acres in total, has 

been deleted from the NPL. The remaining active sites (approximately 650 acres) remain on the 

NPL. The Air Force began PFAS investigation work at Griffiss in 2014. The Site Inspection at the 

Fire Training area in 2016 found considerable PFOS contamination in all media (refer to Attachment 

1). A base-wide Site Inspection has been completed for perfluorinated compounds which covers the 

rest of the base. A supplemental creek sampling report has been completed. 

Impacts on Base are documented for all media: soil, sediment, groundwater, surface water, biota. 

Impacts on both Three and Six Mile Creeks have been documented and have been largely addressed. 

There are also impacts to the groundwater on site as evidenced by volatile organics that had been 

found in monitoring wells. Several groundwater plumes are being remediated on Base either through 

monitored natural attenuation or active treatment systems. Many areas of concern have been 

remediated through soil and sediment excavation. The Site Inspection at the Fire Training area in 

2016 found considerable PFOS contamination in all media. Significant PFOS contamination was 

later found at additional AOCs, with the highest levels found at current and former fire stations. 

Solvents and glycols were detected in private water supplies at levels above the drinking water 

standards in a small area southeast of the base. Public water was extended to the impacted area. An 

eighteen-month private well monitoring program was conducted in areas not served by public water 

and no evidence of area wide glycol contamination was identified. A fish consumption advisory is in 

place for white suckers in Three Mile Creek. Access to areas of concern on the site are controlled. 

As identified in 16.(e), to minimize potential impacts to human health mitigation measures and best 

management practices (BMPs) are recommended if hazardous substances, contaminated soils, or 

 
15 
https://gisservices.dec.ny.gov/gis/dil/?_gl=1*1pwt204*_ga*MTM5MzI5ODc4Ni4xNzExNzQ5ODMw*_ga_QEDRGF4PYB*MTc
0MTYyMTE0Ny44OC4wLjE3NDE2MjExNDcuMC4wLjA. 
 
16 https://extapps.dec.ny.gov/cfmx/extapps/derexternal/haz/details.cfm?pageid=3 
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other regulated materials are encountered during any phase of construction.  With the 

implementation of these measures, no or small impact.   

Sites 2: N/A, zoning change, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: No, there are no emergency spill remediation, or completed environmental site remediation 

on, or adjacent to the site (refer to Attachment 1). No impact. 

(d) Is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the property (e.g., easement or deed 

restriction). 

Site 1: The site is subject to institutional controls limiting use of the property. As part of the former 

Griffiss Air Force Base, the Airport site is part of the Installation Restoration Program (IRP), which 

is “a comprehensive program designed to address contamination from past activities and restore 

Army lands to useable conditions”.  The purpose of the program is to “identify, investigate and clean 

up hazardous substances, pollutants and contaminants that pose environmental health and safety 

risks at active military installations and formerly used defense sites (FUDS)”. The IRP response 

actions are conducted in accordance with the provisions of CERCLA and the National Oil and 

Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan. In 1990, an Interagency Agreement among the 

EPA, NYSDEC, and Griffiss Air Force base was signed to remediate the site. As part of the 

program, the following land restrictions were placed on the sites to prevent the public from 

encountering the contaminants: 

• Development and use of the property is restricted to industrial, commercial, and non-

residential land uses. 

• Soil / groundwater intrusive work, groundwater consumption, and groundwater well 

installation are prohibited without prior approval from the New York State Department of 

Health (NYSDOH). 

Sites 2 & 3 are not the subject of institutional controls. No impact. 

(e) The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place to ensure that 

the site remains protective of the environment and human health. 

Site 1: Since the former Griffiss Air Force Base (which includes the Airport) is on the NPL and is 

part of the IRP, Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESA) were completed by C&S Engineers, 

Inc. for various portions of Site 1 in October 2022 and March of 2024.   A Phase II ESA was 

conducted in an area where five underground storage tanks were previously located (completed by 

C&S Engineers, Inc. in January 2023).  The Phase II ESA determined there was a potential to 

encounter hazardous materials within the Project area. Based on the September 2022 investigation, 

“if site development requires excavation in the areas of the former USTs, special measures may be needed…since 

previous reports indicated that contaminated soil may remain under Building 222. The building also has a floor drain 

system and trenches associated with jet powered aircraft exhaust.  It is expected that fuel or petroleum contaminated 

materials are present in these structures”.  

The Phase II ESA noted “if site development requires excavation in the areas of the former USTs adjacent to 

Building 222 (former Building 5771), special measures may be needed…since previous reports indicated that 

contaminated soil may remain under Building 222. The building also has a floor drain system and trenches associated 

with jet powered aircraft exhaust.  It is expected that fuel or petroleum contaminated materials are present in these 

structures” 
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According to USAF documents, PFC (polyfluoroalkyl and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS)) 

impacted soil, and groundwater is present at the former Fire Protection Training Area (FPTA) which 

is located adjacent to the Project area. A base wide evaluation to identify potential non- Aqueous 

Film Forming Foam (AFFF) sources of PFAS that may have been used at the base is currently 

ongoing, but results are not available at this time. Due to the Proposed Project’s location, there is a 

potential to encounter PFAS contaminated soil, sediment, surface water, or groundwater during 

construction.  Coordination with the USEPA Region 2, NYSDEC, NYSDOH, and USAF will be 

required prior to construction activities taking place. 

In addition, based on a review of USAF documents, PCB impacted soil is present within the far 

southern extent of the project site (electrical substation).  Groundwater use is prohibited. 

Contaminated soil cannot leave the site limits. The USAF must be notified before excavation work. 

The site can only be used for industrial, commercial, and non-residential use. 

To minimize potential impacts to human health the following mitigation measures and best 

management practices (BMPs) are recommended if hazardous substances, contaminated soils, or 

other regulated materials are encountered during any phase of construction: 

• Hazardous Material Assessments – Building demolition will be performed consistent with 

state and local regulations. Prior to demolition, hazardous building materials (e.g. asbestos, 

lead-paint, fluorescent lighting, drums, etc.) will be inventoried, tested, and disposed 

properly. Uncontaminated building materials (e.g. wood, concrete, sheetrock, etc.) will be 

disposed of at a NYSDEC permitted construction and demolition (C&D) debris facility.  

• Dust Abatement Program – Project contract specifications would include a dust abatement 

program to minimize potential public health impacts associated with exposure to 

contaminants in soil dust. 

• Potential to Encounter Physically Contaminated Soils or Groundwater during Construction 

–Contract specifications would require that a contingency plan be prepared if evidence of 

potential soil or groundwater contamination (e.g. discoloration, sheen, and odors), debris, or 

buried storage containers are encountered during design or construction of project 

components. The plan would contain procedures for sampling and analysis of potentially 

hazardous substances, including use of a photoionization detector. The required handling, 

storage, and disposal methods would depend on the types and concentrations of chemicals 

identified in the soil. However, soil shall be handled and disposed of consistent with local, 

state, and federal regulations. Any needed site investigations or remediation would comply 

with applicable laws and be coordinated with the appropriate regulatory agencies. In 

addition, the NYSDEC 24-hour Spill Hotline will be notified if contaminated materials are 

encountered. 

• Potential to Encounter PFC Contaminated Soil, Sediment, Surface Water, or Groundwater 

during Construction – There are no existing reports indicating PFC contamination from the 

former FPTA has migrated to the Project area, which is located hydraulically cross-gradient. 

A Remedial Investigation (RI) is planned for the former FPTA to determine the nature and 

extent of PFC impacts, although the timing is not known. Well in advance of the 

construction work in this area, the owner and engineer must coordinate with the USAF, 

USEPA, NYSDOH, and NYSDEC to determine the status and coordinate items such as: 

♦ Results of additional studies and investigations. 

♦ Responsibilities of the parties involved. 

♦ Protocols for sampling and analysis of media. 
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♦ Handling, storage, and disposal methods for suspected or documented contaminated 

media. 

♦ The need and scope of mitigation or management plans.  

• Health and Safety Plan – A project-specific Health and Safety Plan, applicable to all 

excavation activities in the areas around current Building 222 (former Building 5771), former 

Buildings 5773 and 5774, and the electrical substation would be prepared to establish 

policies and procedures to protect workers and the public from potential hazards posed by 

hazardous materials. The plan would be prepared according to Federal and State OSHA 

regulations and submitted to the USAF as well as other agencies having jurisdiction before 

site activities could precede. 

• Removal of USTs – If unknown USTs are discovered during construction, work in the area 

would stop to allow the UST, associated piping, and impacted soil to be removed by a 

licensed and experienced UST removal contractor. The UST and contaminated soil would be 

removed in compliance with applicable county and state requirements governing UST 

removal.  

• Groundwater Monitoring Wells – An existing groundwater monitoring well on the east side 

of former Building 5773 and a temporary groundwater monitoring well on the southwest 

corner of Building 222 were identified during Phase I ESA activities. If the well is no longer 

needed, it shall be decommissioned by a qualified environmental drilling firm consistent with 

NYSDEC or USEPA requirements. If the USAF indicates the well must remain, the 

contractor will be required to protect the well. 

• Hazardous Materials Handling – Consistent with requirements of the Stormwater Pollution 

Prevention Plan, (SWPPP) the construction contractor would be required to implement 

BMPs for handling hazardous materials onsite. The use of construction BMPs would 

minimize negative effects on groundwater and soils, and would include the following: 

• All hazardous materials would be stored, labeled, and disposed of in accordance with state 

and local regulations. The contractors would also be held responsible for reporting any 

discharges of hazardous materials or other similar substances during construction. 

• Spill control and countermeasures, including employee spill prevention/response training 

would be implemented.  

• Overtopping of construction equipment fuel gas tanks would be prohibited. 

• During routine maintenance of construction equipment, grease and oils would be properly 

contained and removed. 

• Discarded containers of fuels and other chemicals would be properly disposed of. 

• Recycling and Disposal of Oil and Other Solvents – Oil and other solvents used during 

maintenance of construction equipment would be recycled or disposed of in accordance 

with applicable regulatory requirements. All hazardous materials would be transported, 

handled and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements. 

• Potential Accidental Release of Hazardous Materials – In the event of an accidental release 

of hazardous materials during construction, containment and clean up would occur in 

accordance with applicable regulatory requirements. 

• Contract specifications would require that a contingency plan be prepared in the event that 

evidence of potential soil or groundwater contamination (e.g., discoloration, sheen, and 

odors), debris, or buried storage containers are encountered during design or construction of 

the Proposed Project. 
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• USAF, NYSDEC, and NYSDOH will be notified and coordinated with regarding work 

adjacent to and within the electrical substation. Earthwork in this area will be performed by a 

qualified environmental contractor. 

With the implementation of the above mitigation measures, no or small impact.   

Sites 2 & 3 are not the subject of institutional controls. No impact. 

(f) The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future generation, 

treatment, and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the environment and human 

health. 

The proposed action will not involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of 

hazardous waste. No impact. 

(g) The proposed action does not involve the construction or modification of a solid waste management 

facility. No Impact. 

 

(h) The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste. 

 

Site 1: Based on the information contained in 16.(c), (d), and (e) above, the proposed action is not 

expected to result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste.  With the mitigation measures and 

BMPs identified in 16.(e), no or small impact. 

 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

 

Site 3: The NYSDEC EAF Mapper Summary Report contained in Part 1 of the FEAF, identified 

digital mapping data is not available or incomplete and NYS DEC DECinfo Locator did not identify 

any contaminated sites.  The EPA Cleanups in My Community site was reviewed and did not identify 

any brownfield, superfund, or RCRA corrective actions within the project limits.17 No impact. 

 

(i) The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, or solid waste. 

Site 1: Increases in solid waste generation and disposal are anticipated for new facility operations 

(manufacturing, UAS/R&D, manufacturing/R&D, aeronautical use for manufacturing related to 

UAS/advanced air mobility (AAM) technologies, associated office space), and construction activities.  

Typical waste generated from industrial/manufacturing facilities include plastic, scrap metal, 

industrial foam, old corrugated cardboard.  Typical waste generated from office spaces and 

employees include trash, mixed paper products, food scraps, plastics, and general waste (coffee cups, 

Styrofoam plates). 

In addition to facility operations, solid waste will be generated from construction activities.  Typical 

waste generated from construction activities include asphalt, concrete slabs, buildings, and land 

clearing debris (soil, rocks, timber, vegetation). 

All solid waste generated from the proposed action will be disposed of at the Oneida-Herkimer 

Regional Landfill. This landfill is a permitted facility that can accept non-hazardous residential, 

commercial, and industrial waste and construction and demolition debris. According to the Solid 

 
17 Cleanups in My Community | US EPA 
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Waste Management Permit, the approved design capacity of solid waste is 1,000 tons per day.  No or 

small impact. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development taking place. No impact. 

Site 3: Disposal for solid waste generated on-site during construction (i.e., trees, vegetation) will be 

taken off-site to the Oneida-Herkimer Regional Landfill. No or small impact. 

(j) The proposed action will not result in the excavation or other disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site 

used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. 

 

(k) The proposed action will not result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill site to adjacent 

off site structures. 

 

(l) The proposed action is not expected to result in the release of contaminated leachate from the 

project sites. 

 

(m) Other impacts: None 

 

17. Consistency with Community Plans: 

The proposed action is consistent with adopted land use plans. 

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

surrounding land use pattern(s). 

Site 1:  

Land Use: On Airport construction activities will convert vacant land to a mix of aeronautical and 

non-aeronautical development.  Aeronautical uses include UAS/R&D buildings/hangers, 

UAS/AAM manufacturing hangars, aircraft parking apron, access roads and automobile parking 

areas. Non-aeronautical uses include manufacturing/R&D facilities, access roads, and automobile 

parking areas).  Off-airport construction activities will not alter existing land uses.  Specifically, 

current roadways will be improved with the construction of a roundabout at the intersection of 

Perimeter Road and Mohawk Drive.  Utility corridors will be restored to existing conditions upon 

completion of construction (paved entrance roads, automobile parking areas, mowed lawn, or paved 

nature trails).   

The proposed action aligns with the long-term land use objectives and plans developed for the City 

of Rome, Oneida County, and the Mohawk Valley region by providing development opportunities, 

encouraging new investment, and growing the local tax base. 

Zoning: Currently part of Griffiss Business Redevelopment District based on City of Rome zoning 

codes (ARTICLE VIII). Per the zoning code, the GB Griffiss Park redevelopment district is intended to 

address the Griffiss Business and Technology Park within the city. The purpose of the district is to support the high 

quality, state-of-the-art business and technology center, within a work environment that blends operational efficiency 

with a pleasing atmosphere. In order to address the different functional and aesthetic character areas within the Griffiss 

Business and Technology Park, the GB district is divided into a series of sub-districts with tailored dimensional 

standards, permitted uses, and design and development standards.  

The majority of the proposed action will take place within the Airfield/UAS sub-district. 

Development of a roundabout will occur within the Rome Lab/R&D/Office Campus (GB-RL) and 
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Conservation Recreation (GB-CV) sub-districts. Additionally, utility corridors will also be developed 

within these three sub-districts.   

The City of Rome’s Zoning Code does not explicitly state permissible or impermissible uses within 

the Airfield/UAS sub-district. However, uses in this area, on airport property are subject to FAA 

rules and regulations. Additionally, “uses that may interfere with airfield operations must be 

specifically approved by the FAA.”  

Per the City of Rome’s Zoning Code, utilities are permitted within all sub-districts of the GB zoning 

district. However, they are a special use and require special use approval. All new and rebuilt exterior 

on-site utilities such as drainage systems, sewers, gas lines, water lines, and electrical, telephone, and 

communications wires and equipment must be installed and maintained underground.   

Regarding development of the roundabout, the City of Rome’s Zoning Code does not identify 

whether roundabouts are a permissible or impermissible use within the GB district. However, it is 

anticipated that development of the roundabout will occur within existing right-of-way property and 

in property that will be acquired and transitioned to right-of-way for its development. Per Section 80-

1.5.-Exemptions, “the provision of this code does not apply to land located within rights of way.” 

Article XXII.-Right-Of-Way and Access Standards, discusses the purpose of right-of-way “to 

provide safe, convenient, and functional pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular traffic flow.”  Right-of-way 

and sidewalk design standards and dimensions of the proposed roundabout must be consistent and 

in alignment with those set forth by the city engineer.   

Although the proposed development on Site 1 is compatible with the City of Rome Zoning Code, 

the County is working with the City of Rome to rezone the on-Airport development area to GB-FI 

flex industrial development. The GB-FI sub-district is reserved for high tech and light industrial uses. 

Including industrial design; industrial, artisan; industrial, general; office; research and development; 

specialized food production; solar energy systems, Tier 1; and warehouse.  

Since development will be consistent with the dimensional standards, set back requirements, height 

standards, etc. outlined in the Zoning Code, no or small impact. 

Site 2: As discussed previously in Item 11, Site 2 is an officially designated recreational/open space 

area (Mohawk Glen Golf Course).  A zoning change is included as part of the proposed action (from 

GB-CV to GB-FI) and the site will no longer be operated as a golf course. The loss of the 

recreational resource is not considered significant since other public and private golf course existing 

within the City of Rome (3 public, 1 private) and another 30 golf courses within 20 miles of Rome18.  

No other impacts to public resources would occur.  No or small impact. 

Site 3: Existing land uses consist of vacant land, and farmland.  The proposed tree removal results in 

a conversion of forested areas to grassland habitat for Upland Sandpiper habitat, however existing 

land uses will not change.  No impact.  

(c) The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town, or village in which the 

project is located to grow by more than 5%.  

Site 1: The population of the City of Rome is approximately 31,576, and a 5% growth would be an 

increase of 1,579 people.  A memo was prepared during coordination with the Rome City School 

District to determine the school district’s ability to accommodate the projected increase in population 

/ students.  At site build out, the number of employees that would be new to the region (within a 45-

 
18 35 Golf Courses near Rome, NY - Public & Private | GolfLink 
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minute drive radius) was 1,412 and 494 new to the City of Rome. This falls below the FEAF 

threshold, no or small impact. 

Sites 2 & 3 will not result in increases in population. No impact. 

(d) The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations. 

Refer to 17.(a). 

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

Site 1: The proposed action is consistent with the currently approved Airport Layout Plan dated 

2016, the Griffiss Land Development Corporation and County of Oneida Proposed Plan for the 

Development of an Airport Business & Industrial Park, as well as the Griffiss International Airport 

Business Plan identify Airport land property and how it will be recognized in the long-term as a basis 

for recruitment and attraction efforts by the Airport and surrounding areas.  

The Griffiss International Airport Business Plan recommends “a plan of action to improve the 

Airport’s financial performance and long-term viability as a provider of jobs and general aviation 

services to Oneida County and the broader Utica-Rome metropolitan area.” Furthermore, this plan 

presents an overall strategic direction and 5-year plan for the Airport to further the Airport’s vision 

as a nexus of economic activity for the region. No regional land use plans are in place for the project 

area. No impact. 

Site 2: This site is classified as a public golf course. No county or regional land use plans are in place 

for the project area. Site 2 is a zoning change that also includes discontinuing operation of the golf 

course (County has acquired).  The zoning change will change the land use from public golf course to 

GB-FI (Griffiss Business-Flexible Industrial development use). The loss of the golf course is not 

considered significant since there are four additional golf courses located within the City of Rome (3 

public, 1 private) and another 30 golf courses within 20 miles of Rome. No or small impact. 

Site 3: A portion of what is known as the former Oneida County Airport property is located within 

Site 3. Mohawk Valley EDGE completed the Oneida County Business Park Redevelopment Plan 

and Design Guidelines Report in October 2009.  This plan “set forth a vision and an action plan for the 

redevelopment of the former Oneida County Airport and Oneida County Business Park into a thriving commercial and 

industrial center for Oneida County and Mohawk Valley”.  Recommended development included a Mega 

Site west of Cider Street and Opportunity Sites located east of Cider Street adjacent to Postal Road.  

No interest has been shown by developers in these sites compared with Site 1 where there has been a 

number of interested developers the County has been working with.  Site 1 is the largest remaining 

developable site in Oneida County and is considered a prime development location.  As part of an 

ongoing NEPA Environmental Assessment for Site 1, breeding habitat for the state threatened 

Upland Sandpiper would be impacted (approximately 62.41 acres).  As a result, NYSDEC required a 

3:1 mitigation ratio and creation of approximately 187.23 acres of new habitat.  Based on discussions 

with the DEC and numerous criteria that needed to be met, the site of the former Oneida County 

Airport was identified as a feasible site for creation of new Upland Sandpiper habitat.  This will result 

in the loss of land that was recommended for future commercial and industrial development.  The 

loss of land / conversion to new Upland Sandpiper habitat is not considered significant when 

weighing the benefits that can be obtained by focusing development activities on Site 1 (286-acre 

site).  No or small impact. 

(f) The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential, or commercial 

development not included in the proposed action). 
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Site 1:  Although infrastructure, such as electric, natural gas, public water, sewer and 

telecommunications will be extended to the this is not expected to act as a catalyst to induce 

secondary development since all infrastructure proposed as part of this project will only serve the 

proposed project elements. 

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact 

Site 3: N/A, creation of Upland Sandpiper habitat only includes tree removal, grading, grubbing, and 

reseeding no site development is taking place.  No impact. 

18. Consistency with Community Character: 

The proposed project is consistent with the existing community character 

(a) The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas of historic 

importance to the community. 

Refer to Item 10. No impact. 

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

fire). 

Site 1: The Proposed Project will employ approximately 2,981 employees at full build out.  This will 

result in an increase in population to the surrounding area which may affect demand on public 

services such as fire, police, ambulances, health care facilities, and schools.  Additionally, operation of 

the facilities (1.9 million SF) will increase the demand for utilities (water, sewer, electric, gas) and 

telecommunications.  To determine whether the public services could accommodate 

consultation/coordination took place with service providers.  Based on consultation services are 

adequate and no improvements are needed for the following public services: 

• City of Rome Fire Department  

• City of Rome Police Department  

• AmCare Ambulance 

• Rome Health  

• Rome City School District 

Improvements will be required for the following public services:  

• City of Rome Department of Public Works (Water, Sanitary Sewer) 

• Griffiss Utility Services Corporation (Electric) 

• National Grid (Natural Gas) 

• Northland Communications (Telecommunications) 

For public services that require improvements, further coordination took place during the planning 

and design process with all substantive comments addressed during preliminary design. Preliminary 

design identified specific improvements needed to accommodate the increased electric, water, sewer, 

and natural gas needs of the proposed Site 1 development.  Refer to Item 14.(a).  Sanitary sewer and 

water are discussed below. 

Sanitary Sewerage: Operation of the new building facilities totaling 1.9 million SF (includes one 

1,000,000 SF manufacturing building, four small manufacturing/R&D buildings ranging from 48,000 

SF to 200,000 SF, four small UAS/R&D buildings totaling 100,000 SF, one 13,000 SF small aviation 
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use hangar, and one 348,500 SF large aviation use hangar) will result in an increase in the discharge of 

wastewater into the sewer collection system because of employees. Coordination with the City of 

Rome DPW indicated the following elements are required for connection to the existing sanitary 

sewer system: 

• An 8” diameter sanitary sewer main is proposed to service the proposed action.  

• The proposed 8” diameter sanitary sewer main will tie into the existing sanitary sewer 

manhole in the intersection of Mohawk Drive and Perimeter Road.  

• The proposed 8” diameter sanitary sewer main will be routed north to the proposed action 

within a proposed 50ft wide utility corridor on the west side of Perimeter Road.  

• Sanitary sewer manholes will be spaced every 400 ft along the 8” diameter sanitary sewer 

main.  

• Individual branch/service lines will be provided for each proposed building at the time of 

development for each site/building per State, County, and local standards/codes. 

Based on coordination with the City of Rome DPW, a preliminary analysis of the existing site 

utilities, and estimated demand for the proposed action, wastewater service will be provided with no 

negative impact to the system 

Water: Operation of the new building facilities totaling 1.9 million SF will result in an increase in the 

use of potable water as a result of employees.  Coordination with the City of Rome DPW indicate the 

following elements are required for connection to the existing water system: 

• A 12” diameter water main loop is proposed to service the proposed action.  

• The proposed 12” diameter water main will tie into the existing 8” diameter water main that 

extends north to the proposed action.  

• Fire Hydrants will be spaced every 500 ft along the 12” diameter water main loop.  

• Individual branch/service lines and hydrants will be provided for each proposed building at 

the time of development for each site/building per City of Rome Fire Department and 

Department of Public Works requirements.  

Based on coordination with the City of Rome DPW, a preliminary analysis of the existing site 

utilities, and estimated demand for the proposed action, water service will be provided with no 

negative impact to the system 

With the recommended improvements, there will be adequate capacity to accommodate the 

proposed action needs, no or small impacts.  

Site 2: N/A, zoning change, no development.  No impact. 

 

Site 3: N/A, involves tree removal, grading, grubbing, and reseeding. No impact. 

 

(c) The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized or designated 

public resources. 

Site 1: As has been discussed previously, Site 1 does contain officially designated public resources 

(see Item 11.(b) and Item 13). The proposed action results in temporary construction impacts to 

recreational/open space resources (Rome Baseball Association and Griffiss International Sculpture 

Park facilities) that will be restored to existing conditions post construction.  Transportation 

infrastructure will be altered to construct a traffic roundabout that includes realignment of Perimeter 
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Road.  With implementation of the mitigation measures identified in Items 11.(b) and Item 13, no or 

small impact. 

Site 2: As discussed previously in Item 11.(b), Site 2 contains an officially designated 

recreational/open space area (Mohawk Glen Golf Course).  A zoning change is included as part of 

the proposed action (from GB-CV to GB-FI) and the site will no longer be operated as a golf course. 

The loss of the recreational resource is not considered significant since other public and private golf 

course existing within the City of Rome (3 public, 1 private) and another 30 golf courses within 20 

miles of Rome.  No other impacts to public resources would occur.  No or small impact. 

Site 3: As has been discussed previously, Site 3 does not include an officially designated public 

resource. This item has been as part of the discussion on the Impact on Open Space Resources and 

Impact on Transportation and noted the proposed action does not create the loss of a recreational 

resource, impact an informal community open space resource, or impact active transportation 

infrastructure. Nor does the Town have an adopted Open Space Plan. No impact. 

(d) The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and character. 

 

Site 1: Includes the demolition of two buildings, Building 222 (former Hush House Building) and the 

Tactical Air Navigation System (TACAN) electrical building. The conceptual plan developed for the 

site includes construction of new building structures for aeronautical and non-aeronautical uses.  

These buildings would be consistent with the surrounding airport buildings in regard to architectural 

scale and character.  No or small impact.  

 

Sites 2 & 3 do not involve the removal or construction of buildings or structures. No impact. 

 

(e) The proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. 

Site 1: The site landscape is predominantly mowed lawn or mowed lawn with trees.  There are some 

areas of successional northern hardwoods, paved roads/paths (i.e., primarily old taxiway pavement), 

and urban structures (i.e., hush house). The natural landscape will change to a built environment 

upon full build out of the site with the construction of buildings, roads, and vehicle/truck parking 

areas.  Although natural landscape will change, it is taking place within and adjacent to currently built 

areas (i.e., airport runways/taxiways, aircraft parking apron, terminal building, and hangar storage.  

Impacts to 62.41 acres of the state threatened Upland Sandpiper breeding habitat (grassland areas) 

have been addressed through the creation of new habitat on Site 3 (Refer to Item 7.(a)) and 30 acres 

within the site will be preserved as grasslands.  No or small impact.  

Site 2: N/A, zoning change only, no development. No impact. 

Site 3: The landscape is predominantly low growing vegetation, forested areas, farmland, or mowed 

lawn.  Removal of trees will alter the landscape, however, areas where trees are removed will be 

graded, grubbed, and reseeded with NYSDEC approved grassland mixes to support creation of new 

habitat for the Upland Sandpiper.  No changes to mowed lawn areas or farmland will take place. No 

to small impact.  
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19. Impact on Disadvantaged Communities 

The proposed project may impact a disadvantaged community (DAC) for Site 1. No DACs would be 

impacted for Sites 2 and 3.  All discussion below is for Site 1 only. 

(a) Site is located within ½ mile of a disadvantaged community that has been identified as having a 

comparatively higher burden or vulnerabilities by the Disadvantaged Community Assessment Tool 

(DACAT). 

 

Site 1:  Based on a review of Statewide DACs within 0.5 Miles of Project Area 

 

Source: NYSDEC Disadvantaged Community Assessment Tool 

(b) The proposed action may create new air emissions or increase air emissions within a DAC. 

 

Refer to 6.(a) and 6.(c). 

 

(c) The proposed action will not create new wastewater treatment or discharges, or expand existing 

wastewater treatment or discharges, within a DAC. 

 

Refer to 3.(k), and 18.(b). 

 

(d) The proposed action creates or expands a solid or hazardous waste management facility, or involves 

the generation of solid or hazardous waste, within or near a disadvantaged community. 

 

Refer to 16.(h), 16.(i), and 16.(j). 

 

(e) The proposed action may increase traffic within a DAC. 



36 

 

Refer to 13.(a). 

 

(f) The proposed action affects or involves industrial and or manufacturing land uses. 

 

Refer to 17.(a). 

Additional potential impacts include  

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

phases. Refer to 1.(e). 

• Increased soil erosion. Refer to 1.(f). 

• Increased stormwater runoff. Refer to 3.(b). 

• Increase in energy demand, sanitary sewer, and water. Refer to 14.(a) and 18.(b). 

• Noise, odor, and light. Refer to 15.(a), 15.(c), and 15.(d). 

• Human health associated with environmental site remediation taking place on Griffiss International. 

Refer to 16.(c), 16.(d), and 16.(e). 

Determination 

Based on the information currently available to the Oneida County Board of Legislature and the above 

analysis and evaluation of all relevant and probable environmental impacts related to the activities and actions 

herein proposed, and after reviewing the Full EAF Part 1 and Part 2 together with the documentation 

provided, the Oneida County Board of Legislature hereby concludes and determines, that an Environmental 

Impact Statement (EIS) will not be required for the proposed Project because this Action will not result in 

any significant adverse environmental impacts and a negative declaration is appropriate. 
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