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Notice of Completion of Draft EIS
And
Notice of Joint Hearing on Draft EIS and
Applications for Site Plan and Special Permit Approvals

Lead Agency: Town of Goshen Planning Board
Address: 41 Webster Avenue, Goshen, New York 10924
Date: May 2, 2016

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to Article 8 (State
Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law and Chapter 97 of the Town of
Goshen Code entitled “Zoning.” A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”) has been submitted by
the project applicant, Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul to the Town of Goshen Planning Board, as lead
agency, for the proposed action described below. The Planning Board has determined that the DEIS is
adequate for public review.

The applicant will provide for the placement of the DEIS on www.townofgoshen.org and full copies of the
DEIS will be made available at the Town Building Department located in Town Hall (41 Webster Avenue,
Goshen) during normal business hours as well as the Goshen Public Library (203 Main Street, Goshen).

Public Hearing: Pursuant to 6 NYCRR 617.9 (a) (4) and § 97-76 F (1) and § 97-72 F (2) of the Town of
Goshen Zoning Law a joint public hearing will be held on Tuesday, May 31, 2016 at 7:30 P.M. at the Town
of Goshen, Town Hall, 41 Webster Avenue, 20 Floor, Goshen, New York 10924, at which time the Town of
Goshen Planning Board will receive comments on both the DEIS and Application for Site Plan and Special
Permit Approval. Written comments will be received during normal business hours prior to the public
hearing by the Building Department, and for ten (10) days following the close of the public hearing.

Title of Action: Amy’s Kitchen & Science of the Soul
SEQRA Status: Type I

Contact Person/Address: Hon. Lee Bergus Chairman
Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue
Goshen, New York 10924
(845) 294-6430

Description of Action:

Amy’s Kitchen proposes to construct an approximately 369,000 square foot food manufacturing facility with
parking and supporting accessory structures on property totaling 60.1+/- acres.

Science of the Soul proposes to a construct a Conference Center comprising a 200,000 square foot open-air
pavilion and supporting parking and restroom facilities; an approximately 80,000 square foot multi-
purpose/family area building; an approximately 38,000 squate foot central building; an approximately 8,000
square foot maintenance barn, two caretaker residences of approximately 2,400 square feet each and an
approximately 4,500 square foot guest house, together with associated parking all on property totaling 195
+/- acres.

The DEIS also assesses the related actions of extending sewer and water lines from the Amy’s and Science of



the Soul sites to the City of Middletown and creation of a principal vehicle access from NYS Route 17M that
will service the Amy’s and Science of the Soul facilities as well as the Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center.

The DEIS also assesses the potential future action of a subdivision of approximately 11.6 acres from the “Ver
Hage Property” for a potential future 70,000 +/- square foot warehouse use.

Location:

The Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility will be located proximate to Hartley Road on parcels designated on
the Town of Goshen tax maps as Section 12, Block 1, Lots 1.222, 19.2, and 1.41 (referred to generally as the
(“Ver Hage” and “Lipoff” properties).

Science of the Soul will be located proximate to Echo Lake Road on properties designated on the
Town of Goshen tax maps as Section12, Block 1, Lots 24.2 and 23.2 and Section 10 Block 1, Lot 11.2
(referred to generally as the Echo Lake and Strong Farm properties).

The sewer and water service lines will be located primarily within the bounds of the Heritage Trail proximate
to Echo Lake Road in the Town of Goshen and then extend through portions of Wawayanda and into the
City of Middletown.

The potential Warehouse Use will be located on the Ver Hage property on an approximately 11.6+/- acre lot.
Potential Environmental Impacts:

Potential Environmental Impacts assessed in the DEIS include those relating to: Geology and Soils;
Topography; Surface Water Resources; Vegetation and Wildlife; Groundwater/Water Supply; Wastewater
Management; Stormwater Management; Traffic; Noise; Utilities and Solid Waste Disposal; Land use and
Zoning; Community Services; Fiscal Impacts; Visual Resources; Environmental Contamination; Cultural
Resources; Agriculture; Air Quality; Construction Impacts; Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts,
Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources and Growth Inducing Impacts.

Copies of this Notice Sent to:

See Attached Distribution List



AMY'S KITCHEN/SCIENCE OF THE SOUL
NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF DEIS DISTRIBUTION LIST

TOWN OF GOSHEN

Town of Goshen
Goshen Town Hall

41 Webster Ave
Goshen, NY 10924
Phone: (845) 294-6430

(Copies to: Planning Board, Town Board, Environmental Review Board, Town Clerk, Zoning Board
of Appeals, and Building Inspector)

Broderick Knoell, Superintendent
Town of Goshen Highway Department
44 Police Hwy

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 294-6033

Sean T. Hoffman, PE

H2M architects + engineers

2 Executive Boulevard, Suite 401
Suffern, NY 10901

(845) 357-7238

Kelly M. Naughton, Esq.
Burke, Miele & Golden, LLP
40 Matthews Street, Suite 209
P.O. Box 216

Goshen, New York 10924
(845) 294-4080

INVOLVED AGENCIES

Basil Seggos, Acting Commissioner

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
625 Broadway

Albany, NY 12233-1011

(518) 402-8545

Mr. Daniel Whitehead
Regional Permit Administrator
NYSDEC Region 3

21 South Putt Corners Road
New Paltz, NY 12561-1696
(845) 256-3054



SEQR Unit

New York State Department of Transportation
Traffic Engineering & Safety Division

4 Burnett Blvd.

Poughkeepsie, NY 12603

James Sproat, Executive Director

Real Estate Planning and Development
Office of General Services

41st Floor, Corning Tower

Empire State Plaza

Albany, NY 12242

(518) 474-3899

Emil Slane, Deputy Commissioner and Chief Fiscal Officer
Office of Financial Management

New York State Office of Mental Health

44 Holland Avenue

Albany, New York 12229

(518) 474-5968

New York State Department of Health
Corning Tower

Empire State Plaza,

Albany, NY 12237

Meghan Taylor, Regional Director
ESD Mid-Hudson Region

33 Aiirport Center Drive - Suite 201
New Windsor, NY 12553

(845) 567-4882

Steven M. Neuhaus, County Executive
Orange County

15 Matthews Street

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 291-4800

Christopher Viebrock, Commissioner
Orange County Department of Public Works
2455-2459 Route 17M

P.O. Box 509

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 291-2750

Eli N. Avila, Commissioner

Orange County Department of Health
1887 County Building

124 Main Street

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 291-2332



Orange County Industrial Development Agency
4 Crotty Lane, Suite 100

New Windsor, NY 12553

(845) 234-4192

Joseph DeStefano, Mayor
City of Middletown City Hall
16 James Street

Middletown, NY 10940
(845) 346-4100

Town of Wawayanda
80 Ridgebury Hill Road
State Hill, NY 10973
(845) 355-5700

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

INTERESTED AGENCIES

Brian A. Orzel

Project Manager/Civil Engineer

NY District U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
26 Federal Plaza, Room 1937

New York, NY 10278

(917) 790-8511

Patricia Cole, Deputy Field Supervisor
New York Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

3817 Luker Road

Cortland, NY 13045

(607) 753-9334

Tim Lloyd, Ph.D., RPA

Division for Historic Preservation

NYS Department of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
P.O. Box 189

Waterford, NY 12188-0189

(518) 237-8643

Richard A. Ball, Commissioner

NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets
10B Airline Drive

Albany, NY 12235

(800) 554-4501

NYS Police Troop F

Troop Headquarters

55 Crystal Run Road
Middletown, NY 10941-9755
(845) 344-5300



NYS Dormitory Authority
One Penn Plaza, 52nd FlI.
New York, NY 10119-0098
(212) 273-5000

David E. Church, AICP

Planning Commissioner

Orange County Department of Planning
124 Main St.

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 615-3840

Richard L. Rose, Jr., Commissioner

Orange County Department of Parks, Recreation and Conservation
211 Route 416

Montgomery, NY 12549

(845) 615-3830

Carl E. DuBois, Sheriff
Orange County Sheriff’s Office
110 Wells Farm Road

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 291-4033

Town of Goshen Fire District
P.O. Box 278

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 294-3448

Goshen Town Police Department
44 Police Hwy

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 294-9555

Goshen Volunteer Ambulance Corps
P.O. Box 695

Goshen, NY 10924

(845) 294-9695

Town of Wallkill

99 Tower Drive
Building A
Middletown, NY 10941
(845) 692-7800

Village of Goshen
276 Main Street
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 294-6750



PROJECT TEAM

AKRF

34 South Broadway, Suite 401
White Plains, NY 10601
(914) 922-2350

Mark Rudolph

Amy’s Kitchen, CFO

1650 Corporate Circle, Suite 200
Petaluma, CA 94954-6970

(707) 781-7618

Daniel Singh

Science of the Soul

16027 Ventura Boulevard, Suite 604
Encino, CA 91436

(818) 389-6439

Larry Wolinsky

Jacobowitz and Gubits, LLP
158 Orange Ave.

Walden, NY 12586

(845) 778-2121 x 215

Philip J. Grealy, Ph.D.,P.E.
Maser Consulting P.A.

11 Bradhurst Avenue
Hawthorne, NY 10532
(914) 347-7500 x 4802

Phil Dropkin

36 Gregory Drive
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 551-7438

David Paget

Sive, Paget & Riesel, P.C.
460 Park Avenue

10th Floor

New York, NY 10022
(212) 421-2150

John O’Rourke, PE

Lanc & Tully Engineering and Surveying, PC
3132 Route 207

Campbell Hall, NY 10916

(845) 294-3700



FINAL

SCOPING DOCUMENT
JuLy 16, 2015

FOR

AMY'S KITCHEN, INC.
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

NYS Route 17M/ Echo Lake Road/ Hartley Road
Town of Goshen
Orange County, New York

Lead Agency and Contact Person:
Lee Bergus, Chairman
Town of Goshen Planning Board
Goshen Town Hall
41 Webster Ave
Goshen, NY 10924

Prepared By:
Graham Trelstad, AICP

AKRF, Inc.
34 South Broadway, Suite 401
White Plains, NY 10601
914-949-7336



GENERAL GUIDELINES

* The Draft Environmental Impact Statement ("DEIS") shall address all items in this Scoping
Document and conform to the format outlined in this Scoping Document. If appropriate, impact
issues listed separately in this outline may be combined in the DEIS, provided all such issues
described in this Scoping Document are addressed as fully in a combined format as if they were
separately addressed.

* The document should be written in the third person. The terms "we" and "our" should not be
used. The Applicant's conclusions and opinions should be identified as those of the "Project
Sponsor,"” "Applicant" or "the Developer."

* Narrative discussions should be accompanied by appropriate charts, graphs, maps and diagrams
whenever possible. If a particular subject matter can most effectively be described in graphic
format, the narrative discussion should merely summarize and highlight the information
presented graphically. All plans and maps showing the applicable sites shall include adjacent
homes, other neighboring uses and structures, roads, water bodies and a legend.

* The entire document should be checked carefully to ensure consistency with respect to the
information presented in the various sections.

* Environmental impacts should be described in terms that the layperson can readily understand
{e.g., truck-loads of fill and cubic yards rather than just cubic yards).

* All discussions of mitigation measures should consider at least those measures mentioned in the
Scoping Outline. Where reasonable and necessary, mitigation measures should be incorporated
into the Proposed Action if they are not already included.

The DEIS is intended to convey general and technical information regarding the potential environmental
impacts of the proposed project to the Town of Goshen Planning Board (as Lead Agency), as well as
several other agencies involved in the review of the proposed project. The DEIS is also intended to
convey the same information to the interested public. The Preparer of the DEIS is encouraged to keep
this audience in mind as it prepares the document. Enough detail should be provided in each subject
area to ensure that most readers of the document will understand, and be able to make decisions based
upon, the information provided.

As the DEIS will become, upon acceptance by the Lead Agency, a document that may, if appropriate,
support objective findings on approvals requested under the application, the Preparer is requested to
avoid subjective statements regarding potential impacts. The EIS should contain objective statements
and conclusions of facts based upon technical analyses. Subjective evaluations of impacts where
evidence is inconclusive or subject to opinion should be prefaced by statements indicating that "It is the
Applicant's opinion that...". The Town of Goshen Planning Board reserves the right, during review of the
document, to require that subjective statements be removed from the document or otherwise modified
to indicate that such subjective statements are not necessarily representative of the findings of the Lead
Agency.



BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
The proposed project comprises five (5) primary components:
*  Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing plant on the “ver Hage property” (12-1-1.222 & 19.2);
¢ Subdivision of approximately 10 to 12 acres from the “ver Hage property” for future warehouse
use;
* Science of the Soul conference center on the “Echo Lake property” (12-1-23.2 & 24.2);
e Use of the “Strong Farm property” (10-1-11.2) for agricultural use and parking for volunteers
during the Science of the Soul national event; and
e Use of the “Lipoff Wells property” (12-1-1.41) as a source of water for Amy’s Kitchen
manufacturing plant.

Amy’s Kitchen

Amy's Kitchen, Inc. ("Amy's Kitchen") proposes to construct an approximately 366,000 square foot
manufacturing plant where food is prepared, packaged and frozen. The manufacturing plant is proposed
to be constructed on the “ver Hage property,” which fronts on Hartley Road. Initial site access will be
from Hartley Road. Ultimately, a new entrance drive will provide direct access for Amy’s Kitchen to NYS
Route 17M across the “Echo Lake property” via a new vehicular bridge across the Wallkill River.

The plant will be constructed in two (2) phases: (i) an initial approximately 226,000 square foot plant,
including an 11,000 square foot office area, to be opened in the First Quarter of 2018, and {(ii) an
approximately 140,000 square foot expansion to be opened in approximately 2023. An ancillary building
of approximately 3,000 square feet will be constructed for on-site medical treatment of Amy's Kitchen
employees as part of Phase 1. The project proposes approximately 642 parking spaces for employees, 49
parking spaces for visitors, and 18 tractor-trailer parking spaces for the manufacturing plant and office
area. For the plant, 20 to 30 loading bays will be provided. The Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility will
employ approximately 681 people on the project site at full build-out.

ver Hage Subdivision

An approximately 10- to 12-acre portion of the ver Hage property will be subdivided for future
warehouse use with access from Hartley Road.

Science of the Soul

Science of the Soul (“So6S”) is an international, non-denominational philosophy and organization based
on the teachings universal to all religions. SoS, also known as Radha Soami Satsang Beas, has been in the
United States since in 1911 and is a registered 501(c)(3) religious non-profit organization.

SoS proposes to construct a conference center on the “Echo Lake property.” The conference center will
comprise an approximately 200,000 square foot covered structure with open sides and an earthen floor;
ancillary buildings for administration and support; parking areas (both paved and gravel) to
accommodate approximately 2,000 cars and 130 buses; two (2} 2,600 square foot caretaker residences;
and one (1) five-bedroom guest-house.

The conference center will be used to host an annual three-day national conference, with attendance of
up to 12,000 people. This annual conference will usually be held over a three-day period. Science of the
Soul believes that sufficient parking would be accommodated on-site at the Echo Lake site. Volunteer
parking would be provided on the Strong Farm property and overflow parking could be provided at the
Amy’s Kitchen facility.



In addition to the annual three-day conference, SoS will hold one (1) annual regional two-day
conference for 1,200 to 2,000 people. Regular weekly meetings on Sunday mornings for local
congregants would attract approximately 200 to 400 people. During the week, a small staff (5 to 10
people) and a small number of volunteers will attend to normal administrative and property
management tasks.

Access to SoS will be from a new entrance drive off NYS Route 17M, which will also serve the Amy’s
Kitchen manufacturing plant upon the completion of the new vehicular bridge across the Wallkill River
as noted above. This road will traverse an approximately 7 to 10 acre area of land currently owned by
the State of New York. The State has agreed to transfer this land to the Town of Goshen for highway
purposes, and an access arrangement (easement or other) will be sought from the Town to construct a
road over this land. Emergency access and such other access as the Town may require will be provided
from Echo Lake Road with a permeable hard surface.

Strong Farm

SoS has purchased the Strong Farm on Cheechunk Road and Owens Road for agricultural use and
parking of the volunteers for the SoS conference center.

Infrastructure

Water supply for the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing plant will be provided by wells to be established on a
property north of Echo Lake Road, known as the “Lipoff Wells property”, with a new private utility
connection (and Transportation Corporation or other appropriate entity) conveying the water to the ver
Hage parcel. Water supply for the SoS conference center will be provided by two (2) existing wells on
the Echo Lake property. Water supply for the ver Hage future warehouse use would be provided by the
same wells serving the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing plant.

Wastewater for Amy’s Kitchen will either be conveyed to an on-site sewage treatment facility where it
will be treated and discharged to the Wallkill River or conveyed to a nearby municipally owned sewage
treatment facility. Wastewater for SoS will be provided through an on-site septic system (supplemented
by portable facilities during the annual 12,000 person events) or through interconnection with the
Amy’s Kitchen site. All options will be explored. Wastewater treatment for the ver Hage future
warehouse use would be provided at the Amy’s Kitchen tertiary treatment plant through a
Transportation Corporation or other appropriate entity.

This application is a TYPE 1 Action under SEQRA, as it involves the construction of a non-residential
facility with greater than 100,000 square feet, parking for more than 1,000 cars, and involves the
physical alteration of more than 10 acres. See 6 N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.4(b)(6).

INVOLVED AGENCIES

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
SPDES (wastewater and stormwater)
Water Supply Application

NYS Department of Transportation
Highway Work Permit
Approval of new bridge

NYS Office of General Services
Land transfer to the Town of Goshen



NYS Office of Mental Health
Land transfer to the Town of Goshen
Orange County Legislature
Approval of potential wastewater conveyance within the Heritage Trail right-of-way
Orange County Department of Public Works
Realignment of County road
Orange County Department of Health
Approval of public water supplies
Town of Goshen Town Board
Granting of access easement and acceptance of roadway dedication of land transferred to the
Town from the State.
Potential Zoning Map amendment for Echo Lake parcel
Town of Goshen Planning Board
Site Plan, Subdivision and Special Permit Approval
Town of Goshen Zoning Board of Appeals
Potential Area Variance(s)
Town of Goshen Highway Department
Highway Work Permit for improvements on Echo Lake Road, Hartley Road, Owens Road, and/or
Cheechunk Road
Town of Goshen Building Department
Floodplain Development Permit
Village of Goshen
Potential agreement to treat sanitary sewage at the Village WWTP
Orange County Industrial Development Agency
NYS Department of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
NYS Dormitory Authority

INTERESTED AGENCIES

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Orange County Department of Planning — G.M.L. § 239-I, m, and n
Orange County Department of Parks, Recreation and Conservation (Heritage Trail)
Town of Goshen Environmental Review Board

Town of Goshen Fire Department

Town of Goshen Police Department

Goshen Volunteer Ambulance Corp

Town of Wallkill

Town of Wawayanda

NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services

NYS Police (for large SoS events)

County Sheriff Department (for large SoS events)



FORMAT AND SCOPE OF DEIS
COVER SHEET
The DEIS must begin with a cover sheet that identifies the following:

Identification as the Draft Environmental Impact Statement;

The date the document was submitted to the Planning Board;

The name and location of the Project;

The Town of Goshen Planning Board as the Lead Agency for the Project, and the name, address,
telephone number and facsimile number of the contact person for the Lead Agency, and the
SEQRA status (Type | action);

The name and address of the Project Sponsor, and the name, address and telephone number of
the contact person representing the applicant;

The name, address and email address of the primary preparers of the DEIS, and the name,
address, email address and telephone number of the contact person representing the preparer;
The date the DEIS was accepted by the Lead Agency as complete (to be inserted at a later date);
The date of the public hearing and subsequent adjournments (to be inserted at a later date);
The date which public written comments on the DEIS are due (to be inserted at a later date);
and

All revision dates of the DEIS.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

The DEIS will include a Table of Contents identifying major sections and subsections of the document.
The Table of Contents must also include a list of figures, tables, appendices and any additional volumes
if necessary.

I. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

An Executive Summary shall be required and will provide a précis of the more comprehensive
information included within the document. No information will be included in the Executive Summary
that is not found within the body of the document. The Executive Summary will include the following
elements:

An Introduction, including the purpose of the DEIS, a relevant history of the SEQRA process that
has occurred (i.e., relevant dates establishing Lead Agency, the date of adoption of the Positive
Declaration, date of the acceptance of the Scoping Document).

Project Site Existing Conditions - provide a short description of the subject property and
characterize its topographical, water and natural features as well as provide a brief history of
the use of the property and where existing changes to its natural state have occurred.

Project Description - overview of the project layout, size and use of proposed structures,
discussion of parking, loading, circulation, landscaping, lighting, and proposed utilities.
Discussion of Project Plan Alternatives

List of Involved and Interested Agencies.

Project purpose, need and benefits.

Summary of Existing Conditions, Potential Impacts and Proposed Mitigation Measures in the
order they appear later in the document (organized by topic and presented in tabular format, if
possible).

Summary of adverse impacts and irreversible commitment of resources.

Alternatives to the Proposed Action including the mandatory no build alternative.

Unavoidable Adverse Impacts and Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources.



Il. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Site Location — This section will include a narrative description and graphical representation of the
location of the proposed project. In addition, parcel acreage, tax map designation, abutting streets,
zoning designation, surrounding land uses, existing utilities (and access thereto) will be included as well
as any and all easements, rights-of-way, private agreements, special district boundaries and any other
legal agreements that may affect the proposed use of the site. This section should discuss the historical
uses of the properties proposed to be developed by Amy’s Kitchen, SoS and the ver Hage future
warehouse use.

B. Description of Proposed Action — This will include written and graphical representation of the
proposed action including general layout of the site, access, circulation, parking and loading. Hours of
operation and general operations at the site will also be described, as well as large events to be held at
the SoS conference center. Any improvements to public rights of ways or other public improvements will
be discussed. Transfer of land for access purposes will be discussed (correspondence with the State will
be provided). Any areas to remain as open and/or green space will be discussed. This section will discuss
the possible presence of any hazardous materials utilized by, in, or created by the various processes in
the facility or the wastewater treatment or potable water treatment plants. It will also discuss the height
of the buildings, and number of people anticipated to be in any given structure at any one time, and the
nature of the fire alarm system. The fire protection for the building shall be discussed in terms of on-site
pressurized water systems, hydrants, stand pipes, sprinklers, year round connections, and whether the
Wallkill River could be utilized for fire protection as a backup system.

Proposed drainage, utilities and construction phasing will be summarized. The section will discuss the
project's compliance with the Zoning Code, and any required variances, zoning changes or waivers
needed to construct the project, and an evaluation of why such variance is needed. This section should
discuss the relationship between the Proposed Action and both the Town and County Comprehensive
Plans.

C. Project Need and Benefit — This section will include a narrative description of the need for the
project, it shall identify the objectives of the project sponsor and the public benefits achieved by the
development of the proposed action.

D. Permits and Approvals required — This section will list the Involved Agencies for the Proposed Action
and the necessary approvals and a list of the Interested Agencies.

1I. EXISTING CONDITIONS, POTENTIAL IMPACTS AND PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES

A. Geology and Soils
1. Existing Conditions
* Underlying geological conditions including depth to bedrock and depth to groundwater will be
described;
* Soil types and characteristics shall be identified as presented in the Orange County Soil Survey
and supported with actual borings when necessary.
* The Applicant shall provide a map of the fracture traces on the property, including those traces
that continue onto adjacent properties.
2. Potential Impacts
¢ Limitations that geology or soils may place on the development of the sites;
* Potential for erosion or drainage complications; and
* Potential for blasting or major rock removal.



3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.
Unavoidable adverse impacts will be identified.

B. Topography
1. Existing Conditions

Site topography and slopes shall be described.
Topographical maps at 2' contours shall be provided.

2. Potential Impacts

Grading plan will be presented with a cuts and fills analysis at 2' contours;

The need for any retaining walls will be discussed; and

Any limitations or relevant regulations of the Town Code shall be discussed and the project's
consistency therewith.

3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

C. Surface Water Resources
1. Existing Conditions

All existing surface waters, including wetlands (as defined by the Goshen Town Code and
Federal/NYS criteria) the Wallkill River and flood plains, will be discussed and presented
graphically; and

All resources will be described in terms of jurisdiction, classification, size and any applicable
regulated areas including buffer and floodplains. A Jurisdictional Determination will be provided
as an attachment to the DEIS.

2. Potential Impacts

Any encroachment into surface water resources or regulated areas will be discussed. Discuss
whether those encroachments will be permanent or temporary and impacts associated
therewith will be provided;

The potential for contamination of surface waters on both a long- and short-term (construction)
basis will be addressed, including use of deicing agents on site; and

Proposed existing supply wells that are tested may be impacted by surface water. Thus, all
water supply well testing shall include appropriate testing measures (i.e., piezometers and
monitoring of wetlands and surface water bodies).

3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

D. Vegetation and Wildiife
1. Existing Conditions

Site Biological Assessment will be prepared for the sites by a qualified consultant. Mapping for
habitats of threatened and endangered species and species of special concern will be provided.
For purposes of this DEIS, a habitat is a place where a plant or animal lives, with all the living and
nonliving conditions necessary for it to thrive. Also, an ecological community shall be considered
an assemblage of plants and animals that interact in a shared environment, and a vegetative
community is only the plant component of the assemblage;

On-site vegetative communities will be described and an inventory of species likely on the sites
will be provided;



Existing significant trees (i.e., 12" dbh), hedgerows, etc. will be discussed;

Threatened, endangered and rare species as well as species of conservation concern (as defined
by DEC), found on the site or known to be located in the area, and the potential for such species
to locate on the sites given the existing site ecology will be discussed; and

Correspondence with and documentation from the NYS DEC Natural Heritage Program and U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Services will be provided.

2. Potential Impacts

Discuss amount of vegetation removal including any portion of habitats identified above and the
amount of open and/or green space which will remain after construction. In addition, the
impact on existing trees with the limits of potential site disturbance will be provided.

The impacts to, and maintenance of, any significant trees (i.e., 12" dbh), hedgerows, etc. shall be
discussed with regard to the layout of the facilities and entry road.

3. Proposed Mitigations

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary, which
may include, if appropriate, preservation, rehabilitation, relocation, plantings, etc. or a
restriction on tree cutting during specified time periods. Additionally, the selection of any
planted vegetation for mitigation should be, to the extent possible, restricted to native,
companion and xeriscape compatible vegetation.

E. Groundwater/ Water Supply
1. Existing Conditions

Identify existing wells on the sites and their pumping capacity. Include dates of pump testing
and protoco! employed. Provide both current and prior testing (quantity and quality) where
relevant and identify inconsistencies. Provide confirmation protocol was consistent with
requirements of the Town of Goshen Zoning Code.

Identify an off-site existing supply well array that will be monitored during proposed on-site
water supply testing to assess off-site impacts, if any.

Identify source of ground water and potential contamination sources.

Calculate water budgets for both the bedrock and unconsolidated aquifers beneath the sites.
Relate the water budgets to proposed site water use. Estimate available water on the subject
sites and in the surrounding drainage basin for the bedrock and unconsolidated aquifers.

2. Potential Impacts

Calculate the anticipated amount of water usage for the proposed Action and discuss the ability
and feasibility of the existing and proposed wells to serve the project in terms of both quantity
and quality, as well as any long-term impacts to the local hydrogeological character of the
aquifer(s);

If the existing sources are inadequate discuss alternatives for providing adequate water for
potable or non-potable uses including development of adjacent water supplies and/or
connections to or expansion of existing systems;

Discuss the results of off-site and on-site and surface water monitoring before, during and after
pump testing of on-site supply wells. Confirm what the impacts of on-site pumping are on these
three items;

Describe the infrastructure required for the proposed water distribution system (storage tanks,
pressure zones, distribution mains, etc.) and provide a map of the system(s). Both on and off-
site improvements will be described if appropriate. Discuss anticipated water demand
(domestic, fire flow and process), treatment systems based on the results of the water guality
analysis;



¢ Discuss any possible connectivity and/or draw-down of on-site or adjoining surface waters, as
well as on existing off-site water supply wells;

* Discuss fate of existing wells on all of the sites (Echo Lake, ver Hage, Lipoff and Strong) that are
not intended to be developed including well abandonment procedures;

* Describe administrative issues related to the proposed water systems such as property
ownership, easements, facility ownership, maintenance, and service area boundaries; and

* Discuss any possible connection between the proposed Amy’s Kitchen and/or SoS and/or ver
Hage warehouse water systems.

3. Proposed Mitigation

* The Applicant shall discuss what mitigation measures will be proposed for identified adverse
environmental impacts including off-site existing supply wells. Unavoidable adverse
environmental impacts will also be identified.

F. Wastewater Management
1. Existing Conditions

* |dentify existing wastewater infrastructure on-site or in the immediate vicinity of the project
site.

2. Potential Impacts

* Calculate amount of anticipated wastewater production for the proposed Action;

* Describe proposed system to collect, convey and treat wastewater and provide a map of the
proposed system including potential outfall location and alternatives (if any);

* Describe the feasibility and impacts associated with an on-site wastewater treatment systems
including impacts to surface water resources and ground water as well as possible odor or noise
associated with the system. Discuss the maintenance, replacement and life expectancy of an
on-site sewage collection and treatment system;

* Describe administrative issues related to the on-site sewage collection and treatment system
such as property ownership, easements, facility ownership, maintenance, and service area
boundaries. Discuss the requirements to form a Sewage Works Corporation if pertinent; and

* Describe proposed plan to address wastewater collection, conveyance and treatment from
anticipated annual conference.

3. Proposed Mitigation
* Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

G. Stormwater Management
1. Existing Conditions
s Existing drainage patterns will be described and presented graphically; and
* Discuss of the overall watershed in which the project sites are located.
2. Potential Impacts
* Project will require coverage under SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from
Construction Activity - GP-0-15-002;
* Temporary construction impacts will be discussed;
e Describe pre and post-construction drainage patterns, flows and proposed infrastructure to
capture and treat stormwater consistent with the NYS DEC design manual (latest edition);
* Describe and graphically depict proposed stormwater pond discharges and study points;
* Potential water quality impacts will be addressed; and



Preliminary SWPPP, which shall include a sediment and erosion control plan, will be provided as
an appendix.

3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

The discussion shall include consideration of vegetated roof decks and stormwater infiltration as
a way to mitigate run-off from impervious rooftop on the manufacturing plant, and a use of
impervious and pervious materials for the on-site and off-site parking areas.

H. Traffic
1. Existing Conditions

Provide a detailed description of existing area roadways (most particularly, U.S. Route 6/NYS
Route 17M and Hartley Road), including ownership, pavement width, pavement condition,
width of travel lanes, shoulder and parking lanes, speed limits, roadway characteristics including
vertical and horizontal features, location of bus stops and types of traffic control and signage
with focus on the following intersections:

— U.S. Route 6/ NYS Route 17M and Lower Road/ Golf Links Road;

- U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center Access;

- U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and Training Center Lane;

- U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and Hartley Road/Gate Schoolhouse Road;

—~ U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and 6 1/2 Station Road;

— U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and Route 17;

- U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and 1-84;

-~ U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M and Cannon Hill Drive;

~ Echo Lake Road and Golf Links Road/McVeigh Road; and

— Hartley Road and Echo Lake Road.

Perform manual field traffic counts during the weekday AM (6:30-9:00 AM) and PM (3:00-6:00
PM) hours as well as on Saturdays from 11:00 AM to 2:00 PM at the above listed intersections
(Study Intersections). Also obtain available traffic volume data for the NYS Route 17M corridor
from NYSDOT.

Perform at least three runs in either direction along the corridor to document (1) the number of
school buses encountered traveling in either direction, and (2) the number of stops that were
observed.

Compute the existing intersection capacity and operational level of service for the Study
Intersections during the peak hours for each intersection following the procedures set forth in
the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM). Analysis will be performed using an appropriate
analysis tool such as Synchro, including an evaluation of the adequacy of left-turn queue storage
lanes on US Route 6/NYS Route 17M. For the PM Peak Hour, the analysis shall focus on the
period from 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m., when there is a shift change at the plant, when traffic
volumes are at 97% of peak and schools may be letting out.

Obtain the most recent three years of accident data from NYSDOT and from the Town of Goshen
Police Department for the study area listed above. Compile and analyze the accident data to
determine whether there are any locations which have exhibited a high rate of accidents
(defined as twice the statewide average rate for similar facilities). For such locations, study the
type of accidents, list of contributory causes and conduct a field inspection of the location to
verify that the roadway geometry conforms to current design standards.
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2. Future Traffic Conditions without the Project

For a development of this size, the New York State Department of Transportation, who will have
approval jurisdiction over the U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M access, typically requires future traffic
volumes to be evaluated for a ten-year window after the estimated time of completion (“ETC + 10”).

The analysis of future conditions without the Project shall consist of the following elements:

* Apply an annual growth factor to the existing traffic volumes to project them to the expected
ETC +10. Note, this may or may not require the use of separate evaluation years for each of the
alternatives. The Applicant should provide their best estimate for when each of the alternatives
will be completed and then conduct the analysis for 10 years after that. Add in traffic from
other projects (proposed, approved, under construction or constructed but yet occupied) in the
area expected to add more than ten vehicles per hour to the corridor.

e (Calculate intersection capacity, queues and operational level of service at the Study
Intersections for future conditions without the project.

3. Potential Impacts

Two alternatives shall be evaluated to determine the project’s future impacts. The first alternative will
assume full development of the Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul facilities with access to the Amy’s
Kitchen component provided through the Echo Lake site via the contemplated new bridge from the ver
Hage site to the Echo Lake site, together with the development of the ver Hage warehouse use. The
second alternative (see Chapter V, “Alternatives”) will assume the contemplated full development of the
Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul facilities with access to the Amy’s Kitchen component provided
via Hartley Road and access to the Science of the Soul component from U.S. Route 6/NYS Route 17M,
together with the development of the ver Hage warehouse use.

Science of the Soul has indicated that the site will be used to host an annual three-day national
conference, with attendance of up to 12,000 people. This annual conference would usually be held over
a three-day period. Science of the Soul believes that sufficient parking would be accommodated on-site
at the Echo Lake site. Volunteer parking would be provided on the Strong Farm property and overflow
parking could be provided at the Amy’s Kitchen facility. Science of the Soul indicates that in addition to
the annual three-day conference, an annual two-day regional conference with attendance between
1,200 to 2,000 people, and regular weekly meetings on Sunday mornings for local congregants,
estimated between 200 and 400 people would be held. During the week, a small staff (5 to 10 people)
and a small number of volunteers will attend to normal administrative and property management tasks.

The event analysis must assume that the event may occur on any three-day period, including weekdays
and weekends, and that access to the Amy’s Kitchen facility will be through the Science of the Soul
property, as this is the worst-case analysis. Analysis of the SoS National Event will be conducted for a
weekend (when Amy’s Kitchen would not be in operation) and for a weekday (when Amy’s Kitchen
would be in operation). Mitigation may consist of such measures as police officers providing temporary
traffic contro! or other similar event-type measures. An event analysis assuming access to Amy’s Kitchen
component of the development is via Hartley Road need only be performed if it is determined that there
are unacceptable and unmitigable adverse traffic impacts with a single point of access via U.S. Route
6/NYS Route 17M. The potential impact on the NYS Route 17 exit 122A interchange and access to the
Strong Farm shall be evaluated including the Cheechunk Road and Owens Road intersection.
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The analysis of future conditions for both alternatives, as well as the event analysis, shall consist of the
following elements:

* Describe Amy's Kitchen employees' shifts and impacts on traffic; describe staggering of traffic
for both the Amy’s Kitchen facility and the annual event.

* For non-event days, estimate peak-hour traffic generation of passenger vehicles, busses and
trucks for typical operation of Amy's Kitchen facility, including the potential future warehouse
use located on Hartley Road. For ease of analysis, all truck and bus trips generated by the
project shall be identified and each shall be counted as 2 car trips for the analysis of future
conditions with the project (the alternative would be to have the applicant calculate the number
of site-generated truck/bus trips on every movement and then adjust the heavy vehicle
percentage of each movement manually, an extremely laborious effort). Rates from a similar
Amy's Kitchen facility should be used to make this determination, but there should be a clear
link between the size of the operations/number of employees at such similar facility and the size
of operation of the proposed facility. Also estimate the number of peak-hour trips generated by
the proposed adjacent private conference center on a typically busy day when no special traffic
mitigation measures will be implemented.

* For event days, identify the measures that will be used to reduce the potential trip generation of
the annual event and its possible impact. Such measures may include limiting the times when
events start or finish to periods when traffic volumes on US Route 6/NYS Route 17 are below a
critical threshold value (700 vph, for example) or using satellite parking and bussing some or all
of the visitors to and from the site.

* Estimate the number of peak-hour trips which could be generated by the proposed conference
center’s annual event. Based on implementation of previously identified measures, estimate
(showing calculations) how many passenger vehicles, busses and trucks would be added to the
roadway system during the annual event (counting each single bus or truck trip as the
equivalent of two passenger car trips).

* To the trips generated by the annual event, also estimate and add the number of Amy’s Kitchen
trips that would be added to the roadway system at the same time, indicating whether or not
such events would be scheduled to start or finish at times other than Amy’s Kitchen shift
changes.

* Generally identify areas where sufficient parking could be provided to accommodate annual
event parking and describe how adequate access to the regional roadway network would be
provided to these general areas.

* Apply the estimated combined traffic volumes to the Study Intersections utilizing appropriate
arrival and departure distributions for the Amy's Kitchen build condition and the annual event
condition. The arrival and departure distributions should reflect the general bias to and from the
west exhibited by the psychiatric center and the training center (but modified to reflect the
location of satellite parking for bussed events) as well as the apparent considerable use of Gate
Schoolhouse Road by local motorists. Calculate intersection capacity and operation level of
service including left-turn lane queuing, at the Study Intersections for future conditions with the
Amy'’s Kitchen manufacturing facility and conference center;

* Calculate intersection capacity and operation level of service including left-turn lane queuing at
the Study Intersections for future conditions with a large event at the Science of the Soul
conference center.
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Potential for use of public transportation and the existing Heritage Trail will be discussed;
including how cyclists and pedestrians would travel from the site to the trail;

Calculate the total number of parking spaces expected to be needed at the Amy's Kitchen Plant,
including during shift changes and compare it to the proposed number of Amy's Kitchen parking
spaces.

Calculate the total number of parking spaces for cars and for busses expected to be needed at
the proposed private conference center at the annual event and compare it to the proposed
number of parking Spaces.

Discuss how parking may or may not be shared by the facilities and how this would either
permit the total impervious coverage to be reduced or to allow more parking at the private
conference center for events.

Where high accident locations were identified, discuss the projected increase in traffic volumes
on the movements involved and how the increase might impact traffic safety;

Describe on-site circulation by trucks, bus and car traffic for both sites.

Describe proposed emergency access and discuss use as secondary access or service access
during the annual event.

4. Proposed Mitigation

l. Noise

Recommend traffic and safety improvements, including roadway widening, addition of lanes,
signalization additions and modifications, signage, striping, etc. as needed for the Study
Intersections;

Identify measures for accommodating annual event conditions, including temporary traffic
control (such as police officers directing traffic and functioning like a simple signal};

Identify who will be responsible for funding the measures and who will be responsible for
ensuring that the measures are implemented or carried out;

Describe the traffic management plan(s) to be employed for the annual event at the Science of
the Soul conference center and who will be responsible for ensuring that the measures are
implemented or carried out; and

Additional Mitigations as necessary. All unavoidable impacts will be identified.

1. Existing Conditions

Existing noise measurements will be taken at locations identified on the Noise Monitoring
Locations map, annexed hereto, to characterize ambient noise levels at sensitive receptors (e.g.,
residences) in close proximity to the project site. Dates and times of measurements will be
provided.

2. Potential Impacts

Major sources of noise will be identified and their potential noise levels based on manufacture
specifications or noise measurements at other similar facilities, including the SoS conference
center;

Overall anticipated noise generation from the proposed action will be discussed and a
comparison to existing conditions will be provided; and

A discussion of how the anticipated noise levels relate to Town or other noise regulations will be
provided.

3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.
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. Utilities and Solid Waste Disposal
. Existing Conditions

Utilities not discussed above, including gas and electric service will be discussed in terms of their
availability at the project site and service providers; and
Existing solid waste management will be discussed.

. Potential Impacts

Impacts to electric and gas service will be discussed including any required upgrades to service
or existing infrastructure;

If standby power generators are being proposed, describe the possible impacts, positive and
negative, including the possibility of load-sharing during peak times of consumption;

Impacts of the use and conservation of energy; and

Impacts of the proposed action on solid waste management.

. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary, including
recycling where possible. The Applicant will expand on what is available to the facilities in terms
of recycling.

. Land Use and Zoning
. Existing Conditions

Existing land use and zoning of the project site and within one mile will be described and
presented graphically; and
Overlay districts will be identified.

. Potential Impacts

A bulk table comparing the existing zoning dimensional requirements with proposed conditions
will be prepared;

Special Permit criteria, overlay district requirements, and requirements of § 97-14 (HC, CO and |
Districts) of the zoning code will be discussed and how the project does or does not meet these
criteria;

Subdivision regulations will be discussed;

Any required variances or waivers will be identified;

Consistency with the Town and County Comprehensive Plans will be addressed; and

Discuss the relationship with surrounding land uses including the Heritage Trail and landfill; and
A statement and evaluation of the potential impacts shall be set forth at a level of detail that
reflects the severity of the impacts and the reasonable likelihood of their occurrence, and as
otherwise necessary pursuant to the items listed at 6 NYCRR § 617.9(b)(5)(iii)(a)-(h), including
the relationship of the proposed project to the overall land use patterns within the study area.
This section will describe the project's conformance with the Town Zoning Code, the Town
Comprehensive Plan, the Town Open Space and Farmland Protection Plan, the Southern Wallkill
Biodiversity Plan, the Orange County Comprehensive Plan and the Orange County Open Space
Plan.

3. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.
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L. Community Services
1. Existing Conditions
* Police, Fire, Ambulance and Town Hall services will be discussed in terms of manpower,
equipment and facility locations relative to the project site.
2. Potential Impacts
¢ Services will be contacted to discuss their possible concerns related to the project. A discussion
of fire fighting needs, including water storage, access and circulation, will be provided.
* Services will be contacted to discuss potential needs during large events at the SoS conference
center.
* Provide a discussion on the loss of a future recreation resource, which shall include a discussion
of the Town's Wallkill River Trailway Report, Comprehensive Plan and Trail Map.
3. Proposed Mitigation
¢ Any on-site security will be discussed; and
*  Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

M. Fiscal Impacts
1. Existing Conditions

* Existing tax revenue for each taxing jurisdiction will be presented based on the most recent tax
records.

2. Potential Impacts

* Anticipated costs and revenues will be calculated for the proposed project using the
proportional valuation method or other acceptable method agreed to by the Town Planning
Board;

¢ Provide an analysis of the changes in the local economy (including hotels, restaurants, shopping,
services, etc.) that would likely occur as a result of the completion of the project, including jobs
not only for Amy's Kitchen and SoS employees, but also for construction, maintenance, service,
vendors, and other trades;

* The discussion of the potential changes in the local economy will include a discussion of the
anticipated economic benefits and any detriments from construction and operations over a
three and five year period (and thereafter); and

* Describe impacts to the operations and maintenance costs for road maintenance including Town
Highway Department manpower, equipment and materials.

3. Proposed Mitigation
* Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

N. Visual Resources
1. Existing Conditions
* Narrative and graphic description of the existing site and surrounding properties will be
presented; and
* Visual resources in the area of the site will be identified. View analysis will include the sites
shown on Visual Analysis Locations Map, annexed hereto, as well as from:
- The intersection of Golf Links Road and McVeigh Road;
- Along Owens Road, approximately 1/4 to 1/2 mile north of its intersection with Cheechunk
Road; and
- At the municipal boundary along the Heritage Trail.
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2. Potential Impacts

Narrative and graphic description of proposed project will be provided including physical
dimensions and architectural characteristics of buildings and structures, and how they relate to
visible structures in the surrounding area in terms of visibility, height, etc.;

Portions of proposed Action which will be visible from public roads will be discussed with photo-
simulation, including from the views listed above;

Discussion of proposed site lighting (including, but not limited to, signage, security, driveway
and parking lot lighting) and landscaping;

Discussion of proposed signage (and location of signage) for uses on-site; and

Discussion of visual impacts to the Orange County Heritage Trail.

3. Proposed Mitigation

Landscaping plans, including an entrance design for the main entrance on NYS Route 17M and
the proposed emergency access on Echo Lake Road, the proposed temporary access on Hartley
Road and any entrances to the volunteer parking from Owens Road will be described and
presented graphically.

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary,
including, but not limited to earth tone colors, night-sky friendly lighting, and limitation of foot
candles at the boundary line.

0. Environmental Contamination
1. Existing Conditions

Surrounding contaminated sites will be discussed in terms of history, current status and
likelihood of site impact.

Summarize the findings of any Phase | Environmental Site Assessments completed for each of
the properties.

2. Potential Impacts

w

Potential for any contamination on the project site or for the proposed action to otherwise
impact or disturb contaminated areas.

. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

P. Cultural Resources
1. Existing Conditions

A Phase 1A archaeological investigation will be prepared and appended to the DEIS. This will
include a discussion of the history of the use of the project site and immediate area;
A Phase 1B will be prepared if recommended.

2. Potential Impacts

w

Describe the potential for construction of the proposed project to affect any cultural resources
that may be present on the project sites.

. Proposed Mitigation

Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

16



7/17/2015

STRONG]FARM
PROPERT)Y}

g

[ECHO]UAKE]
BERORERTY/

Source: Orange County Information Services GIS Division

1 Project Site 0 1,000 FEET

6 Photo View Direction and Reference Number

Visual Assessment Location Map

Amy's Kitchen Figure 111.N-1

Science of the Soul



Q. Agriculture
1. Existing Conditions
* The project site is located in an Agricultural District. Discuss the implications associated with this
designation; and
* Discuss any agricultural history of the project site or adjacent sites.

2. Potential Impacts

* Discuss reduction in agricultural land or impacts to surrounding agricultural land and/or impacts
to local agricultural labor supply;

e Discuss how Amy's will source materials, including whether there is processing for those
materials and how that is to be accomplished, whether Amy’s will need the use of certified
organic farmers, and the potential contractors or categories of contractors for these materials;
and

* Discuss benefits to agricultural community and use of local products in Amy's facilities.

3. Proposed Mitigation
* Mitigation will be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary.

R. Air Quality
1. Existing Conditions
* Existing ambient air quality conditions within the study area based on data obtained from the
NYSDEC will be described. NYSDEC data will be analyzed and compared to the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards in order to characterize the existing air quality at the site.
2. Potential Impacts
* A statement and evaluation of the potential impacts shall be set forth at a level of detail that
reflects the severity of the impacts and the reasonable likelihood of their occurrence, and as
otherwise necessary pursuant to the items listed at 6 NYCRR § 617.9(b)(5)(iii)(a)-(h). The effects
of emissions from stationary sources at the project site will be qualitatively assessed, and, if
necessary, a screening analysis to determine the potential impacts of site generated traffic on
air quality will be performed to determine whether any location should undergo a detailed
microscale CO analysis. This screening analysis should follow the procedures outlined by the
New York State Department of Transportation. The Applicant shall include any potential impacts
from construction equipment, trucks, busses, idling vehicles, traffic entering and exiting the site,
and delivery vehicles, as well as all emissions during the operation of the proposed facilities.
3. Proposed Mitigation
* Proposed and potential mitigation measures for identified adverse Environmental Impacts will
be discussed. The discussion shall clearly indicate which mitigation measures have been
incorporated into the plans. Unavoidable adverse Environmental Impacts will also be identified.

S. Construction Impacts

Potential Environmental Impacts anticipated due to the construction of the proposed project, phasing, if
any, hours of construction operations, including noise, traffic, alternate construction traffic access to the
site that will minimize the use of Town roadways, removal of soil, rocks and trees from the site, air
quality (including all sources of emissions during construction), dust and the impact on the surrounding
area will be described, including the potential (and remedial measures to be taken to correct such
damage) to Town and County roadways and infrastructure from construction traffic, and the prevention
of project mud and gravel from being tracked onto Town and County roadways. Estimates of the tons
and truck trips necessary to accomplish the construction activities, and an itemization of the proposed
construction traffic routes, and speed restrictions shall be set forth. Also, the precautions that will be
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taken during construction to avoid and protect wetlands shall be described in detail. This Section will
also describe methods of recycling waste and natural materials on-site during construction and the
building process, and other "green" building techniques employed, so as to minimize the carbon
footprint to the extent economically and technologically feasible.

IV. UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
This section will identify and summarize those adverse environmental impacts that can be expected to
occur with or without mitigation measures, and the probability of such impacts.

V. ALTERNATIVES
A. No Action Alternative
B. Alternatives to an on-site wastewater treatment package plant (i.e., Village of Goshen or
Middletown)
C. Potential use of Echo Lake Road {over Heritage Trail) as an emergency access, "employee only"
entrance/exit or access for Science of the Soul events.
D. Permanent access to Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility from Hartley Road

V1. PROJECT IMPACTS ON ENERGY USE AND SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT

This chapter will summarize the proposed project and its Environmental Impacts in terms of the use of
energy and the management of solid waste produced by the proposed project. It will identify the energy
sources to be used, anticipated levels of consumption and ways to reduce energy consumption,
including Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design Standards (LEED). This chapter will discuss
whether geothermal and/or solar energy are options for use at this site, including but not limited to
heating walkways, parking areas and road surfaces to reduce the amount of road salt required during
the winter.

VII. IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

This chapter will summarize the proposed project and its impacts in terms of the loss of environmental
resources, both in the immediate future and in the long term.

VIll. GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS

This chapter will discuss whether there is a growth inducing impact as a consequence of the approval
and construction of the proposed action.

Technical Appendices (unless full report is in DEIS text)
1. SEQRA Documentation: EAF, DEIS Scope and Agency Correspondence;
SWPPP and supporting data;
Wetland Delineation Map and all other technical reports;
Site Plan (Full size);
Natural resources reports;
Subsurface Exploration Report(s);
Water System Data & Supporting Technical Reports;
Traffic Report;
Wastewater Collection & Treatment System Data & Supporting Technical Reports including
WAC analysis (if required by DEC);
10. Archaeological Survey: Phases 1A and 1B (if required);
11. Noise Report;
12. Fiscal Report; and
13. Resumes of Professionals submitting reports.

LN AWM
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TOWN OF GOSHEN PLANNING BOARD
STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW
NOTICE OF INTENT TO BECOME LEAD AGENCY

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to Article 8 (State
Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.

The Planning Board of the Town of Goshen hereby declares its intent to serve as Lead Agency for the
Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. application, which application seeks subdivision, site plan and special permit
approval on property located in the Town of Goshen, Orange County. If, within 30 calendar days from
the date of mailing this notification, no Involved Agency submits a written objection to the Town of
Goshen Planning Board, said Planning Board shall serve as Lead Agency pursuant to 6 N.Y.C.R.R.
Part 617.

Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. intends to prepare and submit a Draft Environmental Impact Statement in order to
evaluate the effects of the subdivision, site plan, and special permit as described further below.

Name of Action: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.

Date of Action: April 17,2014

SEQR Status: Type 1

Description of Action: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. is the contract vendee of a 200+/- acre project site
located between Echo Lake Road and New York State Route 17M, involving property better known on
the Town’s tax maps as Section 12, Block 1, Lots 23.2 and 24.2. The project site is located within the
Commercial/Office Mixed-Use (“CO”), Industrial (“I”’) and Rural (“RU”) zoning districts of the Town
of Goshen. The Proposed Action includes a two-lot minor subdivision of the property. On Lot 1,
Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. proposes to construct a 579,680 square foot manufacturing plant to manufacture
and distribute its full line of natural and organic frozen food products. The building will contain a
25,000 square foot office area.

On Lot 2, Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. proposes to construct a 200,000 square foot open-air shed structure to
be used for annual conferences and other private gatherings. The structure will have a cantilevered
roof over grass with six permanent restrooms and other accessory buildings.

The project also involves a 7.6-acre land transfer, representing a portion of Section 12, Block 1, Lot
101 from the State of New York to the Town of Goshen. The purpose of the land transfer is to improve
access to New York State Route 17M, not only for the proposed Amy’s Kitchen project, but also for
the surrounding properties. A portion of the project site, tax parcel 1-1-40, is located in the Town of
Wawayanda. No disturbance is proposed on this portion of the property.

There are two existing wells onsite which will be utilized for water for the project. Wastewater will be
conveyed to an onsite sewage treatment facility where it will be treated and discharged to the Wallkill

River.



Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. projects that it will employ approximately 680 people on the project site. It is
anticipated that with the construction of the new manufacturing plant in Goshen, Amy’s Kitchen will
look to find a significant volume of their products from local and regional farms.

Location: The project site is located on the north side of New York State Route 17M and south of
Echo Lake Road in the Town of Goshen.

Contact Person: Lee Bergus, Chairman
Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Ave.
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 294-6250

Involved Agency Circulation: This notice is being sent to the following involved agencies:

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Permits — Region 3
625 Broadway

Albany, New York 12233-1010

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
21 South Putt Corners Road
New Paltz, New York 12561

New York State Department of Transportation
4 Burnett Boulevard

Poughkeepsie, New York 12601

Contact: Terry Donoghue

NYS Office of General Services

Empire State Plaza, 41* Floor, Corning Tower
Albany, New York 12242

Contact: James Sproat, Executive Director

NYS Office of Mental Health

44 Holland Avenue

Albany, New York 12229

Contact: Emil Slane, Deputy Commissioner

Orange County Department of Health, Division of Environmental Permits
1887 County Building

124 Main Street

Goshen, New York 10924

Contact: Edwin Sims, PE, Acting Director
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Dormitory Authority of the State of New York

515 Broadway
Albany, New York 12207-2964
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
26 Federal Plaza

Jacob Javits Building

New York, New York 10278

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
New York Field Office

3817 Luker Road

Cortland, New York 13045
Attn: Noelle Rayman



NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets
10B Airline Drive
Albany, New York 12235

Northeast Organic Farming Association
P.O. Box 164
Stevenson, CT 06491

Town of Goshen Environmental Review Board
41 Webster Avenue
Goshen, New York 10924

Goshen Volunteer Ambulance Corp.
P.O. Box 695
Goshen, New York 10924



Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

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

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

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

Part 1is accurate and complete.

A. Project and Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Amy's Kitchen, Inc.

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

NYS Route 17M and Echo Lake Road

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

See attached narrative.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: (707) 781.7618
Amy's Kitchen, Inc. E-Mail:
Address: 1650 Corporate Circle, Suite 200
City/PO: pgiatuma State: CA Zip Code: 84955
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone: (707) 781-7618
k Rud _Mail:
Mark Rudolph, CFO E-Mail: markrudolph@amyskitchen.net
Address:
same as above
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
Concrete Properties, LLC / Tetz Family, LLC E-Mail:
Address:
130 Crotty Rd
i . State: i :
R R o 2 Zip Codery g,y
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B. Government Approvals

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

assistance.)

Government Entity If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s) Application Date
Required (Actual or projected)
a. City Council, Town Board, kAYes[[]No Town Board - Access easement for site access  |TBD
or Village Board of Trustees road
b. City, Town or Village EAYes[INo Town Planning Board: Site Plan, Special Permit | 3/27/14
Planning Board or Commission and subdivision
c. City Council, Town or CIYeskZNo
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies OYesk/No
e. County agencies Y es[CNo County Health Department: Water Supply TBD
County Planning:GML, County DPW: road work
f. Regional agencies [JYesk/No
g. State agencies IYesCINo  |NYS DEC: SPDES TBD
NYS DOT: highway work permit
h. Federal agencies CIYesANo

1. Coastal Resources.

i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? OYes#ZNo
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? [ Yes#INo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [ YesENo
C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the [IYesk/INo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
o If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site BYesCINo
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action Y eskINo
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway [dYeskINo
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan, [JYesp/No

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

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. A Yes[INo
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
CO and I, Town AQ-3 Overlay District and County Ag District #2

b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit? M Yes[INo
c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action? CYesiANo
If Yes,

i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site?

C.4. Existing community services.

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

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

c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Goshen FD and GOVAC

d. What parks serve the project site?
Orange Co Heritage Trail adjacent to project site,

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

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

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? +- 185 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? +- 131 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? +- 212 acres
¢. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? [ YeskZINo
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % Units:
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision? MYes[INo
If Yes,

i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
One industrial lot with separate lot for conference center ‘
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed? COYesANo
ifi. Number of lots proposed? 2
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum TBD Maximum TBD

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

e  Total number of phases anticipated TBD
o Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) 3 month 2015 year
e  Anticipated completion date of final phase 11 month _2015year

e Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? OYespANo
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.

One Family Two Family Three Family Multiple Family (four or more)
Initial Phase
At completion
of all phases
g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)? AYes[INo
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures 17
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 45 height; 1060 width; and 683 length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 579,680 square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any HAYes[INo
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment: stormwater detension
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: Ground water [_] Surface water streams p/]Other specify:
Stormwater

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

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

earth fill

D.2. Project Operations

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

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

ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment [JYesp/iNo
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description):
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:

ifi, Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? [OdYes[INo
If Yes, describe:

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

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:

e expected acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion:
*  purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access):

e  proposed method of plant removal:

o  if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s):
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? Yes[INo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 200,000 gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? [dYesk/INo
If Yes:
e Name of district or service area: On site, private system
®  Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? [ Yesl# No
e s the project site in the existing district? [ YeskA No
e Is expansion of the district needed? [JYesk1No
e Do existing lines serve the project site? dYeskINo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? OYesANo
If Yes:

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

e Source(s) of supply for the district:
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? B Yes[[INo
If, Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district: Amy's Kitchen, Inc.

¢ Date application submitted or anticipated: 4/1/14

e  Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: on site wells.

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

Plans and additional details will be provided in an Environmental Impact Statement

vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: 330 gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes? M Yes[INo
If Yes:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 200,000 gallons/day

ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each):

Sanitary and manufacturing wastewater

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? [dYeskNo
If Yes:

e  Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used:
e  Name of district:

e  Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? [JYes[INo
e  Isthe project site in the existing district? Yes[JNo
e  Isexpansion of the district needed? OYes[INo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? OYes[No
o  Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? OYes[INo

If Yes:

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

iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site? [OYesANo
If Yes:
e  Applicant/sponsor for new district:
e  Date application submitted or anticipated:
° What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge?
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans):
On-site sewer treatment with potential discharge to the Wallkill River.

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

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point M Yes[INo
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?
If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
Square feet or _*/- 49 acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or 212.3 acres (parcel size)
ii. Describe types of new point sources. buildings/ roads/ parking areas

iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?
Combination of stormwater management structures and green treatment methods.

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

e  Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? YesANo
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? M ves[INo
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel BAYes[INo

combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
Large trucks

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

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

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

If Yes:
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet Oyes[ONo

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

o Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide (CO,)
° Tons/year (short tons) of Nitrous Oxide (N,O)
° Tons/year (short tons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)

Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SFg)
Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
Tons/year (short tons) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants, [IYespANo
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric):

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

i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as [OYesANo
quarry or landfill operations?
If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):

j- Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial pAYes[JNo
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes: :
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): A Morning A Evening OWeekend
[0 Randomly between hours of to :
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: See attached traffic discussion

iii. Parking spaces:  Existing 0 Proposed 3051 Net increase/decrease 3051
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? M Yes[]No
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:
New acce oad and realignment to serve adjoining propertie ee attached preliminary traffic report
vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within % mile of the proposed site? [JYespANo

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

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

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

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

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

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

i. During Construction: if. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: _ 8am-8pm or as otherwise req'd ¢  Monday - Friday: 6am-11pm
e Saturday: 9am-8pm or as otherwise req'd ° Saturday: TBD
e  Sunday: none e  Sunday: none
e Holidays: none e  Holidays: none
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, A Yes[ONo
operation, or both?
If yes:
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
Plant machinery, HVAC units and trucks will create noise. Additional information will be provided in the DEIS.

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? MYes[INo
Describe: Existing site vegetation will be removed.

n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting? M Yes[INo
If yes:
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:
Plan will be provided in the DEIS

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? M yes[INo
Describe: removal of existing vegetation

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

i 1 [l £ g neare pied e ne d nLp nid nlen nequis =
closed by the State. Other nearby uses include landfills and agricultural uses which also produce odors. Additional information to be provided in the DEIS.

W

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) OYesANo
or chemical products 185 gallons in above ground storage or any amount in underground storage?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored
ii. Volume(s) per unit time (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities:

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

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

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

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

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

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

e  Operation: __ recycling as required by Orange County recycling program

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

e Operation: _ private hauler
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? [] Yes A No

If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or

other disposal activities):

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

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

t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous [ ]Yesp4No

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

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

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

v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility? yesCINo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

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

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

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

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[] Urban W Industrial A Commercial [J Residential (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
b Forest [ Agriculture [] Aquatic Other (specify): County Psychiatric Center & adjacent landfill
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
¢ Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces 0 i 49
e  Forested +- 145 37 - 108
e  Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-
+/- 53 112 +59

agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)

e Agricultural & 5 y
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)

e  Surface water features

(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) Hmai #-3.3 L
o  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) +-10.7 +-10.7 0
¢ Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) 0 0 0
e  Other

Describe:
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? Cyesi“INo
i. If Yes: explain:

d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed B Yes[JNo
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?
If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
Project site is adjacent to Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center for adults with mental disabilities.

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

ii. Dam'’s existing hazard classification:

iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

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

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

e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation: Based on Phase 1, see report for additional details.

ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:
Al Turi Landfill - 73 Hartley Rd, 500 feet south of site at a lower elevation

Orange Co Landfill, NYS Rotue 17M, Goshen, 3,096 feet South, lower elevation

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

A Phase 1 Environmental Assessment will be submitted with the DEIS.

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin M Yes[INo
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?
If Yes:
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:
Between 1968 and 1981 the Al Turi landfill accepted hazardous materials. Additional details to be provided in the DEIS.

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any B Yes[] No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site M YesINo
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
BA Yes— Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): 336016

[ Neither database
ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:

ifi. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? M ves[INo
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): 336016

iv. If yes to (i), (i) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):

The Al Turi landfill has been capped. Ground water, surface water and gas emissions are currently monitored by the NYS DEC and USEPA
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? O YesINo
If yes, DEC site ID number:

[ ]
e Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement):
e Describe any use limitations:

Describe any engineering controls:

Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? [Yes[No
e  Explain:

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? >70' feet
b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? [1YeslANo
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: Mardin Gravelly Silt Loam (Md) 38.7 %
Riverhead Sandy Loam (Rh) 21.2 %
%
d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: 20 feet
e. Drainage status of project site soils:p/] Well Drained: 59.6 % of site
kA Moderately Well Drained: 27.4 % of site
I Poorly Drained 13 % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: B4 0-10%: 51.5 % of site
b 10-15%: 17.1 % of site
B 15% or greater: 31.4 % of site
g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? [JYespANo
If Yes, describe:
h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, MYes[INo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? Yes[INo
If Yes to either i or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.1,
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, Myes[INo
state or local agency?
iv. For each identified regulated wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information:
e  Streams: Name Wallkill River Classification
®  Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification
®  Wetlands: Name Federal Wetland / NYSDEC Approximate Size Fed: 0.84 / DEC: 9.09
®  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) MD-24
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired OvesANo
waterbodies?
If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired:
i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? AYes[JNo
j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain? I Yes[No
k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain? Yes[INo
1. Is the project site located over, or inmediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? Yes[INo

If Yes:
i. Name of aquifer: Principal Aquifer
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:

Green Frog, Treefrog, American Toad Chipmunk, gray squirrel, raccoon
Wood Frog, bull frog, snapping turtle coyote and white-tailed deer
n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? [Yesk/INo
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation:
iil. Extent of community/habitat:
e Currently: acres
e Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  @ain or loss (indicate + or -): acres
0. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as Yes[]No

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

Indiana Bat - potential habitat along Wallkill River

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of CIYestANo
special concern?
q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing? [CYesANo
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use:
E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to EAYes[INo
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: ORAN0O2
b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present? [JYesk/No
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site?
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s):
c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National [OYespANo
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark: [ Biological Community [] Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:
d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area? OYesAANo

If Yes:
i. CEA name:

ii. Basis for designation:

iii. Designating agency and date:
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e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building, archaeological site, or district [ YeskANo
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the N'YS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on, the
State or National Register of Historic Places?

If Yes:
i. Nature of historic/archaeological resource: [[JArchaeological Site [JHistoric Building or District

ii. Name:

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

f. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area designated as sensitive for A Yes[INo
archaeological sites on the N'Y State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

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

If Yes:

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

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly accessible federal, state, or local A Yes[No

scenic or aesthetic resource?
If Yes:
i. Identify resource: Orange Co Heritage Trail

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

iii. Distance between project and resource: 0 miles. .
i. Is the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers [ YeskANo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Identify the name of the river and its designation:
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 OYes[No

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

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

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

Applicant/Sponsor Name Amy's Kitchen Date 2/20/2014

Title

Signature
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EAF Mapper Summary Report Wednesday, April 16, 2014 1:33 PM

Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist
gy project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are
answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to

Wawayanda DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
V__(_’ to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
L P iy substitute for agency determinations.

New 7 g
Hampton -freechV Ottawa Mentréal o
.‘)B -~ P ——
& 7 Horkater Auaiy
} A Taronlo \ 5 MH
Y Le)
4 - Rochestert! wcyy vorw plestord
’/ & ™ gpe'uroit Buthlg’ MI:"?F A "'Baf:.mn
L B Cleveland SIRg 2 idenoe
& a artiord
uroes ; Esri, DeLorfne, HERE, USGS, ; 3 FENNSYLY: ;%i%cﬁcﬁ;\gﬁ.f{?gmme.
Intermap, inoement F Corp., NRCAN, Esri O e BT o EEBE Leeg :
Japan, METI, Esri China {Hong Kong), Esri i o Hamisbiirg g%'hmi's@a Q,Eiﬁé.e\u,
[Thsiland}, ToemTom Wes;  Washington, EstiJapan, METI, Esri China
B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area] No
B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area]  No
C.2.b. [Special Planning District] Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.
E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Potential Contamination History] Workbook.
E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Listed] Workbook.
E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site - Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Environmental Site Remediation Database] Workbook.
E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation Yes
Site]
E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation 336016
Site - DEC 1D]
E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features) No
E.2.h.i [Surface Water Features] Yes
E.2.h.ii [Surface Water Features] Yes
E.2.h.iii [Surface Water Features] Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and

waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.
E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream  855.5-1
Name]
E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream B
Classification]

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands NYS Wetland, Federal Wetland
Name]
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E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands
Size in Acres]

E 2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands

E2i. [FIoodWay]

E 2] [100 Year Floodp]aln]
[E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain]

Federal Wetland:6.25695858, Federal Wetland:0.89311641, Federal
Wetland:0.69927919, Federal Wetland:0.22966854, Federal
Wetland:0.74412443, Federal Wetland:0.6085139, Federal
‘Wetland:0.22363596, Federal Wetland:0.39699229, Federal

Wetland 0 72248635 Federal Wetland 0 30780888 NYS Wetland 27 4

1MD -24

fé? [Aquiers) '

E 2 I [Aqwfer Names]

Yes

Pnnmpa[ Aqunfer

E - 3.e. [Natlonal Register of Historic Places]

Dlgltal mappmg data are not available or are mcomplete Refer to EAF

E.2.n. [Natural Communities] No

E.2.0. ["'End'a'ﬁé&é’é”é“r?h?éa’?éﬁédébec.es] Yes T TR R )

E 2p [Rare Plants orAnlmaIs]"—u- o ‘-No - R S
E.3.a. [Agricultural District] ~ |Yes

!ELS.a. [Agricultural District] ORANQO2 i
§E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark] No )
E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area] No - o

| Workbook. e
E.3.f. [Archeo!ogical Sites] Yes
E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor]

No

Full Environmental Assessment Form - EAF Mapper Summary Report



. Agency Use Only [If applicable]
Full Environmental Assessment Form Fiject:

Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts  Date:

Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part2 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 serles of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency incompleting Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part | 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 arcas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.

If the lead agency is 2 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 il 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 questionshould 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,

e Ifyou are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the genera)
question and consult the workbook.

¢  When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the “whole action".

e  Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.

© __Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and contextofthe project.

°

® o 2 o @ @

1. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of, [:lNO M 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.
: 4 X : Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact | impact may
may gceur ocecur
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth ko water table i E2d =
less than 3 feet. 0
b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater. B2t 0
¢. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or | E22 M Im|
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.
d, The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons | D2a 0
of natural material,
e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year | Dle O
or in multiple phases.
f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical D2e, D2q O
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from trestment by herbicides).
£. The proposed action is, or may be, located within & Coastal Erosion hazard area. Bli %l |
h. Other impacts: 0
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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,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If "Yes”, answer questions a - c. If "No”', move on to Section 3.

#INo

[JyEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part 1 small to Inrge
Question(s) Impact impact may
may oceur oecur
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: Elg O |
b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a Elc | O
registered National Natural Landmark,
Specific feature;
c. Other impacts: O %

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, pongds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)

[Jno

[#lYEs

If “Yes ", answer questions a - . If "No", move on fo Section 4.

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) | impact | impact may
may aecur occur
a. The proposed action may create a new water body. D2b, D1h = 0
b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a D2b O
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water,
c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material D2a E O
from a wetland or water body.
d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or E2h B 0O
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water bady.
¢. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion, [ D2a, D2h O
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.
f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal { D2c |74 O
of water from surface water.
g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge | D2d O A
of wastewater to surface water(s).
h. The proposed action may canse soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of D2e O
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.
i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or E2h O 7]
downstream of the site of the proposed action.
j- The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or D2q, E2h %]
around any water body,
k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing, Dile, D2d O
wastewater treatment facilities.
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1. Other impacts: O
4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or DNO YES
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(Sec Part 1. D.2.a,D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 5.
i Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impact | impact may
may occur oceuy
&. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand | D2¢ O (%)
on supplies from existing water supply wells.
b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable D2e M|
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source:
¢. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and | D1a, D2¢ (! O
sewer services.
d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater. | D2d, E2! |
c. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations | D2¢, BIf, O
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated. Elg, Elh
£ The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products | D2p, E2I O
over pround water or an aquifer,
g, The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100 | E2h, D2q, ¥ 0O
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources. E21,D2¢
h. Other impacts; ) (|
5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding. [Ono YES
(Se¢c Part 1. E.2) ‘
If “Yes ", answer questions a - g. If "No”, move on to Section 6.
o & E Refevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) | impact | impact may
may occar occur
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway. E2i ] a
b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain, E2j 7] O
c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain. E2k O
d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage D2b, D2 a
patierns.
e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding. D2b, B2i, ]
E2j, B2k
f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action, is the dam In need of repair, | Ele M 0O

|__or upgrade?
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g. Other impacts: @ 1
6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source. DNO YES
(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 No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) | impaet | impact may
may occur ocour
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 catbon dioxide (CO;) D2g ] O
ii. More than 3.5 tonsfyear of nitrous oxide (N;0) D2g 7] 0
jiil. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs) D2g " E
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SFs) D2g
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of D2g o O
hydrochloroflourocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane Dzh @A 0
b. The proposed action may generate 10 fons/year or more of any one designated D2g ) m|
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions | D2f, D2g .| O
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 1bs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour.
d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”, D2g O
above.
e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal freatment of more than 1 | D2s %) 0
ton of refuse per hour.
f. Other impacts: 7] O
7. Impact on Plants and Animals

The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)

If “Yes”, answer questions a-j. If "No", move on to Section 8.
: Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) | impact | impact may
_ may ocour occur
a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any | E20 v, | 0
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
b, The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by | E20 O ;]
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.
c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any | E2p A O
specles of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.
d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by | E2p # O
any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural Elc %]
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.
f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any E2n %]
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source:
£- The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or E2m 0
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.
h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest, Elb %
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source:
i. Proposed sction (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves usc of | D2q 7} O
herbicides or pesticides.
J» Other impacts: & O
8. Impact on Agricultural Resonrces
The proposed action may impact agticultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a.and b)) DNO YES
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 9,
E : Relevant No, or Moderate
Part [ small to large
Question(s) fmpact | impact may
: may occur occur
a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group I throngh 4 of the E2¢, E3b O 7]
NYS Land Classification System.
b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land Els,Elb ]
(includes cropland, hayficlds, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).
¢. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of | E3b O
active agricultural land.
d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricuitural land to non-agricultural Elb,E3a 7} O
uses, cither more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Apricultural District,
e. The proposed action may disrupt or preveat installation of an agricultural land Ela, Elb A O
management system.
f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development Clc,C3, ] 0
potential or pressure on farmland. D2c, D2d
g The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland Clc H O
Protection Plan.
h. Other impacts; H W]
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in [Ino VIvEs
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.l1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, go to Section 10.
: Relevant No, or Moderate
Partl small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local | E3h O ]
scenic or aesthetic resource.
b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant E3h, C2b O 17|
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.
¢. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points: E3h
i. Seasonally {e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons) O |7
ii. Year round O [
d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed E3h
action is: E2q
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work ]
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities Ele E B
e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and E3h 7] O
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.
f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed Dila, Ela, 7] O
project: Di1f, Dig
0-1/2 mile
% -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile
g. Other impacts: O

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

resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, f. and g.)

[INo

[A1vEs

If “Yes", answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 11.
I - L e Relevant No, or Moderate
| Partl small to large
| Question(s) impact impact may
2o ‘ may occur occur
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous { E3e = |
to, ény buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or
National Register of Historic Places.
b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3f 73] a
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.
c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous | E3g M O
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source:
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d. Other impacts: %] O
e. Ifany of the above (a-d) are answered “Yes”, continue with the following questions
to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.  The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part E3e, E3g, O
of the site or property. E3f
ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or E3e, E3f, O
integrity. E3g, Ela,
Elb
iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which | E3¢, E3f, O
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting. E33sC E3h,
C2,C3
11. Tmpact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a I:INO YES
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(SeePart 1.C2.¢, E.l.c., E2.q.)
If “Yes", answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 12,
: 5 i . : Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem | D2e, Elb O
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not 1im 1ted to stormwater | E2h,
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat. E2m, E2o0,
E2n, E2p
b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource, | €28, Elc, O 7]
C2¢, E2q
¢. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area C2a, C2c O
with few such resources. Elc, E2q
d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the C2¢, Elc %3] O
community as an open SPace resource.
e Oikeri mpactsTra" pian adopted by Town Board involving this property El E
12, Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical NO D YES
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes”, answer quesrmns a-c. If “No", go to Section 13.
‘ Relevant No, or Moderate
PartI small to large
Question(s) impact impact may
may occur occur
a, The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or E3d O a
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.
b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or E3d O O
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA,
c. Other impacts: O I}
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13. Impact om Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.

(See Part 1.D.2.j)

[Ino

[]yEs

If "Yes”, answer questions a -g. If "No”, go to Section 14,
Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) | impact | impact may
may occur occnr
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network. D2j O ]
b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or | D2 O A
more vehicles.
¢. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access. D %] O
d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations. Dy O
¢. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movernent of people or goods. | D2 O %}
f. Other impacts: A O
14. Impact on Energy .
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy. DNO YES
(See Part 1. D.2.k)
I "Yes", answer questions a-e. If "No", go to Section I5.
= Relevant No, or Moderate
Part1 small to large
Queation(s) impact impact may
: : : may occur oceur
a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation. D2k %] O
b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission | DIf, A O
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve s | Dlq, D2k
commecial or industrial use.
c. The proposed action may ufilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity. D2k O
d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square | D1g ]
feet of building area when completed.
¢. Other Impacts: & O
15. Xmpact on Noise, Odor, and Light
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting. DNO YES
(See Part 1. D.2.m., n,, and 0.)
If "“Yes ™, answer questions a - f. 1If "No", go to Section 16.
e BB B . Relevant No, or Moderate
PartI small tolarge
Question{s) fmpact | impact may
L e : -may oecur occur
a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local D2m 7] O
regulation,
b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence, D2m, E1d %] 0
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.
¢. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o 7] O
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n O A
e. The proposed action may result in lighting oreating sky-glow brighter than existing | D2n, Ela 0 A
area conditions.
f. Other impacts: 4
16, Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure D NO YES
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q.,E.1. d. f. g. andh)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - m. If “No”, go to Section 17. .
Relevant No,or Moderate
Part I small to large
Question(s) impzet | impact may
; may ceeur occur
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day Eld O 7|
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.
b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation. Elg,Elh 7] |
c. There is a complefed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site | Elg, Elh 73] 0O
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.
d. The site of the action is subject to an Institutional control limiting the use of the Elg, Elh =] 0
property (e.g., easement or deed restriction).
¢. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place | Elg, Elh 7] O
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.
f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future D2t M|
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.
g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste D2g, EIf O v
management facility.
h. The proposed action may resuit in the unearihing of solid or hazardous waste. D2q, E1f %] O
i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rete of disposal, or processing, of | D2r, D2s O
solid waste.
J. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturhance within 2000 feet of | E1f, Elg O %]
a gite used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste. Elh
k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill Elf Elg | O
site.to adjacent off site structures.
L The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the D2s, Elf, v O
project site. D2r
m. Other impacts: 0
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17. Consistency with Community Plans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)
If “Yes", answer questions a - h. If “No™, go o Section 18.

[]no

[]yEs

Relevant No, or Moderate
Part I small to large
Questlon(s) impact | impact may
MAay oceur oceur
a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp C2,C3,Dla i) |
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s). Ela, EIb
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village | C2 7] O
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.
c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regufations. | C2,C2,C3 . |7} ]
d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use | C2, C2 ] 0
plans.
e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not C3, Dlc, 7} O
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure. Dld, D1f,
D1d, Elb
f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development | C4, D2c, D2d 7] O
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure. D2j
g- The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or | C2a %) O
commercial development not included in the proposed action)
h. Other: O

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1. C.2, C.3,D.2,E.3)

[Jno

[V]vEs

If “Yes", answer questions a- g. If “No", proceed (o Part 3.

Relevant No, or Moderate
- Part I small to lnrge
-k Question(s) fmpact | impact may
' . : 4 may oceur occur
a, The proposed action may teplace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas | E3e, E3f, E3g 7| 0
of historic importance fo the community.
b. The proposed action may create a demand for additlonal community services (e.g. C4 %] O
schools, police and fire)
¢, The proposed action may dlsplace affordable or low-income housing in an area where | C2, C3, DIf EA O
there is a shortage of such housing, Dlg,Ela
d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized | C2, E3 O
or designated public resources.
e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predeminant architectural scale and C,C3 7| 0
character.
f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape. €2 €3 7 0
Ela,Elb
E2g,E2h
g. Other impacts: ¥ ]
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State Environmental Quality Review Act
POSITIVE DECLARATION

Notice of Intent to Prepare a Draft Environmental Impact Statement
and Notice of Public Scoping Meeting
Lead Agency Determination of Significance

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to
Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.
The Planning Board of the Town of Goshen has determined that the proposed action described
below may have a significant impact on the environment and that a Draft Environmental Impact
Statement will be prepared. The Planning Board hereby adopts a Positive Declaration in order to
investigate and evaluate the potential environmental impacts of this Proposed Action. Scoping
will be conducted, and a public scoping meeting will be held on June 19, 2014.

Name of Action: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.

Lead Agency: Planning Board of the Town of Goshen, Orange County
Date: May 22, 2014

SEQR Status: Type 1

Description of Action: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. is the contract vendee of a 200+/- acre project site
located between Echo Lake Road and New York State Route 17M, involving property better
known on the Town of Goshen tax maps as Section 12, Block 1, Lots 23.2 and 24.2. The project
site is located within the Commercial/Office Mixed-Use (“CO”), Industrial (“I”’) and Rural
(“RU”) zoning districts of the Town of Goshen. The Proposed Action includes a two-lot minor
subdivision of the property. On Lot 1, Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. proposes to construct a 579,680
square foot manufacturing plant to manufacture and distribute its full line of natural and organic
frozen food products. The building will contain a 25,000 square foot office area.

On Lot 2, Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. proposes to construct a 200,000 square foot open-air shed
structure to be used for annual conferences and other private gatherings. The structure will have
a cantilevered roof over grass with six permanent restrooms and other accessory buildings.

The project also involves a 7.6-acre land transfer, representing a portion of Section 12, Block 1,
Lot 101 from the State of New York to the Town of Goshen. The purpose of the land transfer is
to improve access to New York State Route 17M, not only for the proposed Amy’s Kitchen
project, but also for the surrounding properties. A portion of the project site, tax parcel 1-1-40, is
located in the Town of Wawayanda. No disturbance is proposed on this portion of the property.

There are two existing wells onsite which will be utilized for water for the project. Wastewater
will be conveyed to an onsite sewage treatment facility where it will be treated and discharged to

the Wallkill River.

Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. projects that it will employ approximately 680 people on the project site. It
is anticipated that with the construction of the new manufacturing plant in Goshen, Amy’s
Kitchen will look to find a significant volume of their products from local and regional farms.



Location: The project site is located on the north side of New York State Route 17M and
south of Echo Lake Road in the Town of Goshen.

Reasons Supporting this Determination: Potential environmental impacts associated with the
proposed action are identified in the Full Environmental Assessment Form. These impacts,
which may be reasonably expected to result from the Project, have been compared to the criteria
for determining significance identified in 6 N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.7(c)(1) and in accordance with 6
N.Y.C.R.R. § 617.7(c)(2) and (3). The Planning Board finds that the Proposed Action may result
in one or more significant impact on the environment, and an Environmental Impact Statement
(“EIS”) will be prepared to address, at a minimum, the following elements of the Proposed
Action, which may result in potential impacts:

1. The Proposed Action includes construction on slopes of 15% or greater.

2. The Proposed Action could involve the excavation of more than 1,000 tons of natural
materials.

3. The Proposed Action may result in increased erosion from both physical disturbance and
natural vegetation removal.

4. The Proposed Action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion,
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

5. The Proposed Action will create one or more outfalls for discharge of wastewater into the
Wallkill River from on an onsite wastewater treatment plant.

6. The Proposed Action may affect the water quality of a water body within or downstream
of the project site.

7. The Proposed Action requires conversion of more than 10 acres of forest habitat.

8. The project site contains soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land
Classification System.

9. The Proposed Action requires new water supply wells.

10. The Proposed Action may be visible from the Orange County Heritage Trail and other
publically accessible vantage points.

11. The Proposed Action includes construction of over 700 paved parking spaces.

12. Traffic from the Proposed Action may exceed capacity of the existing road network and
may alter the present pattern of people or goods.

13. Project has potential to generate traffic significantly above current levels and may result
in the alteration of traffic patterns for cars as well as busses.
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14. The project will result in the heating and cooling of more than 100,000 square feet of
building area when completed.

15. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties.

16. The Proposed Action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing area
conditions.

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

18. The Proposed Action may result in excavation or disturbance within 2,000 feet of a site
used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste.

Public Scoping: The Planning Board has scheduled a Public Scoping Meeting for June 19,
2014 starting at 7:30 PM or reasonably soon thereafter. Scoping is the process by which the
Lead Agency identifies the potentially significant adverse impacts related to the proposed action
that are to be addressed in the forthcoming DEIS, including the content and level of detail of the
analysis, range of alternatives to be considered, and mitigation measures needed and the
identification of non relevant issues.

A copy of the applicant’s draft scoping document can be viewed on the Town’s website:
www.townofgoshen.org, or in the Town Building Department located in Town Hall (41 Webster
Ave.). All persons interested are invited to be present at said meeting. Written comments can be
submitted to the Building Department at any time up to the meeting date.

For Further Information:

Contact Person: Lee Bergus, Chairman
Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue
Goshen, New York 10924
(845) 294-6250
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A copy of this Notice is being sent to the following Involved and Interested Agencies:

Involved Agencies

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Permits — Region 3
625 Broadway

Albany, New York 12233-1010

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
21 South Putt Corners Road
New Paltz, New York 12561

New York State Department of Transportation
4 Burnett Boulevard

Poughkeepsie, New York 12601

Contact: Terry Donoghue

NYS Office of General Services

Empire State Plaza, 41® Floor, Corning Tower
Albany, New York 12242

Contact: James Sproat, Executive Director

NYS Office of Mental Health

44 Holland Avenue

Albany, New York 12229

Contact: Emil Slane, Deputy Commissioner

Orange County Department of Health, Division of Environmental Permits
1887 County Building

124 Main Street

Goshen, New York 10924

Contact: Edwin Sims, PE, Acting Director

Orange County Department of Public Works
2455-2459 Route 17M

P.O. Box 509

Goshen, New York 10924

Contact: Charles Lee, P.E., Commissioner

Town of Goshen Town Board

41 Webster Ave

Goshen, New York 10924

Contact: Douglas Bloomfield, Supervisor

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Post Office Box 189, Peebles Island
Waterford, New York 12188

Orange County Industrial Development Agency
4 Crotty Lane, Suite 100
New Windsor, New York 12553

Dormitory Authority of the State of New York
515 Broadway
Albany, New York 12207-2964
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Interested Agencies

Environmental Notice Bulletin — via email
enb@gw.dec.state.ny.us

Village of Goshen
276 Main Street
Goshen, New York 10924

Town of Goshen Police Department
44 Police Drive

P.O. Box 217

Goshen, New York 10924

Town of Wawayanda
80 Ridgebury Hill Road
Slate Hill, New York 10973

Town of Wallkill
99 Tower Drive, Building A
Middletown, New York 10941

Orange County Department of Planning
1887 County Building

124 Main Street

Goshen, New York 10924

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
26 Federal Plaza

Jacob Javits Building

New York, New York 10278

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
New York Field Office

3817 Luker Road

Cortland, New York 13045
Attn: Noelle Rayman

NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets
10B Airline Drive
Albany, New York 12235

Northeast Organic Farming Association
P.O. Box 164
Stevenson, CT 06491

Town of Goshen Environmental Review Board
4] Webster Avenue
Goshen, New York 10924

Goshen Volunteer Ambulance Corp.
P.O. Box 695
Goshen, New York 10924
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Permits, Region 3

21 South Putt Comners Road, New Paltz, New York 12561-1620

Phone: (845) 256-3054 FAX: (845) 255-4659

Website: www.dec.ny.gov Joe Martens
Commissioner

May 22, 2014 Y Eu =y
Lee Bergus, Chairman s
Town of Goshen Planning Board MAY 29 21
41 Webster Avenue TOWN G Ll
Goshen, NY 10924 TOWN CLERK ™

Re:  Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Response to SEQR Lead Agency and DEC Jurisdiction

Dear Chairman Bergus:

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) has reviewed the
Town of Goshen’s notice of intent to assume lead agency status for the State Environmental
Quality Review (SEQR) of the proposed development of Amy’s Kitchen. DEC has no objection
to the Town acting as lead agency; the Lead Agency request indicated that an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared for this Type 1 action. DEC jurisdiction is as follows
with reference to the Environmental Conservation Law (ECL). By copy of this letter the
applicant is made aware of these jurisdictions.

State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) — Industrial
Pursuant to Article 17, Titles 7, 8 of the ECL, this development will require an industrial SPDES
permit for the proposed discharge of 200,000 gallons per day to the Wallkill River, NYS Waters
Index # H-139-13 portion (Rio Grande to New York-New Jersey state line), Class C. The
applicant will be required to provide the following information in the application:

e Sampling information for the industrial wastewater discharge. '

* A breakdown of the relative portions of the discharge that will be industrial process wastc

and sanitary waste.
e Discussion of the alternative of connecting to a municipal sewer system.

Technical questions on preparation of the SPDES permit application can be directed to DEC
Division of Water staff member Manju Cherian at (914) 428-2505 ext 357.

Water Withdrawal 4
This project will require a Water Withdrawal Permit pursuant to Article 15, Title 15 of the ECI.

for withdrawal of water in excess of 100,000 gallons per day. The applicant will have to
demonstrate that a sustainable yield is possible and determine any potential impacts to nearby
resources such neighboring wells, the Wallkill River, or NYS freshwater wetland MD-24.

The applicant is referred to the DEC website for information on the water withdrawal program -
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/6036.html and the necessary elements of a complete application.
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Re:  Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Response to SEQR Lead Agency and DEC Jurisdiction

These will include pump test results; the DEC pumping test procedures are available at
hitp://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/86950.htmi.

I'echnical questions on preparation of the Water Withdrawal application can be directed to DEC
Division of Water staff member Aparna Roy at (914) 428-2505 ext 362.

Protection of Waters and Freshwater Wetlands

T'he site contains portions of the Wallkill River, NYS Waters Index # H-139-13 portion, Class C
(upstream of Rio Grande) regulated under Article 15, Title 5 of the ECL, Protection of Waters.
A permit is not required to disturb the bed or banks of a Class C stream without a trout standard.

I'he site contains portions of DEC freshwater wetland MD-24, regulated under Article 24 of the
I:CI. The wetland boundary was delineated and surveyed in 2009. According to the plans and
EAF, no disturbances are proposed to this wetland or the associated adjacent area.

I any disturbance is proposed to wetlands regulated by the Army Corps of Engineers and permit
is required from the Corps, then a Water Quality Certification pursuant to Section 401 of the
Clcan Water Act will be required from DEC. If the project qualifies for an Army Corps
Nationwide Permit, then it may qualify for the DEC Blanket Water Quality Certification.

Endangered and Threatened Species
This site is within 2.5 miles of known roost trees of Indiana bat (Myotis sodalist), a species listed

by New York State and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service as endangered. Removal of forested
arcas has the potential to impact Indiana bat roosting and foraging habitat. The general habitat
report submitted with the EAF, “Vegetation and Wildlife Resources at the Echo Lake Site”, lists
a number of tree species occurring on the site that are suitable as roost trees.

The DEC requires sufficient information to determine whether a permit pursuant to Article 11,
Title 5 of the ECL, Endangered and Threatened Species, may be required for the taking of
cndangered species habitat. The applicant must provide an assessment of potential impacts of
the development on Indiana bat foraging and roosting habitat for DEC review.

The applicant may contact Lisa Masi, DEC Bureau of Wildlife, at (845) 256-2257 to discuss
potential impacts or options for avoidance.

Mined Land Reclamation
Portions of the property are currently mined for sand and gravel under Mined Land Reclamation

permit 3-3330-00072/00001, issued to E Tetz & Sons Inc, and expiring January 31, 2018. Prior
to Amy’s Kitchen Inc initiating construction, the mine permittee must either complete
reclamation pursuant to their approved reclamation plan or modify the permit reclamation plan to

allow for the construction.
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Re:  Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Response to SEQR Lead Agency and DEC Jurisdiction

If more than 1000 tons (750 cubic yards) of soil and minerals will be excavated in association
with the construction, then a mined land reclamation permit or construction exemption will be
required. Any EIS should include a comprehensive cut and fill analysis.

State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) — Stormwater

The proposed action will disturb more than 1 acre and will require coverage under the SPDES
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-10-001). The EAF
indicated that impoundment(s) will be constructed for stormwater with the size given as “TBD".
If the stormwater impoundment(s) exceed either of the following thresholds, a Protection of
Waters Dam Safety permit will be required:

e the maximum height' is more than 6 feet and the maximum impounding capacity” is
greater than three million gallons; or

e the maximum height is more than 15 feet and the maximum impounding capacity is morc
than one million gallons.

Other DEC Jurisdictions
The EAF states that on the site there will be no underground storage of chemicals or petroleum

products and no aboveground storage of petroleum products in excess of 1,100 gallons or
chemical storage in excess of 185 gallons. Please note that these regulatory thresholds for bulk
storage registration apply to the summary capacity of all storage units of a type (petroleum or
chemical), not just to the individual units.

The EAF states that air emissions will be limited to construction equipment, vehicles, and
equipment for cooking and packaging. Construction, vehicle, and food production emissions arc
exempt from regulation pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 201 Air Resource Permits and Registrations.

Please note that an air facility registration may be required if the project includes installation of a
combustion boiler burning coal or wood with a maximum-rated heat-input capacity greater than
one million British Thermal Units per hour or a boiler burning any other fuel with a capacity
greater than ten million.

The site is adjacent to and across the Wallkill River from the former Al Turi landfill,
Remediation Site Code 336016. Impacts on the development from this former landfill are not
expected because the river marks the boundary of a regional groundwater discharge zone and is a

hydrologic boundary.

Uniform Procedures
All SPDES, Water Withdrawal, and Protection of Waters permits, as well as Water Quality
Certifications, are processed pursuant to Uniform Procedures, Article 70 of the ECL. Per

I Maximum height is measured from the downstream (outside) toe of the impoundment at its lowest point to the highest point at the

top of the structure.
2 Maximum impounding capacity is the volume of water impounded when the water level is at the top of the structure.
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Re: Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Response to SEQR Lead Agency and DEC Jurisdiction

Uniform Procedures regulations 6 NYCRR Part 621, all DEC applications for a project must be
submitted simultaneously and processed as a single application batch, with the exception of filing
for coverage under the stormwater SPDES general permit. A determination on taking of an
cndangered species must also be made prior to the application being deemed complete.

Plcase note that this will be a major application pursuant to Uniform Procedures and a 30-day
public comment period will be required. No application can be deemed complete until the Town
as l.ead Agency pursuant to SEQR either issues a Negative Declaration or accepts a Draft
linvironmental Impact Statement for review. As the site is within an area designated by the NY
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) as sensitive for archeological sites, a determination on
potential impacts by SHPO will be required for a complete application for permits.

DEC recommends the applicant request a pre-application meeting to discuss the necessary
clements of the SPDES and Water Withdrawal permits, as well as the Endangered Species
Taking jurisdiction determination.

If the applicant wishes to schedule a meeting, they may contact me. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact me at (845) 256-3014 or at rscrist@gw.dec.state.ny.us.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Crist '
Fnvironmental Analyst

lice:  Mark Rudolph, Amy’s Kitchen Inc
Stuart Turner, Turner Miller Group
John O’Rourke, Lanc and Tully Engineering and Surveying P.C.
Gary Tetz, E. Tetz & Sons
Orange County Department of Health
Philip Perazio, NYSHPO
Manju Cherian, DEC Division of Water
Aparna Roy, DEC Division of Water
Iisa Masi, DEC Bureau of Wildlife
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BURKE, MIELE & GOLDEN, LLP

DATE:
TO:

FROM:

4/19/2016
LEE BERGUS, CHAIRMAN; PLANNING BOARD MEMBERS; PLANNING BOARD CONSULTANTS
RICHARD B. GOLDEN; KELLY M. NAUGHTON

TOWN OF GOSHEN PLANNING BOARD: AMY’S KITCHEN DEIS

Our office has reviewed the Amy’s Kitchen Draft Environmental Impact Statement (“DEIS”) for
“completeness” (z.¢., adequacy for public review only), and has the following comments:

General

Please keep the headings consistent with the headings in the Scoping Document. (Completeness.)

Cover Page

Missing SEQRA status (Type I)

Missing the email address of the primary preparer of the DEIS, as well as the name, address, email
address and telephone number of the contact person representing the preparer.

Missing all revision dates of the DEIS

1. Executive Summary

No comments at this time.

II. Project Description

There is now a reference that the Central Building for Science of the Soul will have dormitory
accommodations. This residential use, and its interplay with the residential uses of the caretaker
houses and the 5-bedroom house should be made clear to allow the Planning Board and public to
tully understand the residential components of the Science of the Soul project, and their impacts and
zoning issues.

Page 1I-5 references an easement within the Echo Lake property held by the City of Middletown.
We did not see that easement shown on the plan for SoS. Please identify all easements on the plans,
and provide our office with a copy of all easements and/or include them in an appendix.

On page II-5, if the reference to the 40-lot subdivision is the Owen’s Road subdivision (a/k/a
Goshen Meadows), it was approved for 39 lots rather than 40 lots.

On page 11-6, is the DEIS saying that the Heritage Trail from the original Wallkill River channel west
to the City of Middletown is owned by the City of Middletown (rather than the County of Orange)?
Discuss the particulars concerning the extent, quantity, etc. of the composting use, which may also
require a special permit from the Town Board. (Completeness.)

Page 11-25 should be revised to include a special permit from the Planning Board for the religious use
in the CO district and a warehouse use in the Industrial district.

On page 11-25, why was the NYS Dormitory Authority removed as an involved agency? Also, why
was the Town of Goshen Building Department, for issuance of a floodplain development permit,
removed? Why was the US FWS and the ACOE removed from the Interested Agency list (when the



ACOE will clearly be interested considering the recent events on the Ver Hage site)?
(Completeness.)
- Per the scope, there was no mention of the hydrants for the SoS portion of the site.

A. Geology and Soils

- There was no response to “Unavoidable adverse impacts will be identified”. If there are no
unavoidable adverse impacts, please state as much. (Completeness.)

B. Topography

- The DEIS did not provide topographical maps at 2’ contours. (5’ contours were provided).
(Completeness.)

- The Scope required that a grading plan be presented with a cuts and fills analysis at 2” contours, this
is mentioned on pages 111.B-4 and IIL.B-5, however there is no reference to the plan. (The Scope
required a plan be presented.)

C. Surface Water Resources

- On page III.C-5, the DEIS states that the wetland field delineation will be confirmed through a
jurisdictional determination by the USACE and NYSDEC. When is that expected? The Scope
requires a “Jurisdictional Determination will be provided as an attachment to the DEIS.”

- The Scope required “the potential for contamination of surface waters on both a long- and short-
term (construction) basis will be addressed, including use of deicing agents on site.” This was only
partially addressed in the DEIS. (Completeness.)

- The Scope required that mitigation be proposed for identified adverse environmental impacts as
necessary. The DEIS states that the SWPPP includes provisions that would ensure that runoff
would not adversely affect the quality or quantity of waters in the Wallkill River or Cheechunk Creek.
Please include those mitigation measures that are within the SWPPP that are proposed for this
project in the Mitigation section.

D. Natural Resources

- The DEIS is missing a table of “vegetation identified” for the Echo Lake property; one is provided
for the other three properties.

- The Scope required that “existing significant trees (z.¢., 12”7 dbh), hedgerows, etc. will be discussed”
and “the impacts to, and maintenance of, any significant trees (z¢., 12” dbh), hedgerows, etc. shall be
discussed with regard to the layout of the facilities and entry road. This section should be modified
as per the Planning Board’s discussion on April 14, 2016. (Completeness.)

- There was no mention or discussion of “rare species” in the DEIS. (Completeness.)

E. Groundwater/Water Supply

- Please provide the easements referenced on page I11.LE-2.
- This section does not discuss the additional usage of water for SoS for the weekly meetings, and the
bi-weekly meetings. (Completeness.)

F. Wastewater Management

- This section does not include the expected bi-weekly meetings.
- There is no mention of the wastewater facilities to be utilized on the Strong property (please state
what the current site uses as far as wastewater management).



G. Stormwater Management

The Scope required the DEIS to describe pre- and post-construction drainage patterns, flows and
q g
proposed infrastructure in the “Potential Impacts” section; only post-construction information was
discussed in this section. At a minimum, a reference to an earlier portion of the DEIS discussin
p g
pre-construction drainage patterns should be included.

H. Traffic

I. Noise

Our office defers to the Town’s traffic consultant for his comments on this section.

The noise study has identified the annual conference as exceeding the 65 dBA established by the
DEC, but concludes that there would not be a significant noise impact because the existing noise at
those locations already exceed 65 dBA, and this would be just be a small increase above that. The
Applicant should provide mitigation measures for this environmental impact.

J. Utilities and Solid Waste Disposal

The Scope requires the Applicant to “expand on what is available to the facilities in terms of
recycling.” There needs to be a discussion generally concerning recycling and, specifically, the
recycling available to the facilities, as per the SEQRA Scope. (Completeness.)

Please confirm the electric service being provided to the facilities will be running the lines
underground.

K. Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy

There is no discussion of applicable subdivision regulations as required by the SEQRA Scope. This
must be corrected. Additionally, there needs to be more specific discussion of the project’s interplay
with the Heritage Trail and the landfill, as required by the SEQRA Scope. This must be corrected.
(Completeness.)

On page 111.LK-10, footnote 2, is the Applicant proposing to design the buildings to look like they are
broken into smaller sections through the use of color changes or other facade treatments? (§ 97-
14D)).

On page II1.LK-12, referring to § 97-14(D)(2), it is a finding for the Planning Board to make as to
whether there are historic structures or structures with architectural significance on the properties.
On page II1.K-16, the Applicant should address whether any of the other buildings proposed by SoS
will require variances.

L. Community Services

On page 111.L-4, the Applicant has stated that the Town was unable to provide the Applicant with a
copy of the Wallkill River Trailway: Conceptual Plans. This was previously provided to the Applicant.
Please contact our office, and another copy will be provided. Additionally, this conflicts with the
section on page I11.1-9, discussing this document.

On page L-2, under “Town of Goshen Police Department”, the DEIS should indicate the number of
part-time officers at the Town of Goshen Police Department.

On pages L-7 and L-8, the DEIS states that there were no fire calls for the Medford plant in 2014
and seven ambulance calls for the Medford plant in 2014. The DEIS has been updated to include
2015, and what has occurred thus far in 2016. What about prior years?



On page L-9, “Mitigation Measures”, the Applicant should revise this section to include a discussion
of (or a reference to an eatlier subsection) the on-site security, as required by the Scope.

M. Fiscal Impacts

No comments at this time.

N. Visual Impacts

The Existing Conditions views are missing View 3A. (Completeness.)

Existing Conditions View 10 is labeled as “View of Strong Farm Property from Owens Road”;
however, the Visual Assessment Location Map shows that it is supposed to be a view from Owens
Road towards the Ver Hage property. Seeing as this is the only photo depicting the farm buildings,
the Planning Board should determine if this direction was its intent. (Completeness.)

The Applicant should confirm that the additional three locations set forth in the Scoping Document
(in addition to the Visual Analysis Locations Map) were included or covered by a different numbered
photograph.

The Scope required that “portions of [the] proposed Action which will be visible from public roads
will be discussed with photo-simulation, including from the views listed above.” The DEIS should
be revised to include the missing locations: 3A, 6A (was redirected), 7, 9A, 11, 13, 14, 15A, 15B, 16,
and 17. (Completeness.)

The Applicant should amend this chapter per the Planning Board’s discussion on April 14, 2016
regarding the two-dimensional photo-simulations.

The Potential Impacts section does not include a narrative of the architectural characteristics of all
buildings and structures, as required by the Scope.

The discussion of the proposed signage and the location of the signage should be more developed in
the FEIS.

The Proposed Mitigation section in the Scope required: “Landscaping plans, including an entrance
design for the main entrance on NYS Route 17M and the proposed emergency access on Echo Lake
Road, the proposed temporary access on Hartley Road and any entrances to the volunteer parking
from Owens Road will be described and presented graphically” and “Mitigation will be proposed for
identified adverse environmental impacts as necessary, including, but not limited to earth tone colors,
night-sky friendly lighting, and limitation of foot candles at the boundary line.” These items were not
included or discussed. (Completeness.)

O. Environmental Contamination

No comments at this time.

P. Cultural Resources

No comments at this time.

Q. Agriculture

The Existing Conditions section does not discuss the implications associated with the designation of
portions of the project site as being located within an Agricultural District.

R. Air Quality

Unavoidable adverse environmental impacts to the air quality were required to be included under
“Proposed Mitigation”, but there are no impacts identified. The DEIS stated that the project would



not result in any significant adverse air quality impacts. At a minimum, this should include emissions
from vehicles and construction equipment. (Completeness.)

S. Construction Impacts

- There was no discussion concerning the estimates of the tons necessary to accomplish the
construction activities as required by the Scope.

1V. Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts

- This section only includes the increase of solid waste, impervious surfaces, traffic, and temporary
impacts from construction for Amy’s Kitchen and SoS. This should also include the impact to the
number of trees that are 12” dbh or greater that will be removed for the development (which would
in turn decrease habitat for animals, etc.).

V. Alternatives
- No comments at this time.
VI. Energy Use and Solid Waste Management

- No comments at this time.

VII. Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

- No comments at this time.

VIII. Growth Inducing Impacts

- No comments at this time.

Appendices
- The Scope required all “SEQRA documentation: EAF, DEIS Scope and Agency Correspondence”

to be provided in an Appendix. The Scope and several items of correspondence were provided, but
the remainder of the SEQRA correspondence was not included.

Site Plan Comments

- The Project Attorney should be updated on the cover page of the site plans.

- There are several areas where the lighting exceeds 0.1-foot candles at the property line. This is a
condition that the Planning Board frequently includes, despite the DEIS stating that it will restrict
lighting to 0.5-foot candles at the property line.

- No further comments at this time.



21605CARPENTER ENVIRONMENTAL ASSOCIATES, INC.

CEA ENGINEERS, P.C.
610 County Route 1, Unit 2F
Pine Island, New York 10969
Phone: 845-781-4844 Ext 309
Fax: 845-782-5591
Senders E-mail: re.huddles@cea-enviro.com

MEMORANDUM
Date: May 26, 2016
To: Lee Bergus, Chairman & Planning Board
From: Ralph E. Huddleston Jr., Planning Board Consultant
CC: Neal Halloran, Building Inspector, Broderick Knoell, Highway

Superintendent, Richard Golden, Esq., John Swift, Esq., and Graham
Trelstad, AICP (for applicant)

Re: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.
Special Permit, Site Plan & Subdivision-DEIS Review
File No. 12-1-1.222, 1.41, 19.2, 23.2, 24.2 and 10-1-11.2

CEA No. 21605

Carpenter Environmental Associates, Inc., (CEA) offers for your consideration the
following technical comments regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the proposed Amy’s Kitchen application prepared by AKRF, last revised
April 29, 2016. We have reviewed the assigned sections of the DEIS for technical content
and accuracy as directed by the Town of Goshen Planning Board (Planning Board). We
anticipate that additional comment will be required as the environmental review process
proceeds. Please feel free to contact me directly with any questions or requests.

I Executive Summary

- The adopted scope for this project specifies that no information will be
included in the Executive Summary that is not included within the
document We have only performed a cursory review of the executive
summary having focused our efforts on the individual sections which
should include the full detailed discussions.



I11.C: Surface Water Resources and Wetlands

I D.

Page 11 C4 — The DEIS that NYSDEC Streams and their classifications
are shown on Figure I11.C3. They are presently shown on Figure 111.C8.

Page 111 C5 — The DEIS indicates that a jurisdictional confirmation by the
USACOE of the extent of onsite regulated wetlands is pending. An
estimate of when confirmation is anticipated should be provided.

Page 111 C6 — The DEIS indicates NYSDEC Wetland MD-24 is shown on
Figure 111.C-4. The wetland is not clearly designated.. The area should be
clearly labeled.

Page 111 C7 — The DEIS states that Echo Lake wetlands and 100 foot
buffers are shown on Figure 111 C-7. The wetlands and buffers are not
clearly designated.

Page 111 C9 — The DEIS states that three potential areas of wetland impact
associated with the utility lines between the Heritage trail and the
Middletown WWTP will be delineated after final design. We recommend
the Board consider requiring this delineation prior to final design so
potential for impact or avoidance can be assessed.

Page 111 C11 — The DEIS states that a final design of the Wallkill River
Bridge drainage has not been completed. Several alternative methods are
discussed. We recommend that the Board consider requiring this design be
completed and a discharge method discussed in FEIS.

Page 111 C13 — DEIS states that no federally regulated wetlands will be
impacted by the access road improvement. This is inconsistent with the
provided site plans.

Page 111 C13 — DEIS states that no impacts to surface water have been
identified. We recommend the NYSDEC determination on the isolated
ponds be obtained because of the potential impact to amphibians.

Vegetation and Wildlife

Page 111 D 1 — The DEIS states that vegetation and wildlife inventories
were conducted on single day events in May and June of 2015 with
additional “incidental observations” on two additional days in May and
June. The limited time and seasons over which these inventories were
conducted would seem to warrant consideration by the Board. All season
inventories have been the standard for large projects in the past. The
Board may want to consider having the applicant to continue theses



inventories through the review process. In the unlikely event that
something of significance was identified, a Supplemental EIS should be
provided.

Page 111 D-30 — The DEIS states that prior to site disturbance ecologist
will capture and relocate reptiles and amphibians. The methods and
anticipated value of these methods should be provided and discussed.
Careful consideration for the seasonal timing of these efforts should be
considered.

The DEIS should discuss the impacts of eliminating significant habitat for
species such as deer, raccoon, and others that will likely try to relocate to
adjacent areas and that are often considered nuisance species.

111.0: Environmental Contamination

No additional comments at this time.

I11.P: Cultural Resources

Page 111 P-10- DEIS states that Phase 111 Data Recovery Plans will be
design and carried out. Confirmation of the completion and results of all
studies that are available to the public should be provided to the Board as
soon as available. If not already provided, all documentation between LAI
and SHPO should be provided.

11.Q; Agriculture

The DEIS discusses various areas that will remain active farmlands.
Discussion as to the applicant’s willingness to designate these areas as
forever farmland should be considered.

ILR: Air Quality

No additional comments at this time.

I11.S:  Construction

The Board should discuss the definition of “construction activities” as it
applies to starting times. Do the time restrictions include equipment
warmup and shutdown time?

The DEIS seems to indicate no road improvements or maintenance to
Hartley Road. Is that the understanding of the Board?



V. Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts

- The DEIS fails to address the loss of existing and future wildlife
associated with construction activities and habitat loss.

V. Alternatives
- No additional comments at this time.
VI.  Energy Use and Solid Waste Management
- No additional comments at this time.
VII.  Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources

- No additional comments at this time.



architects + engineers

2 Executive Blvd., Suite 401 845.357.7238
Suffern, NY 10901 845.357.7267

TO: Lee Bergus, Chairman & Planning Board

FROM: Dennis G. Lindsay, PE, Town Engineer, &
Sean T. Hoffman, PE, Planning Board Consultant

SUBJECT: Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.
Special Permit, Site Plan & Subdivision— DEIS Review — Public Hearing
File No. 12-1-1.222, 1.41, 19.2, 23.2, 24.2 and 10-1-11.2%; Memo No. 83-16-015

DATE: May 27, 2016

CC: Douglas Bloomfield, Supervisor & Town Board; Neal Halloran, Building Inspector, Broderick
Knoell, Highway Superintendent, Richard Golden, Esq., John Canning, PE, Traffic Consultant;
Ralph E. Huddleston, Jr., Environmental Consultant & Graham Trelstad, AICP (for Applicant)
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The following are our technical comments regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the
Amy’s Kitchen application which includes: (1) construction of a 229,000 square foot manufacturing plant (with
potential expansion to 369,000 square feet) with associated infrastructure; (2) subdivision of seven (7) to ten
(10) acres from property owned by New York State to develop an access road from NYS Route 17M and (3)
construction of a 200,000 square foot conference center with ancillary administrative and support buildings.
The project site has frontage on NYS Route 17M, Echo Lake, Hartley, Cheechunk and Owens Roads and
comprises a 374.14-acre tract (total holdings). The site is located within the Industrial (I), Commercial/Office
(CO) and Rural (RU) zoning districts with AQ-3/AQ-6, Flood Plain & Ponding Area and Stream Corridor and
Reservoir Watershed Overlay Zones.

Background — During the May 22, 2014 meeting you assumed lead agency status and required submission of
an environmental impact statement (EIS). A public scoping session on the revised application was held and a
revised scope was adopted during your July 16, 2015 meeting. On April 21, 2016 you accepted the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) as adequate for public review and scheduled a public hearing for May
31, 2016.

Process — We have reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for technical content. Review
of this document, receipt of public comment (public hearing and written comments), completion of a Final
Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) on substantive issues and adoption of findings are required to
conclude SEQRA. To assist in your review, we have prepared the attached list of comments based on our
review. We are distributing this in advance of the public hearing to give you and the project sponsor an early
opportunity to consider our comments. We may wish to supplement these based on information you receive at
the public hearing.

We have also commented on the site plan to the extent related to the environmental review. We anticipate
further comment on plan details as the environmental review concludes and revised site plans are submitted
incorporating your findings. Our comments have addressed the typical zoning and engineering issues
assigned to us as Town Engineer; comments on traffic and environmental review have been left to other
special Board consultants.

If you or the project sponsor requires any clarification on our comments, please advise.

L Section 12, Block 1, Lot 101 is currently owned by New York State and a portion is intended to be transferred to the Town of Goshen
for the purpose of improving site access to NYS Route 17M for this project as well as the adjacent Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center
and County facilities.



Town of Goshen

Planning Board Memo No. 83-16-015
May 27, 2016
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In addition to the below tabulated list we have identified the following matters to be considered by you and the
applicant so a plan may be developed to address these potentially significant environmental issues:

e Phasing — The DEIS indicates site grading on the Echo Lake and Ver Hage properties will commence
simultaneously and the Amy’s Kitchen Facility will likely be completed prior to the Science of the Soul
(SoS) Conference Center. We understand all site improvements must be completed before any
Certificates of Occupancy may be issued and suggest the applicant consider a phasing plan to allow
issuance of the Certificate(s) of Occupancy and startup of the Amy’s Kitchen Facility while SoS is
being completed.

e Water Storage — The DEIS indicates Amy's may require one (1) or two (2) 200,000-gallon water
storage tanks and SoS may require an onsite water storage tank for firefighting purposes. A hydraulic
analysis of the connection to the City of Middletown should be provided to determine available fire flow
and anticipated pressures. If water storage tanks are possible, they should be shown on the Site
Plans (only two (2) tanks for Amy's shown) and additional information provided (height, location,
visibility, etc.) so their environmental impact may be evaluated.

e Parking/Strong Farm — The DEIS indicates up to 12,000 National Conference attendees (including
volunteers) and anticipates between 20% (2,400) and 40% (4,800) attendees will arrival by bus. If the
remaining 7,200 to 9,600 attendees arrive by car, with an average occupancy of three (3) attendees
per car, approximately 2,400 — 3,200 stalls are required. The SoS site includes 2,043 parking stalls.
We understand Strong Farm will be used for volunteer parking (DEIS Figure 11-15 shows an
approximate 25-acre area (by scale) for parking) during the National Conference. We estimate
parking for up to 1,160 vehicles at Strong Farm may be necessary. Although use of Strong Farm
would be limited to one (1) event per year, impact could be considerable. We suggest the applicant
further discuss the parking plan relative to Strong Farm including shuttling of volunteers from Strong
Farm to the SoS site (i.e. will modification of current deed restriction by Orange County be necessary
to use Echo Lake access or will shuttles from Strong Farm utilize Amy’s Hartley Road access or the
NYS Route 17M access).

e Stormwater Management — Stormwater discharges from the Project are regulated by both NYSDEC
and the Town’s zoning regulations. The NYSDEC General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from
Construction Activity allows a waiver from the requirements to control the one (1) year (channel
protection), ten (10) year (overbank flood) and one hundred (100) year (extreme flood) storm events if
the site discharges to a fifth (5M) order stream. The Town Code requires no increase in the peak rate
of surface water flowing offsite from predevelopment conditions [§97-75D(5)(c)] regardless of the
numeric stream order. In accordance with NYSDEC regulations, after development, approximately 50-
acres from the Amy’s Kitchen Facility and 225-acres from the SoS Conference Center will discharge to
the Wallkill River without gquantity control (water quality will be provided). The DEIS indicates this
approach will minimize flooding and damage downstream since site runoff will be release to the
Wallkill River before the arrival of floodwaters. In our opinion, this approach may be appropriate
however, given the history and significance of downstream flooding in this area, we recommend
performing a downstream analysis to demonstrate the release of unattenuated runoff will reduce
flooding.
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Introduction — The following comment are formatted to correspond with the structure of the DEIS. We believe
this makes it easier to follow and for tracking responses in the FEIS. We have attempted to limit our

comments to those of a substantive nature.

In some instances, we have noted inconsistencies. These are

usually of small environmental consequence but are noted where they might lead to confusion or leave an
unclear record of the underpinnings of the Board’s ultimate findings.

Cover Page - No comments at this time.

Chapter | Executive Summary — See comments below.

|

Chapter Il Project Description

Comment
No.

Page/Fig.

Comment

-1

Fig. I1-3

Figure shows a Study Area (One Mile Radius). DEIS should describe intent of
the One Mile Radius Study Area or, if no longer applicable, Study Area should
be removed from figure.

-2

Fig.I-4

AQ-3 Aquifer Overlay District hatching difficult to distinguish; Hatching should
be revised or the AQ-3 identified/labelled.

-3

-4

DEIS describes an easement over the Echo Lake property for the Middletown
sanitary sewer trunk line; DEIS should include a figure showing the extent of
the easement. Alternatively, the site plan should show the easement and trunk
line to confirm no conflict with the proposed improvements.

11-8 & 19

DEIS indicates 20.75 acres of disturbance on Ver Hage property and 33.8
acres of disturbance on Echo Lake property. Site plans indicate 32.8 acres of
disturbance on Ver Hage and 105.5 acres of disturbance on Echo Lake.

-8

DEIS indicates electric service will be provided by O&R and gas service will be
provide by NYSEG. Appendix Ill.E-2 includes correspondence from O&R
indicating their willingness to serve the project. FEIS should include similar
correspondence from NYSEG.

-6

-9

DEIS indicates new eight (8) inch private wastewater conveyance line will be
installed in the same trench as the new eight (8) inch water line and separated
by three (3) feet horizontally and 18-inches vertically. FEIS should verify
separation dimensions are measured from outside edge to outside edge.

-7

-9

DEIS indicates the wastewater conveyance line will include vents. FEIS
should clarify the line will include air release and/or vacuum valves (rather than
vents).

-8

11-10

DEIS indicates a sidewalk from NYS Route 17M to Amy’s site. The site plans
include construction details for monolithic curb and sidewalk, however the
grading and utility plans appear to show no curb/sidewalk along the access
road.

-9

11-10,
lll.H-23 & 24

DEIS (Project Description) indicates 200-foot left turn lane (LTL) in each
direction along NYS Route 17M; DEIS (Traffic) indicates 185-foot LTL
eastbound and 125-foot LTL westbound. In addition, DEIS (Project
Description) indicates 150-foot right turn lane (RTL) westbound; DEIS (Traffic)
indicates 135-foot RTL westbound. FEIS should clarify.

11-10

11-11

DEIS indicates use of the Hartley Road driveways will be limited to emergency
access. FEIS should indicate how this will be controlled to limit impact to
Hartley Road (i.e. signage along NYS Route 17M) and under what conditions
the emergency access will be utilized (i.e. is the emergency access intended
for ingress of emergency vehicles only?)

1-11

11-12

DEIS indicates “very limited construction traffic would use either Hartley Road
or Echo Lake Road’; FEIS should quantify construction traffic volume
anticipated to utilize these roads.

1-12

Fig. II-12

FEIS should clarify the Open-Air Pavilion floor will be grassed. Figure appears
to show finished floor.
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1-13 11-13, DEIS (Project Description) indicates 10-15 volunteers staying onsite during the
11-19 week. DEIS (Groundwater/Water Supply) indicates 5-10 volunteers staying
I.E-3 onsite. FEIS to clarify for consistency.
1-14 11-14 DEIS indicates SoS centers in Fayetteville and Petaluma have set a goal of

20% arrivals by bus (shuttle or long-range); DEIS indicates the goal for
Goshen is 40% arrivals by bus (charter or shuttle). FEIS should verify 40%
goal for Goshen and provide information supporting this value.

l1-15 11-16 Applicant should review architectural plans for SoS Central Building and
provide revised square footages if applicable. Specifically, DEIS indicates up
to 60 volunteers will stay in one (1) 2,500 square foot (SF) sleeping room
(approximately 40 SF per person).

11-16 11-17 DEIS indicates typical volunteer onsite stays will be one (1) to two (2) weeks
with a one (1) month maximum stay. FEIS to indicate if SoS Central Building
will include any amenities for volunteers (i.e. laundry, recreation, etc.)

1-17 11-19 FEIS should identify if any special provisions to collect and transfer onsite
refuse and/or recyclables during National Conference are necessary.

Chapter Ill.A Geology and Soils

1.A-1 l.A-2 DEIS indicates bedrock fracture trace extending through the northwest portion
& Fig. lll.A-2 of Ver Hage property; Figure 11l.A-2 shows extension through northeast portion
of Ver Hage property.

.A-2 I.A-2 DEIS indicates 25 soil mapping units on the project site; Table Ill.A-1 lists 23.
& Table Ill.A-1 | ESB appears to be missing from the table (Figure 111.A-3).
1.A-3 ll.A-10 DEIS indicates boring depth of 30-feet; Appendix indicates 32-feet. DEIS
App. lILA indicates groundwater encountered at 19.5-feet; Appendix indicates 19.7-feet.
I.A-4 App. lILA Geotechnical Report for Ver Hage property is identified as Preliminary and

notes additional subsurface exploration will be necessary to satisfy building
code requirements. (Informational). The proposed bridge is anticipated to
require deep foundations (piles). Additional subsurface exploration for Ver
Hage property should also include the bridge.

1I.A-5 App. lILA Subsurface Investigation for Echo Lake property was performed in late-
2013/early-2014 when both SoS and Amy’s Kitchen were to be located on the
Echo Lake property. As such, some of the boring data may no longer be
relevant. FEIS to include discussion on applicability of data and include
recommendations for additional subsurface exploration if necessary.

I.A-6 I.A-13 DEIS indicates proposed water and wastewater lines to Middletown will be in
fill soils along former railroad bed of Heritage Trail and Mardin Gravelly Silt
Loam in the area between the trail and Middletown STP. FEIS should include
figure(s) showing offsite soil map unit boundaries.

Chapter 111.B Topography

11.B-1 111.B-3 DEIS states a detailed survey of the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor has not been
prepared and previous surveys and GIS data have been used for preliminary
design. As indicated during the completeness review, we believe this is
sufficient for the purpose of evaluating environmental impacts but we
recommend submission of detailed surveys of the pipeline routes prior to
Board site plan action. Additionally, the HEC-RAS analysis provided for the
proposed bridge will need to be correlated with the existing survey.

11.B-2 Fig. ll1.B-2 Figures appear to be at variance. Specifically, Fig. Ill.B-2 shows additional
& Fig. 111.B-3 sloped areas between 10% -25% through the center portion of the Ver Hage

property.
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11.B-3 1.B-3 DEIS discussion of Access Road Improvement Area slopes references Figure
111.B-1. Figure should be revised to identify Access Road Improvement Area.
11.B-4 11.B-4 DEIS indicates excess material from the Echo Lake property will be used on
the Ver Hage property. The cut and fill analysis indicates Echo Lake to be a
relatively balanced site (996,921 CY cut and 991,258 CY fill) with 5,663 CY of
excess material available for use on Ver Hage property. FEIS should include
cut and fill calculations and provide the volume of material to be imported to
the site (CY and truck trips). We recommend FEIS present this information in
a table.
I1.B-5 I11.B.6 DEIS states fused HDPE pipe will be directionally bored for both the water and

wastewater conveyance lines within the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor. FEIS
should clarify directional boring will be performed at four (4) crossings
(wetlands MD-19 & MD-24, Monhagen Brook and the Wallkill River). All other
locations will be open cut.

Chapter Ill.C Surface Water Res

ources and Wetlands

l.c-1 Fig. 111.C-3 DEIS indicates streams and NYS DEC classifications are shown on Figure
I1.C-3. Provide revised figure to show or revised FEIS to reference Figure
111.C-8.

l.c-2 I.C-5 DEIS indicates wetland boundary drawings have been sent to USACE for
validation. FEIS should provide status update (if any change).

l.c-3 11.C-6 DEIS indicates NYS DEC Wetland MD-24 is shown on Figure 11l.C-4. Provide

& Fig. lll.C-4 revised figure in FEIS to included wetland.
.c-4 "n.c-7 DEIS indicates 100-foot wetland buffers are shown on Figure 1ll.C-7. Revise
& Fig. lll.C-7 | figure in FEIS to include buffers.

l.C-5 11.C-9 DEIS indicates three (3) potential wetlands in the area between the Heritage
Trail and Middletown STP will be delineated following final design of the utility
line (water and wastewater) connections within this area. We recommend
delineation in conjunction with development of final design plans to determine
if modifications to the pipeline route may avoid potential wetland impact.

l.C-6 11.C-9 DEIS references electrical substation in Middletown. FEIS should identify
location of substation in plan.

l".c-7 l.C-10 Reference to “Aquifer Protection Overlay Zone” should be revised to Aquifer
Overlay District to correspond with Town Code.

l.C-8 [.C-10 DEIS indicates no development in designated Wallkill River “floodway”. FEIS
should clarify the proposed bridge abutments will be within the floodplain but
outside of the floodway.

l.C-9 l.c-11 Preliminary plans for the proposed bridge appear to show runoff directly
draining to the Wallkill River. DEIS indicates stormwater collection and
conveyance structures could be added to direct runoff to the nearby
Bioretention Area 2 on the Ver Hage property. Alternatively, the DEIS
indicates, if drainage systems are not provided, a practice to use only sand
would be adopted.

l1.C-10 l.C-13 DEIS indicates no impacts to federally-regulated wetlands in connection with

access road improvements. Site plans appear to show proposed minor federal
wetland disturbances of 72 LF, 43 LF, 29 LF and 0.039-acres.

Chapter 11.D Vegetation and Wildlife — No comments at this time.
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Chapter Ill.LE Groundwater/Water Supply

.E-1

I.E-2

DEIS identifies a number of monitoring wells on the Ver Hage property
installed by Al Turi Landfill to implement long-term groundwater monitoring. A
figure should be provided graphically showing the location of the wells. DEIS
indicates NYSDEC approved relocation or discontinuance of three (3) wells to
allow construction of Amy’s Kitchen; FEIS should verify other identified wells
will remain. Site Plan appears to identify some of the monitoring wells (well
identification numbers appear to be at variance with DEIS); Site Plan should
identify all wells to remain, wells to be relocated (show location of new wells),
wells to be discontinued (show well abandonment procedure), well access
easements and any additional modification to wells (i.e. extension to
accommodate proposed grade). We recommend all monitoring wells be field
identified and protected during construction (DEIS indicates protection of water
supply wells).

I.E-2

I.E-2

DEIS indicates two (2) water supply wells on a five (5) acre easement held by
the Town of Wallkill in the northeast section of the Echo Lake property to
remain. Site Plans show a number of wells adjacent to the Wallkill River in this
vicinity. A figure should be provided graphically showing the location of all
wells. FEIS should verify if all wells will remain. Site Plan should identify wells
to remain (all shown outside the limits of disturbance) and easement. If wells
are not associated with NYSDEC monitoring of the Al Turi Landfill and there is
no intention to develop wells for water supply, we recommend abandonment to
protect groundwater supply.

I.E-3

I.E-2

DEIS indicates portions of the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor is owned by the
City of Middletown and the remainder is owned by Orange County. A
Transportation Corporation will be formed to own, install, operate and maintain
the water line servicing the Project. FEIS to indicate if any easements across
the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor and/or adjacent areas (for access) are
necessary. If so, these should be shown on the plans.

I.E-4

I.E-3
& App. IIILE

DEIS indicates Project water demand at build out to be 418,000 GPD (Amy’s
Kitchen: 375,000 GPD; Warehouse: 7,000 GPD and SoS: 36,000 GPD) This
conservatively assumes a SoS event during operation of the Amy’s Kitchen
facility. Correspondence from the City of Middletown (Appendix Ill.E) indicates
an ability to provide 375,000 GPD and a small additional potable water for SoS
twice annual meeting events. FEIS should provide revised correspondence
verifying the City’s ability to provide 418,000 GPD. Alternately, SoS events
could be restricted to times when the Amy’s plant is not operational.

II.E-5

App. lILE

DEIS indicates correspondence from the City of Middletown confirming its safe
yield is included in Appendix III.E. We were unable to find this
correspondence in the Appendix.

I1I.E-6

I.E-3

DEIS indicates irrigation for landscaping may be provided through an onsite
irrigation system connected to the potable water system or through rain
barrels. Site plan appears to show a piped stormwater collection system
conveying roof runoff to stormwater treatment practices and no onsite irrigation
system. FEIS should indicate whether 375,000 GPD water demand estimate
for Amy's (based on a similar facility in Medford) includes water for
landscaping. Alternatively, FEIS should provide a revised water demand
calculation including landscaping.

.E-7

I.E-4
App. llILLE

DEIS indicates the new water line within the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor will
be separated from the existing City of Middletown wastewater effluent line by
ten (10) feet (horizontal). The plans provided in the Appendix are identified as
30% Design Drawings and should be updated to include information listed in
Ten State Standards including physical features, utilities and topography
(topographic survey of the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor should utilize same
datum as survey for Site Plans).
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II.E-8 l.E-4 DEIS indicates hydrants spaced every 600-feet along Heritage Trail Utility
Corridor and at 400-feet plus high points on Project Site; spacing is at variance
with the plans. FEIS to revise spacing and/or Site Plans to be updated. Site
Plans should include water main profiles to confirm hydrants placed at high
points.
I.E-9 II.LE-5 DEIS indicates a stub-end service line will be provided to the Warehouse.
FEIS should indicate the size of service and if any easements will be required.
Site Plan should show service location.
I.E-10 lI.E-5 DEIS indicates onsite distribution system will consist of eight (8) inch ductile

iron pipe (DIP). Trench Cross Section Detail on Site Plan shows PVC C-900
and should be revised (DIP recommended). Site Plan shows 12X6 reducer at
Hartley Road Employee Entrance indicating distribution piping is twelve (12)
inch. Hydraulic analysis (see comment above) should confirm adequacy of
onsite distribution system.

Chapter Ill.F Wastewater Management

I.F-1

I.F-2

DEIS indicates Project wastewater generation at build out to be 300,000 GPD
and includes correspondence from the City of Middletown (Appendix III.E)
indicating an ability to accept 300,000 GPD and a small additional flow from
SoS twice annual meeting events. It appears 300,000 GPD is for Amy’s only
and excludes flow from the Warehouse (7,000 GPD) and SoS (36,000 GPD
National Conference). FEIS should provide revised correspondence verifying
the City’s ability to provide flow for all uses. Alternately, SoS events could be
restricted to times when the Amy’s plant is not operational.

I.F-2

I.F-3

DEIS indicates wastewater from Amy’s will be pre-treated prior to conveyance
to the City of Middletown. The location of the Pre-Treatment Facility is shown
on the Site Plan. Although detailed architectural plans are not necessary, a
schematic plan should be provided identifying the process components
(including odor control and noise attenuation) and general building design.

I.F-3

I.F-3

DEIS identifies an onsite 20,000-gallon sludge holding tank. The sludge
holding tank should be shown on the Site Plans and information including
general building design, access, odor potential and control details should be
provided.

l.F-4

l.F-4

DEIS indicates wastewater from SoS will flow by gravity to a SoS Pumping
Station where it will be pumped to the Amy’s Kitchen Pumping Station. This is
at variance with the Site Plan which shows the SoS Pumping Station
discharging directly to the wastewater conveyance pipeline. SoS Pumping
Station will be sized to accommodate flow from National Conference; FEIS to
indicate how smaller flows will be addressed (second pump station, smaller
pumps in SoS Pumping Station, resetting pump station controller, etc.)

Chapter 1ll.G Stormwater Management

.G-1

App. .G

SWPPP to include calculations demonstrating adequacy of collection and
conveyance system (pipelines and swales).

Chapter Ill.H Traffic — No comments at this time.

|

Chapter Ill.I Noise — No comments at this time.

Chapter 111.J Utilities and Solid Waste Disposal

.J-1 .J-2 DEIS indicates electrical service for the Project (Amy’s, SoS & Warehouse) will
& 111.J-4 be provided by overhead service lines from either Hartley or Echo Lake Roads.
The Goshen Town Code requires telephone, electrical distribution and
electrical transmission lines of 138 kilovolts and less to be placed underground
[897-61].
1.J-2 1.J-2 DEIS indicates “will serve” letters are provided in Appendix Ill.J. This

reference should be revised to Appendix Ill.E.
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1.3-3 1.3-2 DEIS indicates backup generators are proposed for Amy's and under
& 111.J-4 consideration for SoS and will require onsite fuel storage. FEIS should
address location of generators and include information on fuel transfer and
storage.
.J-4 .J-2 DEIS indicates solar panel arrays will be installed on the Amy’s plant and SoS

roofs. The Town of Goshen is considering modifications to the Zoning Code
which may require nonresidential lots with an aggregate surface area of 2,500
square feet to require special permit and site plan approval

Chapter Ill.LK Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy

.K-1 Fig. lll.K-2 DEIS indicates the Project Site is within both AQ-3 and AQ-6 Overlay Districts.
Site Plan should show delineation of overlay districts.
1.K-2 1.K-4 DEIS indicates portions of the Ver Hage property is within the floodplain. Site

Plan shows the proposed employee and visitor parking, bridge and
biroretention area Nos. 2 & 3 within the 100-year floodplain. Site Plan appears
to show filling in the floodplain which will require compliance with Chapter 61A
of Town Code.

11.K-3 I.K-10 DEIS indicates one (1) or more variances may be necessary to obtain relief
from the Design Standards (897-14D) and includes a discussion on the Code
requirement to break up large buildings into smaller volumes. Table Ill.K-4
indicates possible variances necessary in connection with fencing and
distance from curb cuts. FEIS should identify all possible variances.

1.K-4 Table Ill.K-4 DEIS Table indicates installation of signage; DEIS (Visual Resources) indicate
[11.N-12 signage has not been design but will be fully compliant with Town Code. Site
Plan should include information on signage so compliance with Town Code
may be confirmed (897-49). Specifically, we suspect Amy’s requires sighage
at NYS 17M. This should be reviewed with Counsel and Building Inspector to
determine if considered an off-premises commercial sign.

11.K-5 I1.K-18 DEIS indicates floodplain encroachment on the Echo Lake property due to the
parking lot. Site Plan shows encroachment due to bridge and driveway
(access road) only.

111.K-6 I.K-19 DEIS provides analysis of potential warehouse use, noting the application for
subdivision may be submitted by others in the future. DEIS utilizes a
conceptual design to analyze zoning compliance. A figure of the conceptual
design should be provided.

Chapter Ill.L Community Services

I.L-1 l.L-5 DEIS indicates event staffing levels at five (5) to six (6) percent of attendees
and provide an example of a 10,000-person event with 550 volunteers. The
specific volunteer numbers provided in the DEIS for this event sum to 271 (45
for parking; 145 for crowd flow; 50 for security and crowd care; 22 for first-aid
and 9 for safety).

l.L-2 l.L-7 DEIS indicates gated emergency access will be provided at Hartley and Echo
Lake Roads. The Site Plan identifies the SoS Echo Lake access as
“Emergency” however the two (2) access driveways to Amy’'s from Hartley
Road are identified as “Truck Entrance” and “Employee Entrance” and include
access gates (Employee Entrance includes a Guard House).

Chapter 1ll.M Fiscal Impacts

.M-1 .M-1 DEIS (Fiscal Impacts) indicates the SoS National Conference will require
& 11l.L-6 additional police, fire and/or emergency service assistance for which the
various agencies will be compensated. This appears somewhat at variance
with DEIS (Community Services) which indicated four (4) or five (5) local law
enforcement officers would be required primarily for traffic control for which the
Town would be reimbursed. FEIS to clarify.
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[.M-2 I11.M-10 DEIS indicates Amy’s Kitchen would construct and maintain the Town road
approaching the Project Site. The Site Plans show stormwater drainage and
lighting along this road which we understand will be constructed and
maintained by Amy’'s Kitchen. FEIS should discuss mechanism for
construction on Town property (i.e. easement) and maintenance and indicate if
any special districts may be required (i.e. lighting district, drainage district,
etc.).
.M-3 111.M-19 DEIS indicates the fiscal analysis conservatively assumed the Echo Lake

property would generate no property taxes, however an agreement could be
considered under the PILOT where the Echo Lake property would pay property
taxes for some period of time. FEIS should include additional information.

.M-4 .M-27 DEIS indicates construction of the SoS facility would be performed by mostly
unskilled volunteer labor. FEIS should provide additional details (perhaps in
connection with Chapter III.S, Construction) identifying the work to be
performed by volunteer labor (presumed road construction, site grading,
pipeline installation, etc. to be performed by professional contractors) and
confirm all work will satisfy applicable building codes and permit approvals.

Chapter Ill.N Visual Resources

I1I.N-1 I1I.N-2 DEIS indicates 23 “Vantage Points” were identified to conduct a visual
assessment and references Figure Ill.N-1 which shows 24 Vantage Points.
Original identification of Vantage Points during scoping included one Vantage
Point at location No. 11; DEIS includes two (2) Vantage Points at this location
(Nos. 11A & 11B). FEIS should include a brief clarifying statement.

[11.N-2 I11.N-3 DEIS indicated Vantage Point 5 is north of Vantage Point 4; Figure I1l.N-1
shows Vantage Point 5 to be south of Vantage Point 4.
I1I.N-3 I11.N-5 Vantage Point 17 (from Hartley Road) shows the proposed loading dock for

Fig. 111.N-23 Amy’s. Visual impact will be reduced through proposed landscaping (not
showed in photo-simulation); Town Code [§97-48B] suggests screening with
walls extending from building face, arcades or other architectural features
intended to minimize visual impact.

llI.N-4 I1.N-7 Three-dimensional rendering shows proposed onsite Wastewater Pre-
Fig. lll.N-27 Treatment Plant to have tanks open to the atmosphere. FEIS to indicate which
components (if any) will be open and advise if enclosures could reduce odors
and noise.

I1I.N-5 I1I.N-7 Three-dimensional rendering shows proposed water storage tanks along the
Fig. IlIl.N-27 northerly side of the Amy’s production facility near the entrance drive. FEIS
should provide additional information on visibility of tanks including whether
visibility from Hartley Road could be reduced or eliminated by relocation or
additional grading (i.e. berm), plantings or an architectural feature.

[11.N-6 I11.N-8 Figure 111.N-14 appears to show a northwesterly view from Vantage Point 14.
Fig. Ill.N-14 Figure IlI.N-1 appears to indicate a southwesterly view was intended to show
potential visual impact from the proposed warehouse. FEIS to confirm
orientation of Vantage Point 14 and provide additional Vantage Point toward
proposed warehouse.

[II.N-7 I11.N-8 DEIS described SoS buildings as utilitarian and indicates the proposed color
palette is not exclusively earth toned. Photo-renderings indicate buildings will
be visible from public locations (i.e. Heritage Trail). FEIS should include
additional information on building design (i.e. architectural elevation showing
proposed colors).

[1I.N-8 111.N-9 DEIS indicates three-dimensional models are shown in Figure 1lI.N-4; this
should be revised to Figure I11.N-34
[1I.N-9 [1I.N-10 DEIS indicates SoS will be partially visible from Vantage Point 6A however

Fig. 11l.N-8 photo-rendering indicates the site will not be visible.




Town of Goshen

Planning Board Memo No. 83-16-015
May 27, 2016

Page 10 of 10

I11.N-10 [11.N-10 DEIS indicates possible visibility of Project from this location (Vantage Point 8)
Fig. I1l.N-11 however photo-rendering includes note indicating the Proposed Project not
visible from location.

I1I.N-11 I1I.N-12 DEIS references Figure 111.N-32; this should be revised to Figure III.N-33.

I1I.N-12 I1I.N-12 Site Plan shows light poles to be 20-feet onsite (access drives) and 15-feet in
parking lots. Town Code [897-48A(4)(d)] requires lighting within parking lots to
be on low poles of 12-feet to 15-feet maximum height. This should be
reviewed with Counsel and Building Inspector to verify Code compliance.

Chapter 111.O Environmental Contamination — No comments at this time.

Chapter Ill.P Cultural Resources — No comments at this time.

Chapter 111.Q Agriculture — No comments at this time.

Chapter Ill.R Air Quality — No comments at this time.

Chapter 111.S Construction — No comments at this time.

Chapter IV Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts — No comments at this time.

Chapter V Alternatives

V-1 V-4 Alternate 2 considers allowing secondary egress from SoS National
Conference. FEIS should define secondary egress and whether modifications
to internal site circulation would be necessary to facilitate site egress from two
(2) locations.

V-2 V-5 Alternate 3 considers permanent access to Amy’s from Hartley Road.
Intersection analysis is included with Traffic Impact Study. FEIS should
include evaluation of Hartley Road (e.g. geometry, structural composition, sight
distances, etc.) to determine what improvements (if any) are necessary to
accommodate additional construction, delivery truck and employee vehicle
use.

Chapter VI Energy Use and Solid Waste Management — No comments at this time.

Chapter VIl Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources — No comments at this time.

Chapter VIII Growth Inducing Impacts

VIII-1 VIII-1 DEIS indicates the proposed water and sewer utility lines within the Heritage
Trail Utility Corridor will be privately owned and sized to only accommodate the
Project. Pipeline sizing calculations should be provided so this may be
verified.




All,
Below are a few of my observations from Chapter II.S Construction

1) Excavated material will be used from the Echo Lake property to fill the Ver Hage property, we want
to make sure Ver Hage fill will not be brought to the Echo Lake property.

2) Page lIl.S-3 state 66,582 cubic yards of fill would be imported to the Echo Lake property, what type
of material and from where?

3) The new access road that’s referred to on page 111.S-1 off of NYS Rt 17M, is this what will eventually
be the permanent access road?

4) Where will the construction entrance be to access the Ver Hage property for the bridge
construction, and once the bridge is done, will all/most construction traffic access the site off of 17M?

The section on construction is fairly thorough, citing their adherence to NYSDEC, OSHA, NYSDOT and
local regulations regarding storm water run-off, contaminated waste disposal, noise levels and traffic
control. It's somewhat unclear what the timing will be regarding the construction of the reconfigured
intersection at 17M and Training Center Lane, getting much of that done prior to the start of
construction on phase 1 would go a long way to ease any disruptions/delays on 17M.

Regards,

Marty Holmes



Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul Project
Visual Impacts

The Planners have gone to great lengths to explain that simply having a visual impact should not prevent
a project such as this from moving forward. As they point out:

“Aesthetic impact: Aesthetic impact occurs when there is a detrimental effect on the perceived beauty of
a place or structure. Mere visibility, even startling visibility of a project proposal, should not be a
threshold for decision making. Instead a project, by virtue of its visibility, must clearly interfere with or
reduce the public's enjoyment and/or appreciation of the appearance of an inventoried resource (e.g.
cooling tower plume blocks a view from a State Park overlook).” (DEP-002, p.9)

The NYS DEC Policy goes on further however to describe Aesthetically Significant Places as such:

“Aesthetically significant place: A formally designated place visited by recreationists and others for the
express purpose of enjoying its beauty. For example, millions of people visit Niagara Falls on an annual
basis. They come from around the country and even from around the world. By these measurements,
DEP-00-2 10. July 31, 2000 one can make the case that Niagara Falls (a designated State Park) is an
aesthetic resource of national significance. Similarly, a resource that is visited by large numbers who
come from across the state probably has statewide significance. A place visited primarily by people
whose place of origin is local generally is generally of local significance. Unvisited places either have no
significance or are "no trespass" places.”

The Heritage Trail (a county park) certainly has local significance it could also be argued that
lands/roadways within the Town of Goshen Scenic Corridor Overlay also carry local significance. Both of
which will carry greater and greater significance as the rural nature of our landscape disappears.

This only to say that the visual impacts of a project as significant as Amy’s/SOS should be thoroughly
vetted from all perspectives accurately.

The visual impact study reviews the visual impacts from several locations. In general the locations are
well chosen BUT in several notable instances the direction of the sightlines does/may not depict the
actual visual impact. The addition of superimposed illustrations is helpful and appreciated in assessing
some vantage points.

Vantage Points 1-4 are stated to have no visual impact. Which is supported by both the narrative and
the photos

Vantage Point 5 the SOS pavilion is visible. It also highlights the Access Road which will cross the
Heritage Trail which is a significant safety concern as it has been with other projects impacting the

trail.

Vantage Points 6a and 6b. View the property tangentially. 6b does show some visual impacts. These
photos and description would be more helpful if they showed other perspectives of the property.

Vantage Point 7 does not show any view of the interior of the property.



Vantage Point 8 views an undeveloped portion of the Ver Hage Property. A view more to the East might
more accurately depict the visual impacts of Amy’s Kitchen.

Vantage Points 9a and 9b are both tangential views and not respective of potential visual impacts.

Vantage Point 10 is not taken from the road and therefore not representative of the views the general
public would see.

Vantage Points 10-13 also look away from the proposed projects (Amy’s/SOS) and do not add any insight
into the visual impacts of the proposed projects. Different perspectives should be presented.

Vantage Points 15a and 15b. Are tangential to the project and do not represent potential visual impacts.

Vantage Points 16 and 17 offer significant visual impacts which may be mitigated by berms and
plantings. Effort should be made to reduce the impacts of these views of the project.

Greater care should be taken to assess the visual impacts of a project this significant. | would suggest
that the study be redone to better represent the visual impacts of the project.

Figures 1l N-27 through N-32 depict parking lots. The lots do not have any vegetation / trees included in
the designs. Vegetation and islands would greatly reduce the impact of a heat sink effect such a large
area would have. It may also improve storm water runoff and the night sky friendliness of the project.



Transportation
Land Development

Environmental
Services

Memorandum

Date: Tuesday, May 31, 2016

Project:  Amy'’s Kitchen & Re: DEIS Review
Science of the Soul (SoS)

Prepared by: John Canning, P.E.

VHB has reviewed the traffic study prepared by Maser Consulting, P.A., dated April 22, 2016 and
Chapters I (Executive Summary), II (Project Description), IlI-H (Traffic) and V (Alternatives) of the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the subject project, which was prepared by AKRF and
dated April 29, 2016. This review was conducted to determine whether any additional analyses need
to be performed to correct deficiencies or evaluate new information discovered during the DEIS
review process. While the bulk of our comments, listed at the end of this document, are generally
mundane and relate, primarily, to minor corrections, we would like to draw the Board’s attention to
the following issues:

Project Traffic Impacts

Section 97-50.N (1) (d) of the Town of Goshen Code (“Environmental Performance Standards”) defines
significant adverse traffic impacts as:

e Intersection Level-of Service (LOS) deterioration below LOS D;
e Any increase in delays for intersections operating at LOSE or worse; and

e The addition of traffic that will cause demand to exceed capacity on mainline highways
(between intersections/interchanges).

Tables IIL.H-2 through IIL.H-6 and IlL.h-13 through IIL.H-17 document, in specific detail, the results of all
of the traffic analyses relative to the potential impacts of the project. A review of the information
included in these tables revealed that, without mitigation, the project would have a significant adverse
traffic impact (as defined in the Town Code) at the following intersections:



e Cannon Hill Drive at US 6/17M (Daily Amy’s and SoS Nat. Conf.);

e The Westbound I-84 off ramp to US 6/17M westbound (Daily Amy's and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The Eastbound I-84 off ramp at Fletcher Street (Daily Amy’s and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The Westbound I-84 off ramp at Fletcher Street (Daily Amy’s and SoS Nat. Conf);

e Golf Links Road westbound at McVeigh Road (Daily Amy's and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The Psychiatric Center Driveway at US 6/17M (Daily Amy's and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The Training Center Driveway at US 6/17M (Daily Amy’s and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The intersection of US 6/17M with CR 12/50 (Daily Amy's and SoS Nat. Conf);

e The intersection of US6/17M with Hartley Rd./Gate Schoolhouse Rd. (SOS Nat. Conf only);

In addition, the accident history, summarized in Table IIL.H-0, indicates above average accident rates at
the following intersections, through which the project will generate additional traffic:

e US 6/17M westbound and the I-84WB off ramp;
e US6/17M and CR12/CR 50;

e US 6/17m and the Psychiatric Center Driveway;

e US6/17M and 6 ¥ station Road/ Maple Avenue.

The DEIS also notes that, while the accident rate at the intersection of US 6/17M with Hartley Road
was slightly below average, there is a history of severe, rear-end type accidents at that location.

Proposed Mitigation
The following mitigation measures are proposed:

e US 6/17M and the Training Center & Psychiatric Center Driveways — consolidate the
driveways, signalize and add turn lanes;

Proposed improvements to US 6/17M at the Training Center and Psychiatric Center Driveways

[~ PROPOSED TRAFFIC, SIGNAL
f

PROVIBETIWG L ANES
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US 6/17M westbound and the -84 westbound off ramp — Possible replacement of the ramp
STOP sign with a YIELD sign.

US 6 and CR12/CR 50 - Traffic signal timing modifications;

US 6 and Hartley Road/Gate Schoolhouse Road — Traffic signal back plates and signal timing
modification;

US 6 and 6 ¥ Station Rd/Maple Ave - Traffic signal timing modifications;
Golf Links Road at McVeigh Road — Convert to an all-way stop condition;

Fletcher Street and the eastbound and westbound 1-84 off ramps — monitor for traffic signal
installation;

The DEIS also suggests that the installation of a traffic signal at the intersection of US 6/17M with the
consolidated Psychiatric Center/Training center/ Project site driveways will create gaps in the traffic

stream which may make it easier to exit Cannon Hill Drive. However, it is difficult to determine

whether these gaps will coincide with the gaps generated by the Hartley Road signal or whether they

will deviate from the Hartley Road signal gaps, making it harder to get out of Cannon Hill Drive

Potentially Unmitigated Conditions

Based on a review of the projected operating conditions and the proposed mitigation, it appears that

the impacts of the Project will not be fully mitigated at the intersections below:

Cannon Hill Drive — This intersection is projected to see significant increases in delay due to
the substantial increases in traffic passing through the intersection on US 6/ 17M associated
with the Amy’s Kitchen Plan and also the SoS National Conference. The FEIS should discuss
how the impact of the national conference could be mitigated by the deployment of a police
officer to direct traffic at this intersection during events, as needed, and whether the
intersection should be monitored for the installation of a traffic signal to mitigate the plant’s
daily traffic impacts.

US 6/17M at the Site Driveway — The analysis indicates that the southbound left-turn
movement exiting the site during the peak afternoon shift-change period will experience LOS
F conditions with demand exceeding capacity by approximately 10% on this movement.
However, it is noted this condition will be better than if the mitigation measures were not
implemented, will be confined to the site and will not interfere with traffic operating
conditions on US 6/17M. However, during SoS National Conference event, the analyses
indicate that demand will exceed the capacity of the eastbound left-turn movement into the
site, which would likely delay through traffic on eastbound US 6/17M. The analyses also
indicate that demand will exceed capacity on the southbound right-turn out of the site (in
addition to the southbound left-turn out of the site). This condition will be worst for weekday
afternoon events, when the overall intersection is projected to operate at LOS F. The FEIS
should include a discussion as to the practicality of constructing either a roundabout, to
accommodate peak-period traffic, or supplementing the proposed signal and lane
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improvements with a double left-turn lane on eastbound US 6/17M to accommodate peak
event entering conditions, as well as a double left-turn lane out of the site and an auxiliary
acceleration lane on westbound US 6/17M serving a free-flow right-turn movement to
accommodate daily and peak event exiting conditions. Alternatively, the Applicant may wish
to limit weekday event activity to mornings, as discussed below.

e US 6/17M at CR12/CR50 - The analyses of SoS event weekday afternoon peak entry period
and, to a lesser extent, the Saturday afternoon peak entry period, indicate that event traffic
will result in overall LOS F conditions at this intersection. The FEIS should include a discussion
as to the ability to reduce or eliminate these impacts through signal timing changes.
Alternatively, the Applicant may wish to limit weekday event activity to mornings, as discussed
below. The FEIS should also discuss the practicality of installing backing plates on the US
6/17M signal faces to mitigate potential safety impacts associated with the increase traffic
associated with the proposed action;

e US 6/17M at Gate Schoolhouse Road/Hartley Road — The analyses of SoS event weekday
afternoon peak entry period indicate that event traffic will result in overall LOS F conditions at
this intersection. The FEIS should include a discussion as to the ability to reduce or eliminate
this impact through signal timing changes. Alternatively, the Applicant may wish to limit
weekday event activity to mornings, as discussed below.

e US 6/17M at Maple Avenue/6 %2 Station Road — The analyses of SoS event weekday afternoon
peak entry period indicate that event traffic will result in overall LOS F conditions at this
intersection. The FEIS should include a discussion as to the ability to reduce or eliminate this
impact through signal timing changes. Alternatively, the Applicant may wish to limit weekday
event activity to mornings, as discussed below. The FEIS should also discuss the practicality
of installing backing plates on the US 6/17M signal faces to mitigate potential safety impacts
associated with the increase traffic associated with the proposed action;

It is noted that, while the project (both Amy’s Kitchen's daily operations and the Science of the Soul
National Conference) will, technically, trigger a significant adverse impact at the intersections of the I-
84 ramps with Fletcher Street and the 1-84 westbound ramp with westbound US 6/17M, the increases
in delay will less than 5 seconds for Amy's Kitchen'’s daily operations and could be handled by the
deployment of a police officer, as needed, for SOS events. The high accident rate on the westbound I-
84 off-ramp at westbound US 6/17M (and delays on that approach) are a function of the inadequate
design to accommodate the volume of traffic on that movement, to which the project will be adding
no traffic.

Additional Mitigation of Plant Traffic Impacts

In addition to implementing the above mitigation measures, Amy's Kitchen proposes to mitigate daily
traffic impacts in a manner similar to that employed at its Medford, Oregon facility, namely, through
carpooling (<1% of parking spaces will be provided for car poolers) and, more importantly, scheduling
shift times to start and end during the off-peak hours and staggering the shift times to spread the
trips generated by the facility. Table IIL.H-8 of the DEIS is very instructive in this regard and is included
here for discussion purposes.



CAMPARISON OF EXISTING TRAFFIC VOLUMES TO AMY'S KITCHEN TRIP GENERATION

NYS Route 17M Number of School Buses . . .
L. . Amy's Kitchen Anticipated
X . 2014 Existing Traffic Observed along : Trip Generati
Time Period Volumes NYS Route 17M rip Seneration
EB WB EB WB ENTRY | EXIT
AM PEAK PERIOD
6:00 AM 6:30 AM 503 89 - - 110 4
6:30 AM 7:00 AM 522 148 6 9 68 34
7:00 AM 7:30 AM 505 218 7 9 48 2
7:30 AM 8:00 AM 541 263 6 8 33 36
8:00 AM 8:30 AM 520 285 5 19 7 7
8:30 AM 9:00 AM 437 345 11 12 0 1
PM PEAK PERIOD

2:30 PM 3:00 PM 373 404 - - 15 85
3:00 PM 3:30 PM 393 503 12 6 105 93
3:30 PM 4:00 PM 340 495 7 7 73 52
4:00 PM 4:30 PM 306 546 4 7 24 34
4:30 PM 5:00 PM 343 546 2 0 50 6
5:00 PM 5:30 PM 333 616 1 0 3 7
5:30 PM 6:00 PM 253 566 - - 1 1

Clearly, the Amy’s kitchen facility will generate a considerable volume of traffic activity around shift
changes, identified in Table IIL.H-3 as from 5:30 to 7:00 a.m. and from 2:30 p.m. to 4:00 p.m., with the
peak 30-minute period occurring from 3:00 to 3:30 p.m. in the afternoon, when 198 vehicles are
projected to enter or exit the plant. In the morning, there is little difference between the 114 trips
projected to be generated from 6:00 to 6:30 a.m. and the 102 trips projected to be generated from
6:30 to 7:00 a.m.

The goal of the SEQRA process is to mitigate any traffic impacts to the greatest extend possible. To
that end, as Amy's has indicated, this involves scheduling shift changes, to the extent practicable, so
that they correspond to periods when background traffic on the passing roadways will be lowest (or at
least so that shift changes do not coincide with the highest periods of background traffic activity). As
can be seen from Table IIL.H-8, the shift changes at Amy’s Medford Oregon facility result in traffic
volumes peaking from 6:00 to 7:00 in the morning and from 3:00 to 3:30 in the afternoon. Also, a
review of the information in Table IILH-8 (and in Table T-2 of the DEIS traffic study) indicates that
school bus activity along US 6/17M past the site peaks at approximately 8:00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. Of
particular concern is the afternoon peak period, when facility traffic is projected to peak during the
second highest 30-minute period (when overall traffic volumes are only 5.6% lower than in the peak
30-minute period) and when school-bus traffic activity is greatest.
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Based on a qualitative consideration of the existing, school-bus and projected-Amy’s traffic volumes,
it is suggested that the traffic impacts of typical day-to-day operations at the proposed plant could be
minimized if the shift times were set to occur either 1.5 hours before or 3 hours after the current shift
times in Medford Oregon. This would result in peak traffic activity associated with Amy’s occurring
either from 4:30 to 5:00 a.m. and 1:30 to 2:00 p.m. or from 9:00 to 9:30 a.m. and 6:00 to 6:30 p.m.

It is recognized that, for operational reasons, these hours may not be practical. It is suggested that
the traffic impacts of typical day-to-day operations at the proposed plant could be reduced below
what is currently projected (based on the information presented in Table IIL.H-8) if the shift times were
set to occur either a half or a whole hour before the current shift times in Medford Oregon. This
would result in peak traffic activity associated with Amy’s occurring either from 5:30 to 6:00 a.m. and
2:30 to 3:00 p.m. or from 5:00 to 5:30 a.m. and 2:00 to 2:30 p.m.

It is recommended that the FEIS include further detailed discussion of what adjustments could be
made to the shift schedules to mitigate the project’s traffic impact to the greatest tent practicable.
This discussion would include details as to why the shift times suggested above might not be
practicable.

Additional Mitigation of Science of the Soul National Conference Traffic Impacts

In a similar fashion, the FEIS should include a detailed discussion of practical measures to mitigate
traffic impacts associated with the annual Science of the Soul National Conference. This would
include formalizing the Event Traffic Management Plan which is presented informally on pages IILH-42
and 42. This plan, which would be a living document, would be required to be updated prior to and
after each event, in response to knowledge gained by the hosts each year.

Included in the detailed discussion of practical mitigation measures in the FEIS should be a
determination as to what days, what hours and under what conditions the event will be permitted to
occur. It is noted that on Page I-9 and Page II-13, the DEIS states that “Each day’s program for a
National Conference would run from 9:00 AM until 1:00 PM", while on Page III-H-30 the DEIS states
that “Based on information provided by SoS, the duration of these events is approximately two (2)
hours and could either be morning or evening events.”

As can be seen from Table IIL.H-8, traffic volumes in the afternoon are typically at least 10% higher
than during the morning which, on the face of it, would suggest that allowing the annual National
Conference only to occur during a weekday mornings is one method that may be a practical way to
minimize the event's traffic impacts. This conclusion is supported by the event capacity analyses,
contained in the DEIS, which indicate that events held on weekday afternoons will have significant
adverse impacts at 6 intersections, while those held on weekday mornings will have such impacts at
only 4 intersections and those held on the weekend will have impacts at only 3 intersections.

Table IILLH-8 also indicates that (considering that 60% of Amy’s traffic is projected to travel to and
from the west on US6/17M) shift changes at Amy's Kitchen plant will increase US 6/17M traffic by
approximately 10% during the morning peak hour and approximately 11% during the busier
afternoon peak hour. This would suggest that the annual National Conference event should not be
allowed to start or finish within, perhaps, 90 minutes of a shift change at the plant. The FEIS should
discuss what hours this would leave for event start and finish times and how much different traffic
volumes would be if the weekday event were held when Amy’s Plant was closed for the day.
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Similarly, traffic volumes on US 6/17M during the weekend and on holidays are substantially lower
than on regular weekdays (DEIS data suggest that weekend and holiday peak-hour traffic is at least
15% lower than the weekday afternoon peak-hour traffic and at least 9% lower that weekday morning
peak-hour traffic. Further, weekend and holiday peak-hour traffic typically exhibits an approximately
equal directional split, while the weekday peak commuter hours typically have approximately 65% of
vehicles traveling in one direction and only 35% traveling in the opposite direction). The FEIS
discussion should document what the benefits would be of holding the 3-day National Conference on
a holiday weekend and what the practicality (or not) of such a condition of approval would be.

One important issue related to the annual National Conference is the ability of SoS to hit its target
goal of getting 40% of attendees to come by bus. The DEIS documents current SoS National
Conference events accommodating approximately 20 percent of traffic by bus. As stated on Page I-10
and Page II-14, it states that the “goal” for the Goshen SoS annual event is to get 40% of attendees to
and from the site by bus, and the traffic analysis is based on this assumption. The DEIS Parking
analysis also indicates that there is only enough parking to accommodate 60% of attendees arriving
by car. As part of the Traffic Management Plan previously discussed, the FEIS should include a backup
plan, indicating how the Applicant proposes to accommodate the additional 20% of drivers who
might drive to the annual Nation Conference if event transit use is not increased above current
documented levels. This could include identifying one or more locations which, combined, would be
available to accommodate 685 cars for all three days of the event and which would be able to
accommodate a shuttle between the site and these parking locations.

Responsibility for Mitigating Project Impacts

On Page I-33 and Page III-H-26 of the DEIS, it is noted that “the following is a summary of the
potential adverse impacts that could result from the additional traffic generated by the project as well
as the potential measures identified to mitigate these impacts.” On page IILLH-2 it is stated that “all
recommended improvements associated with the proposed development discussed herein will be
required and will be completed at the time of opening of Phase I". The FEIS should confirm that this
statement applies to all mitigation measures and the mitigation measures should be listed in their
own section so that they may be easily incorporated into the Findings Statements.

Alternative Access

The DEIS Traffic Study contained an evaluation of potentially providing access to the Amy’s Kitchen and
future warehouse facilities via Hartley Road. No discussion of this analysis was found in Section IIL.H of
the DEIS, although it may have been included in the alternatives Chapter. A review of this alternative
access analysis revealed that it would be necessary to provide left-turn lanes on US 6/17M at Hartley
Road and to provide a left-turn lane on the Gate Schoolhouse Road approach to US 6/17m to
accommodate project traffic. Providing access via Hartley Road would also alleviate weekday shift-
change exit delays as well as provide slightly better operating conditions at the SoS driveway for events
(presuming that all of the improvements to the Psychiatric Center and Training Center driveways were to
be implemented). This alternative would, however, increase peak-period delays by about 10% at the
Cannon Hill Drive approach to US 6/17M. The FEIS should include a discussion as to the practicality,
relative to right-of-way availability, of providing the additional turn lanes at the intersection of US 6/17M
with Hartley Road, as well as what improvements might need to be made to the pavement of Hartley
Road so that it could support the potential additional car and truck traffic.



Housekeeping Comments

Existing Traffic Volumes:

A comparison of the existing traffic volumes on US 6/17M between the intersections of Police Highway
and Hartley Road suggests that the westbound through movement on US 6/17M at Maple Avenue may
be low by 35 vehicles during the 4:30 to 5:30 p.m. peak hour. A review of the intersection capacity
analyses for 2033 indicates that traffic on this movement is projected to approach capacity during this
analysis period.

No-Build Traffic Volumes:

Apart from the carry-on effect of the potentially low 5:30 to 6:30 p.m. westbound existing through volume
on US 6/17M at Maple Avenue, all of the No-Build traffic volumes checked out.

Trip Generation:

The trip generation estimates were all considered acceptable. See the discussion above regarding the
optimal timing of shift changes.

Arrival and Departure Patterns:
The Arrival-Departure patterns show 10% of arriving car traffic traveling on the northbound through
movement across US 6/17M from Gate Schoolhouse Road, instead of making a left-turn toward the site.

This error was also reflected in the Site-generated and Build traffic volumes.

The Arrival-Departure patterns show only 50% of departing car traffic turning right out of the site
driveway instead of 60%, consistent with the remainder of the arrival and departure patterns.

Site-generated Traffic Volumes:

The Arrival-Departure pattern issues referenced above led to an under-assignment of traffic existing the
site driveway and making a right turn onto US 6/17M.

Build Traffic Volumes:

In addition to the site-generated and existing traffic volume issues identified above, it appears that the
existing traffic on US 6/17M either turning right into or right out of the Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center
driveway was not correctly reassigned for the weekday 3:00 to 4:00 p.m. peak period or for the Saturday
peak period.

Intersection Capacity Analyses:
The intersection capacity analyses for the intersection of US6/17M with Maple Avenue for the Existing,

No-Build and Build conditions during the 4:30 to 5:30 p.m. peak hour did not reflect the 35 vehicles
discussed above.
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The intersection capacity analyses for the intersection of US6/17M with Gate Schoolhouse Road for the
Existing, No-Build and Build conditions during all peak hours did not reflect the correct assignment of Site
traffic discussed above.



---------- Forwarded message ----------

From: Neal Halloran <nhalloran@townofgoshen.org>

Date: Mon, Jun 6, 2016 at 2:54 PM

Subject: FW: Town of Goshen Planning Board response To AMY's public hearing

To: Kelly Naughton <knaughton@bmglawyers.com>, "Sean T. Hoffman" <SHoffman@h2m.com>, Graham Trelstad
<gtrelstad@akrf.com>, Larry Wolinsky <lw@jacobowitz.com>, Lee Bergus <|berguscivilengineer@gmail.com>

All,

Attached is a comment sent to us. Please consider it part of the written responses from the public.
Neal Halloran

Building and Zoning Inspector

Town of Goshen

P.0. Boz 217

Goshen, New York 10924

845-294-6430 x226

From: Mary Israelski [mailto:mary.israelski@randrealty.com]

Sent: Monday, June 06, 2016 1:22 PM

To: nhalloran@townofgoshen.org

Subject: TO : Town of Goshen Planning Boadr response To AMY's public hearing
Importance: High

Dear Chairman Lee Bergus, Planning board members, Neal Halloran, building inspector, Town Consultants and ERB.

My husband Ron and are very supportive of Amy's coming to Goshen and are proud that the board and special advisors, Orange
County Partnership and others have supported his great boost to economic development. Thank you for all your great efforts!

| do have one question:  Why is Hartley Road being used for Emergency Access only? Hartely Road should instead be used
as another connection to integrate the town roads and more effectively move traffic. Providing access to Hartely road will

improve traffic flow. Hartley Road connected to Cheechunk which runs parrarelltol186 / 17 and has easy access to
this major highway instead of funneling all traffic on 17 M which could greatly cause increased congestion.

Please add this comment to the public hearing notes to answer as appropriate.

Mary Rice Israelski

Associate Broker

Better Homes and Gardens Rand Realty
300 Canal Street

Goshen, NY 10924

914-443-9023
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JAMES TORCIVIA
6 Strack Road
Goshen, NY 10924
(845) 294-5038

June 6, 2016
Dear Town of Goshen Planning Board Chairman:

Recently a Public Hearing on the Amy’s Kitchen project was held at the Town Hall. I
attended for about 40 minutes and had to leave for another meeting. While I was in
attendance, I heard the gentleman give his talk on the project. He cited many pros for the
project.

1). TRAFFIC: On a recent visit to the Orange County Landfill I personally counted 94
cars in line at the traffic light by Stewart’s heading towards Goshen. The speaker’s talk
said they did a traffic study and Amy’s Kitchen would not have an effect on traffic. How
could that be possible with that number of cars in line at 8:30 am and Amy’s Kitchen
isn’t even operating yet. He must be wrong. [t took me 6 minutes and twenty five
seconds to exit the landfill on a left turn towards Middletown. The traffic study he is
talking about can’t be right.

2) 12,000 EXTRA PEOPLE IN GOSHEN on any given weekend seems like way too
many people for any town to handle. The speaker stated we would have two such
weekends every year. How do we know it won’t be 4 weekends or 8 weekends and how
do we know it will be 12,000 people and not more. Do we have a guarantee on how
many people and how many weekends. No we don’t. This must be looked into.

3). SCIENCE OF THE SOUL: What is Science of the Soul. Is it a religious retreat?
What kind of religion? Will it be tax exempt? What is the connection to Amy’s
Kitchen? Will the Science of the Soul be built before Amy’s Kitchen or after?

Will Amy’s Kitchen get a tax break from the State, County and Town Taxes? These are
all things the taxpayers should know.

Allin all, if Legoland comes to Goshen and Amy’s Kichen comes to Goshen, on any
given day, there won’t be any room for our taxpayers to live in the Town or the Village.
As you can tell [ am not in favor of the Amy’s Kitchen projects. I feel in the long run it
will only detract from our historical country community.

Yours truly,

e
e
# y
e
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D Main Office
33 Airport Center Drive

P Suite 202

c New Windsor, New York 12553
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL (845) 567-3100
CONSULTING ENGINEERS D.P.C. ey e
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., P.P. (NY, NJ & PA)
MICHAEL W. WEEKS, P.E. (NY, NJ & PA)
MICHAEL ], LAMOREAUX, P.E. (NY, NJ, PA, VT & VA} Principal Emenitus;
MATTHEW J. SICKLER, P.E. (NY & PA) RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. (NY & PA)
PATRICK J. HINES WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. (NY, NJ & PA)
6 June 2016
Town of Goshen
Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue
P.O. Box 217
Goshen, NY 10824
ATTENTION: LEE BERGUS, CHAIRMAN
SUBJECT: AMY'S KITCHEN SCIENCE OF THE SOUL

DEIS REVIEW

Dear Mr. Bergus:

This office represents the Town of Wawayanda. The Town of Wawayanda Town Board has
authorized our office to perform & review of potential inter municipal issues regarding the subject
project. The Town has received a copy of the draft environmental impact statement dated 24 April
2016. This review will specifically be regarding Impacts which may affect the Town of Wawayanda
due to the scale of the proposed project. This review will specially detail comments regarding traffic
and water/sewer infrastructure.

Traffic
1. The traffic study identifies that the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facllity will address peak traffic
flows by modifying worker shift time. The document does not state how these times will be
enforced. In additions some of the times will closely coincide to peak hourly traffic on the Route
17M corridor.

2. The report identifies that existing mass transit including buses along the Route 17m corridor
will be utilized. These buses are typically commuter buses picking up and discharging
passengers in designated areas. Use of the commuter bug system seems impractical.

3. Traffic signal changes are recommended in varlous scenarios in the traffic study. No
identification of the post modification levels of service at each of the intersections is provided in
the narrative report.

« Reglonal Office + 111 Wheatfield Drive + Suite 1 + Milford, Penngylvania 18337 « 570-206-2765 «
T s,
ACE( Member
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4. The intersection of NYS Route 17M and 184West off ramp is identified as having “a high rate of
accidents”. This is attributed to the stop sign control on the west bound off ramp approach,
Mitigation measures further in the report identify that this intersection is to be modified to a
yield, rather than a stop intersection. An analysis of this modification should be included in the
report to included queuing to identfy gaps and accident analysis at similar yield type
intersections with similar traffic volumes.

5, The analysis identifies that signal changes for existing signal controlled intersections could be
implemented In the existing and build condition. Significant reductions in level of service may
result if the signal changes are not approved by the NYSDOT. An analysis of the proposed
signal changes and levels of service at the intersections should be provided for review.

6. It is noted in the Science of the Soul regional and national events evaluation that the onsite
manufacturing facility will continue to operate. It is recommended that the access to the events
be scheduled away from the peak employee arrival time frames. This will push the regional
and national events into the peak traffic times along the 17M corridor.

7. Traffic mitigation identified as ‘traffic demand management and parking” states that the project
sponsor will employee several initiatives, including off peak starts, staggering of shifts and car
pooling. How these will be required, monitored and implemented should be addressed.
Enforceable conditions through a developers agreement, map notes or other legal
mechanisms should be required to enforce the mitigation measures identified.

8. Golf Links Road(CR50)/McVeigh Road is identified as experiencing a reduction in level of
service to LOS F during the p.m. peak hour. In addition significant delays are identified under
other peak time frames. The report identifies that an analysis of the intersection with an All way
stop control was conducted for each of the peak periods indicating that the intersection would
operate at LOS C or better on all approaches during the peak hours. This analysis should be
provided for review and identified in the document.

9. The DEIS identifies that one regional 2 day conference and one national 3 day conference are
proposed with approximately 1,200 ~ 12,000 attendees. The document should identify how the
number of events will be permitted/controlled as once the project is approved it would be
difficult to prevent/ monitor how the facility is utilized. Will a developers agreement/legal
restrictions be imposed on the site to control uses.

10.The traffic analysis assumes 40% of arrivals by bus for the National event. This conflicts with
information provided by SoS that 20% of attendees arrive via bus at their California and North
Carolina facilities. This number should be justified as a significant number of additional vehicle
trips will be generated should the 20% utilized at other facilities be the actual number. In
addition the location of bus staging pick-ups should be provided.

11. The document states SoS encourages car pooling to their events, and based on experience at
their Petaluma and Fayettville locations a car occupancy of between 3.3 and 3.8 persons per
vehicle can be expected. The analysis for the Goshen site identifies a "somewhat conservative
ratio of 3.5 persons per vehicle,” the conservative rate would be the 3.3 persons per vehicle.
Utilizing the 3.5 persons per vehicle it identifies that 7,000 attendees can be accommodated in
the 2,000 car parking spaces. This leaves 5,000 additional attendees anticipated without &

b
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method of access to the site. If bus utilization is lower than estimated and similar to other
facilities a significant increase in parking would be required.

12. The basis for the 50/50 split traffic distribution should be provided. Many of the hotels in the
area are located west of the project site in the city of Middletown, Wallkill and Wawayanda
area with minimal hotels located to the south and east.

13.The traffic study identifies that manned police traffic control will be utilized during events at a
majority of the intersections. The traffic study does not identify levels of service which can be
maintained utilizing manned police traffic control. The document identifies this procedure
utilized at the Bethel Woods facility in Sullivan County. Those familiar with this facility are
aware of several hours long traffic jams associated with events utilizing police traffic control at
this venue.

14.The document appears to identify that several events during the day will occur during regional
and national conventions. |t appears that participants are encouraged to leave the site in
between events causing several waves of traffic to occur during the regional and national
events. Timing of traffic control manpower and resources should be identified in the document.

15.The document identifies that manned police traffic control practices are employed by SoS at
their Petaluma and Fayettville facilities, Information regarding travel time through the major
roadway corridors at these facilities during events should be provided.

16.The document states that “another option to help distribute traffic volumes along the exit
period after the evenis would be to request permission to use the emergency access
connection to Echo Lake Road.” An analysis of any use of the emergency access and traffic
impacts associated with it should be provided. The emergency access road would most likely
be an important site access during the regional and national conferences. Emergency vehicle
access through all roadways should be addressed. The Town of Wawayanda currently does
not support the use of the emergency access for anything other than emergency vehicles.

17.Shuttles are identified as being provided for off site parking including the Strong Farm overflow
parking. The document does not identify the Strong Farm being utilized for parking during
events and only identifies it as volunteer parking, whose arrival is several hours before the
event. If Strong Farm parking is utilized for the events the analysis should be modified to
identify the number of vehicles accessing this site and the impact of this traffic on the town
roads.

Water and Sewer

1. Portions of the proposed Water and Sewer mains will traverse lands within the Town of
Wawayanda. The Town would like to be provided with detailed design plans in order to
evaluate if potential for a municipal interconnection could be facilitated between the City of
Middietown, the Town of Wawayanda and the transportation corporation.

2. The Town of Wawayanda is a regulated MS4 land use community. A M84 Stormwater permit
for the lineal portion of the project in the Town of Wawayanda must be issued by the town.
Submission of a detailed design for the water and sewer mains is required in order to obtain a
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municipal authorization from the Town of Wawayanda. The submitted SWPPP apparently was
prepared (21 Sept. 2015) before the water interconnect was prepared.

Permits and Approvals

1. The NYSDEC must approve an increase in the water taking for extension of the water main
serving multiple parcels of property in the Town of Goshen. The water main extension/service
area expansion is required.

The above comments reflect the Town of Wawayanda's concern for inter municipal impacts of the
proposed project located in the Town of Goshen. The comments generally pertain to concerns
regarding the mass gatherings associated with the SoS events and potential interconnects with
utilities crossing the Town of Wawayanda.

Very Truly Yours,

McGoey, Hauser & Edsall
Consulting Engineers, D.P.C.

Patrick J. %es

Principal




Owens Road Associates, LLC
141 Kinderkamack Road
Park Ridge, NJ 07656
(201)391-1324

June 10, 2016

Via Email

Chairman Lee Bergus

Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue

Goshen, NY 10924

Re:  Comments on Draft EIS on the proposed Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. Manufacturing
Facility and Science of the Soul Conference Center (“Amy’s/SOS DEIS”)

Dear Chairman Bergus:

I am a member of Owens Road Associates, LLC (“Owens Road”) and property owner in
the Town of Goshen. Owens Road owns the parcel of land adjacent to the
Strong/Science of the Soul property and is proposing a subdivision.

Please accept the following comments in connection with the Amy’s/SOS DEIS”:

1. Please provide further details and plans as to what is being proposed on the
Strong/Science of the Soul property. Please include details on proposed parking
layout, access drives and emergency access. Our subdivision proposes a road
ending at the Strong/Science of the Soul property as directed by the Planning
Board and Code for future expansion if and when the Strong Farm is developed.
It would make sense to tie our proposed road to the proposed access roads on the
Strong/Science of the Soul property to establish an emergency access system for
both properties. This emergency connection would provide a benefit to the future
users of both parcels.

2. Please provide details as to the deed restrictions and/or conservation easements
proposed for the Strong/Science of the Soul property limiting uses to agriculture
and parking.

3. Please provide details with regard to noise impacts of the project and proposed
mitigation measures.

4. Please provide details regarding impacts from odors generated by the project and
mitigation measures.

5. Please provide all letters and documents referred to in the October 20, 2015 letter
by the Building Inspector in connection with project zoning.

6. Please provide more detailed analysis regarding traffic during the meetings
proposed by Science of the Soul. The analysis assumes 40% of attendees will



take a bus to the event site while other events in California have only had 20% use
of bus transportation into events

7. Please confirm that the proposed Amy’s/Science of the Soul project will have no
impact on the water quality and/or supply for our proposed project.

8. Please provide details of mitigation measures to be taken to preserve cultural
resources that have been deemed unavoidable as well as the basis for determining
those cultural resources are unavoidable.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Very truly yours,

V(AN

Kenneth F. Cerullo, Esq.



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

Region 3 Main Office

21South Putt Corners Road. New Paltz. NY 12561-1620 W YORK

P, (845) 256-3033 | F: {845) 255-3042 gETE OF Dep_artment Of
orrorTuNITY | Environmental

Conservation
June 10, 2016

Lee Bergus, Chairman

Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue

Goshen, NY 10924

Re: Amy's Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Chairman Bergus:

The Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) staff have reviewed the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). One material change is included in the DEIS
in comparison to the project as described in the scoping document. Rather than
developing on-site sewer and water facilities, new sewer and water mains are proposed
along an undeveloped portion of the Orange County Heritage Trail to allow connection
to the City of Middletown sewer and water systems.

DEC PERMITS AND JURISDICTION
The following comments are offered, with reference to articles of the Environmental
Conservation Law.

Article 15, Title 15, Water Withdrawal

The proposed service of water to the facility by the City of Middletown will require that
the City apply for a Water Withdrawal permit modification to extend their area of
service. They will have to either apply for a new Permissive Service Area (PSA) or
addition of an Outside User. The application will require that the City justify the quantity
for the sale and that there is sufficient water available.

Article 24, Freshwater Wetlands and Article 15, Title 5, Protection of Waters
The plan presented in the scoping document did not include any disturbance to the
DEC-regulated freshwater wetlands on the Echo Lake property, wetland ID MD-24,
Class 2. The plan presented in the DEIS includes disturbance to this wetland, as well
as others, as part of the installation of mains to connect the project site to the City of
Middletown sewer and water. The mains are proposed along the former Erie railroad,
now the Orange County Heritage Trail. This section is currently undeveloped.

The proposed mains will pass through the area of wetland MD-24 in Goshen and
wetland MD-19, Class 2, in the Town of Wawayanda. DEC records from previous
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Re: Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

project reviews have found that wetland MD-19 is far greater in size than shown on the
official map. In addition, there is another wetland in Town of Wawayanda which DEC

has determined is eligible to be mapped. In total, it appears that the proposed main will
be in close proximity to DEC mapped or eligible wetlands for approximately 3,500 feet.

The locations of all mapped and eligible wetlands must be delineated and the
delineation validated by DEC staff. At this time, Orange County has not yet approached
the Department about validation or permitting for the proposed development of the rail
trail. Either Amy's Kitchen or Orange County must obtain the validation for the permit
applications for either project.

Many of the areas in Wawayanda were previously mapped and validated for other
projects. If the applicants wish to obtain this information, a Freedom of Information Law
request must be made to DEC Region 3. DEC Bureau of Habitat staff Michael Fraatz is
the contact for obtaining a validation of the wetland boundary and can be reached at
(845) 256- 3057 or by email at michael.fraatz@dec.ny.gov.

Please note that even if all work is in the wetland adjacent area, the wetland application
will still be major and require a minimum 30-day public comment period.

The portion of the Wallkill River, NYS Waters Index # H-139-13 portion, which is on the
project site, is Class C. The proposed sewer/water mains will pass over several
additional waterbodies, see attached map:

Name NYS Waters Index Number (WIN) | Class
Wallkill River — western braid H-139-13 C

- Monhagen Brook H-139-13-52 C
Tributary 1 of Monhagen Brook H-139-13-52-1 C

A permit is not required to disturb the bed or banks of a Class C stream without a trout
standard. However, there are concerns with impact to protected species from the
proposed bridge on the Wallkill River, as discussed below.

Any disturbance to waterbodies or wetlands which requires a Clean Water Act Section
404 permit from the Army Corps of Engineers, will also require a Water Quality
Certification pursuant to Section 401. These federal certifications have been delegated
to DEC in New York State.

Article 11, Title 5, Endangered and Threatened Species

The DEIS considers potential impacts to Indiana bat (Myotis sodalist), a species listed
by New York State and the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service as endangered and northern
long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis), listed by New York State and the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service as threatened. These are summer tree-roosting species that hibernate
during the winter in underground caves. They forage in forested habitats, forest edges,
and riparian areas.
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Re: Amy’s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental impact Statement

Potential impacts to bats from this development include both direct impacts and indirect
impacts. Direct impacts include the taking of individual bats present in roost trees
during removal and the removal of essential habitat. Indirect impacts can include noise
vibration, dust, chemical use, lighting, vehicle use, and general levels of human activity
which may interfere with essential behaviors. Reference is made in the following
comments to the report which is contained in the 03.D Vegetation and Wildlife
Appendix, ‘Impact Assessment for the Indiana and Northern Long-eared Bat', dated
April 2016.

Direct take of individuals:

As stated in the DEIS and supporting reports, all tree-clearing must be conducted
between October 315t and March 31st. This will be included as condition in any
department permits and must be noted on the project site plans.

Because of the previously-disturbed nature of the Heritage Trail, a timing restriction on
tree-cutting will be sufficient to address any potential impacts from the sewer/water main
construction. The remaining comments refer to the proposed Amy's Kitchen and
Science of the Soul developments.

Direct take of Habitat that would impact essential behaviors:

An analysis of percent forested habitat within 2.5 miles of the location was conducted.
The analysis found 42.5% pre-development reduced to 41.9% post-development. This
is above the 35% threshold, below which signifies that habitat may be limiting for
Indiana bats in that home range.

While roosting habitat is present, no known roosts have been identified. The report
outlines how an estimated amount of roosting habitat was determined and the estimated
the reduction in that amount. While a number of roost trees would be impacted, the
estimates also predict a large number of potential roost to remain on the site.

A total of 49 acres are reported as being impacted and 160 acres of ‘woodland’ are
reported as being protected long term.

Indirect take for impact to essential behaviors:

Indirect impacts related to construction noise, light, and human activity are addressed in
the report. No details were included on the use of pesticides and treatment of standing
water on the site, or general water quality. The report highlights that there will be
increased indirect impacts to bats from lighting at the site, further reducing habitat for
both species, but more so for northern long-eared bat.

The following take-avoidance measures are proposed in the report:

* 160 acres of ‘woodland’ that will be preserved through a ‘conservation easement or
similar legal agreement’

* Wintertime tree clearing: October 315t to March 31¢
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Re: Amy's Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

» Project footprints centered on old field and shrub land.

» Best Management practices for outdoor nighttime lighting.
e Minimal nighttime operation of SOS conference center.

e Orchard-style design of SOS parking area.

Additional information for final jurisdiction determination

In general staff believe that the project is capable of obtaining a determination of no

taking, but there is insufficient detail in the report and DEIS for a final determination:

« A full description of phasing of the project is required. The discussion of phasing in
the DEIS section 03.S Construction is very limited and does not provide any acreage
numbers or depictions of areas of disturbance.

« There is little discussion of impacts to on-site wetlands, which can significantly affect
bat foraging. Section 03.D Vegetation and Wildlife is missing the referenced figures:
Figure I11.D-1 showing the ecological communities and Figure [lI.D-2 showing the
impacts’.

The Surface Waters section Figure 111.C-5 & Figure 111.C-7 show the wetlands on the
Amy's Kitchen and Science of the Soul sites, but there is no impact analyst. In
addition Figure 5 of the 03.D Appendix, “Wetland Location Map”, shows the
wetlands on the Science of the Soul property that these do not match those shown
on the site plans or the Section 03.C figures. The Science of the Soul grading plans
appear to only show the wetlands associated with Echo Lake (DEC I|d MD-24) and
those associated with the Wallkill River. The only reference in Section 03.D to
buffering is with regard to the access road and the Wallkill River.

The applicant must clarify if wetlands are to be buffered and by how much.
A discussion of water quality maintenance both during construction and facility
operation is also needed, including any future use of pesticides at the facility.

 The DEIS grading plans are overlaid by details on the proposed development,
making the existing and proposed contours difficult to distinguish. The full limit of
disturbance of all work needs to be clearly depicted. This needs to include the
proposed future warehouse.

« The applicant must justify the need for the configurations of the drives and
structures. A discussion of alternatives considered for each is also needed.
Examples for consideration include justification and alternatives for:

the proposed bridge crossing of the Wallkill; Alternative 3 discusses the option of
primary access off of Hartley Road, but considers only traffic, noise, and air
quality, not impact to the river corridor or associated wetlands. It appears this
aiternative is feasible and should be considered as part of the avoidance of a
taking.

" The figures were not found in either the CD-copy submitted to the Department, nor the copy on the
Town's website.
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Re: Amy's Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

o the disturbance and fragmentation associated with the isolation of the 5-bedroom
guest house at Science of the Soul. This is very large disturbance in otherwise
undisturbed forested habitat and there is no discussion regarding the isolation of
it from the remaining facility,

o the overall footprint for both developments, including options to reduce it.

¢ Details on the area of impact and the easement proposed in the. report.

o The report states that 160-acres of 'woodland’ will be protected long term.
However the report outlines direct and indirect impacts to the habitat and
qualifies habitats differently for the two species, making it difficult to clearly
determine the full impact in comparison to the number of acres to be protected.
Numbers were not provided for the full impact of all the project elements to the
total 374.1 acre area, numbers were only provided for the Amy’s Kitchen
development which is impacting 37 acres and leaving 34 acres undisturbed. In
addition, the same categories applied in the evaluation of impacts should ailso be
applied to the proposed easement area.

o No details are provided on the mechanism for ensuring protection of the
undisturbed portions of the properties or the locations of these protected areas
on a location map. These details are very important to verifying that impacts are
offset and that the properties are protected both in the long term and in the
species’ best interest.

* More detail is required on the lighting Best-Management-Practices. The report and
DEIS describes the lighting plan, what the lights look like, and how they will be
operated, but the potential effects of this on the bats is inferred, not clearly stated.

¢ Much of the discussion on impacts from Science of the Soul relies on the proposed
limited operation regarding the number of major events and the use of night-time
lighting. It is not clear how this will be restricted or if it may change in the future.

e The orchard parking area is offered as a mitigation measure, but no details are
provided on its design and what native trees will be planted there. Nor is it clear
whether the parking is pervious or impervious. It does not appear that it would
function in the same way as the habitat it would replace.

Article 23, Title 27, Mined Land Reclamation

The DEIS section 03.B, "Topography”, states that for the Ver Hage property, “total
earthwork estimated to involve approximately 307,057 cubic yards” and for Echo Lake,
“approximately 1,988,179 cubic yards of total earthworks.” It furthers states that
“188,873 cubic yards of fill” are required for the Ver Hage property, the majority of which
will come from the Echo Lake site. However the description of the Echo Lake site
states that only “5,663 cubic yards of cut" will be produced. The inconsistencies in
these number must be clarified, however it appears that a Mined Land Reclamation
permit may be required.

Mining is defined in the DEC Mined Land Reclamation regulations as “excavation from
which a mineral is to be produced for sale or exchange, or for commercial, industrial or
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Re:  Amy's Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

municipal use"?. A Mined Land Reclamation permit is required for mining of 1,000 tons
or 750 cubic yards of minerals within 12 successive calendar months.

The excavation or grading of an area that is part of an approved construction plan is
generally exempt from the Mined Land Reclamation permitting requirements, provided
that the following criteria are met:

a. all necessary Local, State and Federal approvals shall have been obtained for the
project,

b. the proposed excavation and/or grading work is to be conducted solely in aid of
onsite construction and is deemed necessary to prepare the site for approved
construction;

c. the excavation takes place within the construction project area and is an integral part
of the construction project activities. The construction project area is defined as the
area of excavation essential to the successful completion of the construction project;

d. objective evidence is provided which leads the Department to reasonably conclude
that the construction project is not speculative, will occur at the site of excavation
and grading; and will occur concurrently, or soon after the excavation and grading is
completed. Objective evidence includes, but is not limited to: copies of all relevant
building permits, grading plans and all necessary approvais from the local planning
and zoning boards; and

e construction activities should commence within 6 months and be completed within 2
years of excavation.

The DEIS lacks a clear cut/fill analysis and details on phasing as described above. The
Stormwater Management section suggests that a single Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will cover both projects, yet the project description implies
that facilities will be constructed separately. The Department cannot make a
determination on the need for a Mined Land Use permit at this time.

State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) — sanitary

Service of the site by the City of Middletown sewer district will require a district
extension. Review of the new main and extension by DEC will be required, but may not
require a modification of the SPDES permit unless the composition of the waste may
affect the City’s effluent limits. If the pretreatment facility is going to be privately owned,
it will fall under the requirements of the City of Middletown's Sewer Use Law and their
review.

Article 19, Air Pollution Control

The 03 R Air Quality section states that process boilers will be used by Amy’s Kitchen
with a “maximum expected heat input capacity of approximately 36 million British
thermal units per hour". No information was provided on the capacity of boilers for the
Science of the Soul building. If any boilers are in excess of 10 million British thermal
units per hour, then a permit or registration pursuant to Article 19 will be required.

6 NYCRR §420.1(h)
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Re: Amy’'s Kitchen
DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002
Town of Goshen, Orange County
Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

OTHER ISSUES

The DEIS identified several special concern amphibians and reptiles as potentially
present on the site: Jefferson salamander (Ambystoma jeffersonianum), blue-spotted
salamander (Ambystoma laterale), spotted turtle (Clemmys guttata), wood turtle
(Clemmys insculpta), and eastern box turtle (Terrapene Carolina). As noted in the
DEIS, these species are not subject to direct regulation through an Incidental Taking
permit, but impacts to them should be considered as part of SEQR.

The DEIS states that habitat will be inspected prior to the start of construction and any
individuals located will be removed to other habitat areas. But there is no discussion in
the DEIS of where or how much habitat is present on the site for these species. Of
particular concern is the number of smaller wetlands on the Echo Lake site which may
be habitat for woodland pool salamanders and which are proposed for elimination.

The EIS should include an assessment of available habitat for these species with an
analysis of the proposed impacts. The assessment should follow the DEC Hudson River
Estuary Program’s Woodland Pool Conservation guidance, available website at
http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/52325.html.

As documented in the DEIS, the DEC Division of Materials Management has approved
the closure of two monitoring wells on the Ver Hage property associated with the former
Al Turi landfill. There are no further concerns with the development relative to this
landfill. Once plans for the sewer/water main are prepared, staff may have concerns if
disturbance is proposed within the footprint of the State Superfund Program site
“Middletown Dump”, located east of the sewage treatment plant.

If there are any questions, please feel free to contact me at (845) 256-3014 or by email
at rebecca.crist@dec.ny.gov.

Respectfully,

7/,,/{, e

Rebecca S. Crist

Deputy Regional Permit Administrator

Enc: Map of waterbodies

Ecc: Graham Trelstad, AKRF, INC
Mark Rudolph and Sue-Anne Dropkin, Amy's Kitchen
Larry Wolinski, Jacobowitz and Gubits, LLP
Brian Orzel, Army Corps of Engineers
Noelle Rayman, US Fish & Wildlife Service
Tim Lloyd, NYSHPO
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Re:

Amy’s Kitchen

DEC Tracking ID #: 3-3330-00231/00001, /00002

Town of Goshen, Orange County

Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Kate Schmidt, Orange County Department of Planning
Orange County Department of Health

Richard, Rose, Orange County Dept. of Parks, Recreation and Conservation
City of Middletown, Mayor

Town of Wawayanda, Supervisor

Lisa Masi, NYSDEC Bureau of Wildlife

Michael Fraatz, NYSDEC Bureau of Habitat

Manju Cherian, NYSDEC Division of Water

Meena George, NYSDEC Division of Water

Erik Schmitt, NYSDEC Division of Water, -Albany

Steve Parisio, NYSDEC Division of Materials Management
George Sweikert, NYSDEC Division of Air Resources
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ORANGE COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

Christopher R. Viebrock, P.E.

Commissioner

P.O. Box 509, 2455-2459 Route 17M

Steven M. Neuhaus Goshen, New York 10924-0509
County Executive WWW.OFaRgecountygov.com
TEL (845) 291-2750 FAX (845) 291-2778

June &, 2016

Hon. Lee Bergus, Chairman
Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue

Goshen, New York 10924

Re:

ECEIVE

JUN 102016

Amy’s Kitchen & Science of the Soul
State Route 17M & Training Center Lane
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Prepared by: AKRF

Dated: April 29, 2016

Dear Mr. Bergus:

This Department has reviewed select portions of Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
and the Notice of Completion for the above referenced project. The Orange County Department
of Public Works Highway Engineering Department has comments based on our review of the
following sections of the DEIS:

_l\)

Chapter I, Executive Summary

Chapter l11.E, Groundwater / Water Supply
Chapter I1L.F, Wastewater Management
Chapter I11.G, Stormwater Management
Chapter HIH, Traffic

Chapter H1.L, Community Services
Chapter I11.S, Construction

Chapter I and Chapter I11.H are not consistent with each other regarding the length of the
left and right turn lanes on State Route 17M for Training Center Lane and the new Site
Access road. There is also a discrepancy in the distance that Traming Center Lane will
move.

Please clarify when the relocation of Training Center Lane will begin. We believe that
all changes and improvements to Training Center Ln. should be built at the same time as
the proposed site access road, at the start of construction. Such work should include the
installation and activation of the new traffic signal at the proposed intersection. We
believe that completing the construction of the new intersection at the start of the project
will help limit the impacts that construction will have on traffic.



Lee Bergus, Town of Goshen Planning Board -2- June §, 2016
Amy’s Kitchen & Science of the Soul, Draft EIS
3. During construction activities at proposed State Route I7M/Training Center Ln./Site
Access intersection, special consideration must be given to Garbage Trucks and other
vehicles traveling to and from the County Transfer Station on Training Center Ln.
Additional traffic control measures, such as signs, flaggers, etc. . .. should be provided as

part of the Maintenance and Protection of Traffic plan(s) in order to minimize confusion
about Transfer Station access.

4. Please confirm that all new lanes on State Route 17M and the new traffic signal will be
NYSDOT maintained. Orange County will only accept ownership and maintenance
responsibility for Training Center Ln. outside the State highway right-of-way. The
developer should be responsible for coordinating any easements or right-of-way
acquisitions necessary to install the new traffic signal and traffic signal detection loops.

Ly

Chapter IILLH recommends that the CR50/McVeigh Road intersection will need to be
changed to all-way Stop control to handle future traffic volumes. All of the future ‘build’

What alternative improvements could be implemented to provide a similar level of
service at this intersection? Also, identify what modifications would be implemented at

the side road intersections for Mason Place and Echo Lake Road as part of
improvements to the CR50/McVeigh Rd. intersection.

A full set of site design plans, including the proposed intersection design, FEIS, SEQRA
information and related submittals, prepared in conformance with the Policy & Standards of the
Orange County Department of Public Works and the Town of Goshen regulations, must be
reviewed and approved by this department under Section 239-f of the General Municipal Law
and Section 136 of the Highway Law. The developer will be required to obtain a permit from
the Orange County Department of Public Works prior to any site preparation or construction
activity. Specifically, permits from this department must be obtained due to the proposed
impacts to Training Center Lane and the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor. We kindly request that
your board not grant approvals for construction or site development until after our Department
has reviewed and approved the plans.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact this Office.

éﬂijsepEg Stankavage, P.E.
Principal Engineer

ce: Christopher R. Viebrock, PE. Commissioner
Travis Ewald, P.E., Deputy Commissioner
Mike Carroll, Senior Engineer




Orange County Department of Planning

124 Main Street g David E. Church, AICP

Goshen, NY 10924-2124 Commissioner

Tel: (845) 615-3840 www.orangecountygov.com/planning
Steven M. Neuhaus Fax: (845) 291-2533 planning@orangecountygov.com

Counly Executive

County Reply — Mandatory Review of Local Planning Action
as per NYS General Municipal Law §239-1, m, &n

Local Referring Board: Town of Goshen Planning Board Referral ID #: GOT06-16M

Applicant: Amy’s Kitchen Tax Map #:12-1-1.222,19.2,23.2,24.2 & 1.41
Project Name: Amy’s Kitchen & Science of the Soul (SoS) DEIS 10-1-11.2

Proposed Action: NYS SEQRA DEIS

Reason for County Review: Non-Mandatory Review

Advisory Comments: The Orange County Department of Planning has reviewed the draft environmental
impact statement (DEIS) for Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul under the State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) as the County Planning Agency responsible for bringing pertinent inter-community
and countywide planning, zoning and site plan considerations to the attention of the municipality having
jurisdiction; in this case the Town of Goshen. The following comments are provided. Our comments are
advisory and may be addressed within the Final EIS and/or Findings Statement. We also appreciate that
specific actions related to our comments may best be a part of final site plan approval. We will be
providing our specific review of the site plan promptly consistent with NYS GML 239.

Chapter ITI.C: Surface Water Resources & Wetlands
As per the DEIS, development of Amy’s will result in wetlands loss. We recommend some discussion of
wetland loss mitigation or avoidance in the Final SEQRA documentation.

Chapter III.D.: Vegetation and Wildlife

In consultation with NYS DEC, it is recommended that maps indicating wildlife sightings/habitats should be
overlaid on impacted land. This can then be used to include appropriate documentation of any necessary
mitigation or avoidance plans for wildlife habitat, notably species of concern.

The Department suggests that a forest loss mitigation action could include provision of replacement trees. At
minimum, native trees could be planted - and maintained — along the perimeter of the six parcels and water
courses. We support theorchard tree parking design.

Chapter I11.G: Stormwater Management
This office applauds the use of road salt alternatives, especially on the Wallkill bridge crossing.

The DEIS stated that the construction of Amy’s Kitchen and SoS will result in 24 and 34 aacres of
impervious surface respectively.. The use of low impact development should be increased in order to reduce
stormwater impacts and replenish groundwater over the Wallkill aquifer. We recommend discussion of best
options and standards in final SEQRA documentation.Maps submitted to this office contain conflicting
information.

All medians should have trees and tree box filters that will act as mini bioretention areas.

Recessed curbs and hydric-soiled, raingardens should be added to all medians as well as around the
perimeter of all parking lots and roadway sidings and direct stormwater toward these areas for pretreatment.
We recommend consideration of grey water collection system to be considered and used for irrigation and
fire suppression.



Chapter 11 H: TrafficTraffic Impact Study Methodology & Analyses: One of the most significant impacts

associated with Amy’s Kitchen, the Ver Hage warehouse and Science of the Soul events is traffic impact.
Normally traffic impact studies, analyses and documentation follow a logical step-by-step, progression that is
transparent, rational and easy to follow. For example, most traffic impact studies document existing
conditions, along with trips from other nearby major development (yet to be built), background traffic
growth, as well as trips generated by a subject project. This information is usually presented in tables
indicating vehicular trips generated and diagrams (maps) showing vehicular directional flow for each use by
timeframe in a logical sequence.

For example, different sections of the traffic impact study use different traffic volumes to calculate levels of
service and traffic impact for the same intersection and timeframe. In addition, the total trips calculated for
Amy’s, the Ver Hage Warehouse use and Science of the Soul in Table III.LH-7 on page ITI.H-18 are
erroneous. In some sections of this table, total trucks are used and in others total truck equivalents are
summed to attain total trips by timeframe. The trips indicated in this table also do not coincide with the trips
used to calculate levels of service for the various timeframes studied. In addition, in some sections of the
traffic impact study, trips generated by Amy’s are co-mingled with trips generated by the Mid-Hudson Psych
Center, making it is impossible to determine the directionality of this traffic, the impact therefrom and
whether such is reasonable. Trips generated by other major development (yet to be built) in the area, as well
as the directional distribution of these trips and their impact is not documented anywhere in the traffic impact
study. Overall, trips and traffic from many different sources and places are melded together, making it
impossible to determine cause and effect and making it impossible to determine whether the methodology,
assumptions and the foregone conclusions arrived at in the DEIS are satisfactory.

Furthermore, the traffic impact study appears to include an inconsistency as it shows that portions of car
traffic to the Amy’s manufacturing facility and the Ver Hage Warehouse will be using Hartley Road (Figure
III.LH-16) even though the Hartley Road entrance/exit is designated for emergencies only. Similarly, a
significant portion of traffic departing Amy’s and the Ver Hage Warehouse is missing (Figure IILH-13 &
Figure III.H-17) from the analyses, presumably using the Hartley Road Exit. We suggest traffic impact at
the various intersections should be recalculated for any Final EIS documentation with the 100% of arriving
and departing cars and trucks using the NYS Route 6/17M Entrance/Exist. Otherwise, clarification needs to
be made on the usage of Hartley Road.

Traffic Impact Mitigation: The primary means of mitigating traffic impact in the DEIS for Amy’s Kitchen is
to stagger employee work schedules to off-peak AM and PM hours of the adjacent street (NYS Route 17M)
and highway network as a whole. For Science of the Soul regional and annual events, the bussing, shuttling
and carpooling of people along with police assisted traffic direction and special scheduling are the primary
means of mitigating traffic impact.

We applaud these approaches to mitigation. Given current existing congestion, both recurring and episodic
along the Route 17M / 6 corridor, the Town of Goshen should ensure that Amy’s and Science of the Soul
strictly adhere to these mitigating measures as part of site plan and special use permit approvals. Periodic
annual or biennial approval of special permits for Science of the Soul may be warranted to ensure that traffic
impact, as well as other potential environmental impacts are adequately mitigated.



Chapter II1.J: Utilities and Solid Waste Disposal

The DEIS states that the use of photovoltaic roof systems are under consideration. We strongly urge the use
of alternative energy to minimize the applicant’s carbon footprint.The mandatory dimming of exterior LED
fixtures is suggested.

Solid Waste Management:

Solid waste should be reduced at large events. The DEIS states that 39% of the 444 tons per month is
recyclables and compost thus contributing 173 tons. Sludge is 41 tons. What comprises the balance (and
majority) of the remaining 230 tons generated each month?

Chapter III.LK: Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy

The Town’s Open Space and Farmland Protection Plan as well as the Southern Wallkill Biodiversity Plan
emphasize the importance of unfragmented habitat in this area. The he applicant could consider using the
existing Strong home or another location rather than constructing a new home and the necessary half-mile
driveway — resulting in unnecessary habitat fragmentation for a very modest land use. For the same reason,
the Applicant should preserve the 230 acres referenced as ‘protected’ in the DEIS with a conservation
easement or related set of real estate conservation tools,

Chapter III.P. Cultural Resources
If the Applicant shifted the access road, it may be possible to avoid disturbing two archeological sites of
interest rather than three as currently proposed.

Chapter II1.Q. Agriculture

Located in the Hudson Valley, Amy’s has an unique opportunity to develop a reuse program with the
surrounding farmers so that pallets, sacs, crates and other transporting materials can be continuously reused.
This will reduce the applicant’s solid waste.

Date: June 10, 2016 @

Prepared by: Kate Schmidt & Fred Budde David Church, AICP
Commissioner of Planning




From: Jeremy Pearlman [mailto:jeremypearlman@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 7:56 AM

To: pgersbeck@TownofGoshen.org

Subject: Amy's Kitchen

Hello Ms. Gersbeck,
Good morning.

| had read in the Times Herald Record that if the public had any questions
to send it in and they would be answered, though it didn't say to whom or to
where to send them to. So hoping you can help.

| live on County Route 50, with my back of my house facing Echo Lake. |
(along with several neighbors)am very close to that property that Amy's will
be built on. | had a few questions:

1- everything | read about traffic wise, and traffic studies look at 17M.
However , my concern is that County Route 50 will become a major pass
through for the deliveries to and from Amy's. Especially for those going or
coming from 17W. | also hope that no traffic will be routed on echo lake
road.?What is the plan?

2- I'm concerned about the noise from the factory and vehicles, especially
that this plant plans to operate 3 shifts. Again, in my reading up, |

haven't seen this addressed anywhere. The area is currently very quiet at
night, | would hate for that to change. And be disappointed if our concern
is not addressed .

3- separately, | read how heritage trail plans to be built up and extend off
Hearlty road to Middletown. And that employees can use it to access Amy's.
Is there any place | can find the proposed plan of there the extension will
actually be? The back of my house, the woods extend directly down to Echo
Lake.

Thank you for taking your time to look into my questions. It sounds like
Amy's is a great opportunity for the area, it's just | am in very close
proximity to the proposed plant site and | do have concerns.

If I should forward this email or contact someone else, please let me know.

Thanks in advance,
Jeremy Pearlman


mailto:jeremypearlman@yahoo.com

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

3817 Luker Road
Cortland, NY 13045

June 23, 2016

Mr. Graham Trelstad, AICP
AKREF, Inc.

Senior Vice President
Director of Planning

34 South Broadway, Suite 401
White Plains, NY 10601

Dear Mr. Trelstad:

The following comments are provided regarding the proposed Amy’s Kitchen project totaling
approximately 410 acres located between Echo Lake Road and New York Route 17M in the
Town of Goshen, Orange County, New York. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has
reviewed AKRF, Inc.’s letter dated April 19, 2016, as well as the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) dated April 29, 2016, and the Impact Assessment for the Indiana and Northern
Long-Eared Bat dated April 2016. In addition, staff from this office participated in a conference
call on May 31, 2016, to discuss those documents and this letter serves as a summary of our
understanding of the documents and that conversation.

Project Description:

The project sponsor, Amy’s Kitchen, Inc., proposes to construct a 369,000-square foot (s.f.)
manufacturing facility to manufacture and distribute frozen food products on a 71-acre parcel, as
well as a 200,000-s.f. open-air pavilion for annual conferences on a 195-acre parcel sponsored by
Science of the Soul. Additional construction includes four restroom buildings (approximately
5,000 s.f. each), a two-story multi-purpose/family area building (approximately 80,000 s.f.), a
two-story central building (approximately 38,000 s.f.), a maintenance barn (approximately 8,000
s.f.), two caretaker residences (approximately 2,400 s.f. each), a guest house (approximately
4,500 s.f.), and parking areas for approximately 2,043 cars and 130 buses; all associated with the
open-air pavilion. Amy’s Kitchen, Inc., also plans to construct an approximately 70,000-s.£.
warehouse with an approximately 10,000-s.f. parking area and loading bays on an 11.6-acre
parcel that would generate potable water.



The Amy’s Kitchen portion of the project will be constructed in two phases, with full build-out
anticipated by 2023. Estimated construction dates were not provided for the Science of the Soul
facilities nor the warehouse use.

The Service is providing the following comments pursuant to our authorities under the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 ef seq.).

Endangered Species Act:

As you are aware, Federal agencies have responsibilities under Section 7 of the ESA to consult
with the Service regarding projects that may affect federally-listed species or designated critical
habitat, and confer with the Service regarding projects that are likely to jeopardize
federally-proposed species or adversely modify proposed critical habitat. We understand that the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) will likely act as lead federal agency for this project.
Therefore, please make sure to forward any correspondence and documents regarding this
project to the Corps so they can make a final determination of effects on federally-listed species.

There were five federally-listed species that were evaluated for impacts from this proposed
project — the dwarf wedgemussel (4lasmidonta heterodon; Endangered), the Indiana bat (Myofis
sodalis; Endangered), the northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis; Threatened), the bog
turtle (Clemmys [= Glyptemys] muhlenbergii;, Threatened), and the small whorled pogonia
(Isotria medeloides; Threatened). AKRF, Inc., stated in the DEIS (section II1.D-21) that no
impacts were likely to occur to the dwarf wedgemussel, the bog turtle, and the small whorled
pogonia as potential suitable habitat for these species was not found within the project area
and/or surveys did not detect presence of the species. We have no further comments on these
species for your consideration at this time. Please make sure to forward these determinations to
the Corps so they can make a final determination of effects.

AKRF, Inc., identified potential suitable habitat onsite for the Indiana bat and northern
long-eared bat. A known Indiana bat roost tree is within 2.5 miles of the proposed project area
and, therefore, this project is within the likely home range of an Indiana bat maternity colony. In
addition, an acoustic bat survey was conducted by AKRF, Inc., at three locations within the
proposed project area between August 6 and August 15, 2015. Results of the survey indicated
that both Indiana and northern long-eared bats were present on the properties. While it cannot be
determined if either species was roosting within the properties based on the type of survey
completed, we agree with your assumption that both species are likely using the site for foraging
and commuting. In addition, they may be potentially roosting onsite as suitable habitat was
identified.

The project would disturb approximately 151 acres of the 410-acre proposed project area and
includes 48.9 acres of successional southern hardwood, 19.4 acres of successional shrubland,
79.2 acres of successional old field, 3.6 acres of shallow emergent marsh, and 0.1 acre of red
maple hardwood swamp, much of which can be considered potential foraging and/or roosting
habitat for both the Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat.



Direct and indirect' impacts were assessed for both bat species and several potential impacts
were identified including directly killing/injuring of bats potentially roosting in trees during tree
removal, and displacement of bats as a result of habitat loss and fragmentation, construction
noise, facility operations, and lighting.

We understand that Amy’s Kitchen, Inc., has agreed to implement several measures to avoid and
minimize impacts to both bat species including:

e Conducting tree removal between October 31 and March 31, while bats are in
hibernation;

e Centering the design layout within areas of existing successional old field and
scrub-shrub to minimize tree removal and encroachment into wooded areas;

¢ Implementing best management practices for outdoor nighttime lighting by using
motion sensors and dimmers, lower pole heights, and using downward directional
lighting;

e Minimizing nighttime operation of the Science of the Soul open-air pavilion by
ending activities by 9:00 p.m.;

e Implementing orchard-style parking where parking areas would be heavily planted
with trees and have impervious surface, and be kept mostly unlit; and

e Approximately 160 acres of successional southern hardwood forest, floodplain forest,
red maple-hardwood swamp, and beech-maple mesic forest would be protected by a
conservation easement for potential foraging and roosting habitat for bats. In
addition, approximately 17 acres of old field, 12 acres of shrubland, 5 acres of sedge
meadow, 2 acres of shallow emergent marsh, and 62 acres of cropland would be
preserved as potential foraging habitat for bats.

While many adverse effects will be avoided, others will only be minimized. As mentioned
above, the Service hosted a conference call on May 31, 2016, with staff from AKRF, Inc., Corps,
counsel from Amy’s Kitchen, and the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) to discuss AKRF’s reports. Several outstanding information needs
were discussed during the call and are outlined below:

o A shapefile of the proposed project that overlays where the developed areas are
planned with the locations of the three acoustic detector placements;

e A map that identifies where all of the proposed preserved parcels are located;

e Details as to how the proposed preserved parcels will be protected;

! Indirect effects are those that are caused by the proposed action and occur later in time.
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e Information pertaining to the long-term maintenance of the properties, especially
around waterbodies, including the use of pesticides;

¢ Information pertaining to the potential for future activities at the Science of the Soul
open-air pavilion and whether activities may go beyond the 9:00 p.m. end time;

e Details on the proposed project phasing that includes construction of the warehouse
and the Science of the Soul facilities;

e Details pertaining to wetland impacts, particularly impacts for sewer and watermain
placement (i.e., how much impact, water quality control measures); and

o Details as to whether buffers will be maintained around onsite wetlands and the
amount.

As adverse effects are anticipated, the above information needs will help the Corps and Service
complete our required analyses and consultation procedures.

As you are aware, the most recent compilation of federally-listed and proposed endangered and
threatened species in New York is available for your information.* Until the proposed project is
complete, we recommend that you check our website every 90 days from the date of this letter to
ensure that listed species presence/absence information for the proposed project is current.

The above comments pertaining to endangered species under our jurisdiction are provided
pursuant to the ESA. This response does not preclude additional Service comments under other
legislation.

The above-listed species are also listed by the State of New York. Any additional information
regarding the proposed project and its potential to impact listed species should be coordinated
with both this office and with the NYSDEC.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposed project. Please contact Noelle
Rayman-Metcalf at 607-753-9334 if there are any questions regarding this letter and reference
file number 140645.

Sincerely,

T

¢ David A. Stilwell
Field Supervisor



* Additional information referred to above may be found on our website at:
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

cc. Town of Goshen Planning Board, Goshen, NY (L. Bergus)
NYSDEC, New Paltz, NY (Env. Permits and L. Masi)
NYSDEC, Albany, NY (C. Herzog)
USACOE, New York, NY (B. Orzel)



UNAPPROVED MINUTES
Town of Goshen Planning Board
Town Hall
41 Webster Avenue
Goshen, New York
May 31, 2016

Members Present: Also Present:

Lee Bergus, Chair Sean Hoffman, P.E. PB Engineer
Reynell Andrews Kelly Naughton, Esq. PB Attorney
Phil Dropkin Neal Halloran, Building Inspector
David Gawronski Richard Golden, Esqg. PB Attorney
John Lupinski David Crawford, Alternate Member
Giovanni Pirraglia John Canning, PB Traffic Consultant

Ralph Huddleston, Environmental Specialist
Absent: Dr. Kris Baker

The Planning Board meeting was opened at 7:30 p.m. by Chairman Lee Bergus.
Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.

Mr. Dropkin recused himself. David Crawford joins the Board. John Canning joins the Planning
Board consultants.

Representing the applicant: Graham Trelstad (AKRF); Larry Wolinsky, Esq.
(Jacobowitz & Gubits) and Mark Rudolph

Mr. Bergus stated that this public hearing is part of the SEQRA process, and from the scope the
DEIS was developed. The DEIS was deemed adequate for public review by the Planning Board,
and after the close of the public hearing, there will be 10 days to submit written comments to
the Building Department. These can either be comments that people did not speak on this
evening or thought about when you went home. After that is complete, the comments would
be passed along to the Applicant to draft the FEIS. Once the FEIS responds to all of the
comments that the Planning Board deems appropriate, then there will be a SEQRA Findings
Statement.

Mr. Golden stated that for those individuals that are not used to the process, he just wanted to
make it very clear: this is the public’s big opportunity to comment on the environmental issues
involved and the site plan for the Planning Board’s consideration. Whatever comments are said
tonight will be taken down verbatim and the Applicant will have to respond to all of those
questions in the FEIS, the Final Environmental Impact Statement. There will be an answer in
that document. If you have questions, rather than just comments, they will not be able to be
answered tonight, because they may have to be looked into. If questions can be answered, and



the answers are readily available by the consultants, we will try to do so, but otherwise they
will be answered in the FEIS.

Mr. Bergus introduces the Planning Board: John Lupinski, Giovanni Pirraglia, Reynell Andrews,
David Gawronski, and David Crawford. Mr. Bergus introduced Neal Halloran, the building
inspector; Rick Golden and Kelly Naughton, the attorneys; Sean Hoffman, the engineer; Ralph
Huddleston, the environmental specialist; John Canning, the transportation expert; Douglas
Bloomfield, the Town Supervisor; Ken Newbold, Town Board member; Phil Canterino, Orange
County Legislator; Mark Kalish President of the Goshen Chamber of Commerce, and recognized
representatives from Assemblyman James Skoufis and Senator Kirsten Gillibrand’s offices.

Mr. Wolinsky stated his name, and that he is a land use attorney. We are here for the public
hearing for Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul. We are going to do a very brief
presentation, and as Rick Golden said we have a stenographer here who will take down the
comments, and we are required to respond to them under SEQRA as part of the FEIS. Mr.
Wolinsky introduced members of the project team: Mark Rudolph (CFO and VP of
Development), Tom Richmond (SoS), Graham Trelstad and Ashley Ley (AKRF and primary
authors of DEIS), Phil Grealey from Maser, John O’Rourke (Lanc & Tully).

Mr. Trelstad presented a summary of the project. Tom Richmond summarized the Science of
the Soul operation. Mark Rudolph discussed Amy’s Kitchen’s and the economic benefits of the
project.

Mr. Bergus opened the floor for comment from the County Executive.

Count Executive Steve Neuhaus stated that this project came in about a month or two after he
took office. We do not see manufacturing jobs anymore. This is a family run company. Many
people went out to CA to see the operation. This is a positive for Orange County. Look what’s
going on in southern Orange County. To have a big company coming in here and providing
manufacturing jobs is a great benefit. | honestly think that this is a good company. What that
property is generating today, compared to what it will be when they start building... | have
seen people leave because the jobs aren’t here. This is good for the community, and this is a
positive. The Mayor of Middletown and Goshen are talking about developing the Heritage Trail.
That’s going to be a means for people to travel to work on; it’s a positive development for the
community and the County.

Mr. Bergus requested the consultants’ comments.

Mr. Huddleston stated that he had a number of comments, but a number of the comments
were editorial, so he would like to get into the technical aspects for the Board. Basically, the
DEIS states that there are three potential areas of wetland impacts along utility lines along
Heritage Trail. The Applicant was going to delineate those when they were building it, but it
should be done prior to final design so the potential for impact or avoidance can be assessed.
The final design of the Wallkill River Bridge drainage has not been completed. There were



several methods for how the Applicant was going to handle the run off for that. The Planning
Board would benefit from seeing a complete design of the bridge. The DEIS states that no
Federal wetlands were impacted by the access road, but the drawings show one. The Applicant
spoke with the DEC about the wetlands, but there are small pond-like systems that are being
impacted by this. He thinks the Planning Board may want the Applicant to look at these ponds
to see the impacts during the breeding season for amphibians. The DEIS states that the data for
vegetation and wildlife was collected mostly during May and June. That is not how the Planning
Board has handled the review in the past, and the Board might want the Applicant to do the
inventories as the review process goes on. This would include the other seasons, and there
could be a solid baseline. Also there was a comment in the DEIS that the reptiles and
amphibians would be caught and relocated. Mr. Huddleston would like to see the
methodology. The DEIS should discuss some species whose habitat will be removed, such as
deer and raccoon. Cultural resources — the Applicant is doing a good job, but Mr. Huddleston
requests that the Applicant notify the Town Board when the programs have been completed, to
confirm completion and where and when that information would be available to the public and
to the Board. Under “Construction”, Mr. Huddleston requested that “construction activities”
be defined — does it include warm-up of vehicles, etc. The Planning Board had discussed
maintenance and repair to Hartley Road, but now the Applicant is not going to do anything to
that road. Mr. Huddleston wants to make sure that is acceptable. Lastly, the DEIS does not
address the loss of existing and future wildlife associated with construction activities and
habitat loss in the “Unavoidable Adverse Environmental Impacts” section.

Mr. Canning stated that, as you know Route 17M is a busy corridor. The traffic impact study
was thorough and detailed. Mr. Canning has distilled the study down for the Planning Board in
his report. The Applicant has proposed a substantial number of mitigation measures, including
the relocating of the driveways, the installation of the traffic light, turn lanes, stop signs, yield
signs, etc. Mr. Canning’s recommendations to the Planning Board are that the Applicant
examine and explain the optimal time for shift changes, because there is a lot that happens on
Route 17M in the afternoon. The Applicant should see how they can best get the work
schedule to coincide with the traffic patterns. Mr. Canning requested that a back up plan for
Science of the Soul be included. The DEIS states that 40% of attendees will be brought by
busses, but in the event that this is not successful, the Applicant should see if they can secure
parking locations from which people can be bussed to the site.

Mr. Hoffman stated that he reviewed the DEIS and looked at earthwork, stormwater, etc. He
has filed a 10-page memorandum with the Building Department and the Planning Board.
Building off of the parking raised by Mr. Canning, he looked at use of Strong Farm for extra
parking, but there could be a deficit of 1,160 spaces. The Planning Board needs to see how
those cars will be handled on the site, and how will the volunteers be getting from the Strong
Farm to the site. He had a few items on phasing, and Mr. Hoffman stated that he understands
that there are two phases proposed for the manufacturing plant. His understanding of the
project timeline is that Phase 1 of Amy’s Kitchen will be completed in 18 months, but Science of
the Soul may take longer. The Applicant should consider a phasing plan, so that Amy’s Kitchen
can be operational while Science of the Soul is still being constructed. He would also like to see



the impact of the height of the water tanks that may be necessary. Stormwater is regulated by
the Town and DEC requirements. The DEC permits a waiver if the discharge is to a fifth order
stream. Mr. Hoffman’s recommendation is to consider the downstream impacts prior to
granting a waiver out of hand.

Mr. Huddleston stated that in the “Agriculture” section, the DEIS stated that the Strong Farm
will remain as active farmland. The Board may want to consider asking for a dedication or
easement stating that the property remain as farmland.

Mr. Golden stated that his office has nothing at this time.

Mr. Bergus asked the Planning Board if they had any additional comments that have not been
made already throughout this process.

Mr. Lupinski stated that he had a couple of concerns. The “Agriculture” section should contain
a little more detail about the vegetables that are being included and the tests that were done.
A number of growers out there have expressed a concern about the labor problem. Labor is in
short supply. Farmers pay more than minimum wage because they have to. The growers are
very concerned that the laborers are going to go somewhere else. Could the Applicant please
deal with that issue?

Mr. Bergus instructed the public that the Town will pass around the microphone; please
introduce yourself and state your name.

Bill Fioravanti, Director of Business Attraction for the Orange County Partnership stated that he
has been working on this project for about 2.5 years. This will bring over 700 jobs to Orange
County, but he would rather focus on what an outstanding company this is. A local contingent
got to go out to CA and got to know the owners and the operation there. His first observation
was that this was an outstanding employer. You could see the pride in the workers and the
management. The rapport that the owners had with the staff — it was a mutual admiration and
respect. We got to see the health clinic that is there for the employees and their families for
S5. The people are outstanding. We were invited to the Berliners’ home, which was an
incredibly modest home that they have lived there for 40 years. This has not been the simplest
process, but Amy’s Kitchen has kept their word throughout the process. We asked Amy’s to
pledge that the manufacturing center would be built before Science of the Soul, and they have
honored that. They want to do whatever they can to help the community.

Jerry Boss stated that his interest is in the Strong Farm. We talk about raising crops and
agriculture on the farm, but then it is going to be used for parking of 1,000 cars during various
events. Mr. Huddleston made a good point of keeping the farm a farm. Does this interfere
with the various events Science of the Soul will have?

A. Zuckerman from Chester stated that his family built the industrial park. Regarding Amy’s
Kitchen, the philosophy of the company is one that the Planning Board should consider for



approval. Part of the Comprehensive Plan for the County concerns farmland, and it is one
section of the plan that is being working on. We are discussing raising farmers. Orange County
has 43 milking farms, and a decent amount of milk product. We also have a company that is a
producer of dairy product. Amy’s Kitchen has gone out of its way to minimize impacts, which is
very important. The water and sewer is being provided by Middletown. The Heritage Trail is
adjacent to the utility lines, and this does not encroach on anyone’s land. We are looking to
support local farms.

Supervisor Bloomfield stated that this company is owned and run by the Berliners. Mr.
Bloomfield worked for DuPont. Andy Berliner was at a meeting and explained the operation of
the company. They do not have a Board of Directors; they are not owned by anyone. They do
what they think is right for the employees. Almost all the employees that they started with are
still there. That does not happen for big businesses, like DuPont. As the Town Supervisor, Mr.
Bloomfield does not think that the Town could find a better group of people to work with.

Chris Pennings stated that he was born and raised here. He is a third generation farmer. Most
of his family is in agriculture. He was approached by Amy’s Kitchen, and he went out to CA and
had a unique glimpse at how they treat their workers — the nurturing of their employees and
the laid back aspect. This is a company that makes food; the Town cannot turn its back on
these kinds of opportunities. The impact is going to bring inner city challenged communities
hope. This will bring our two major cities back. This is one of our better chances to get
Middletown and Newburgh back to prosperous cities.

Lynne Cione, the Executive Director of the Orange County Chamber of Commerce, stated that
she lives in Goshen. Amy’s Kitchen has been gracious to us. We have heard of the amount of
taxes that will be paid, and the economic impact of this project. We have pressures on us that
no other community in Orange County has due to the County, Town and Village buildings. As a
taxpayer, this is a great opportunity in the Town. Amy’s Kitchen has come in and has hired
people from this community already, and has sought to be a neighbor and to integrate itself
with the community. The respect that this community has for its history has been respected by
Amy’s Kitchen. As the President of the Orange County Chamber, | see a lot of people come in
and want to be part of Orange County. This is a good project and will help us recapture part of
our tax base, and | think this is a wonderful project.

Betsy Dunlevy stated that she is curious about the farm aspect, which she thinks is wonderful.
There are very few organic farmers in our area and in our County. The certification process for
organic is costly. Is Amy’s Kitchen planning on helping local farmers become organic so they
can be utilized by Amy’s Kitchen? She would rather eat something that has not been treated by
pesticides. It would be wonderful if Amy’s Kitchen would help farms become organic, and that
the Strong Farm crops will be organic. Isn’t there a garbage transfer station on Hartley Road
and will it have an impact on Amy’s Kitchen?



Mark Rudolph stated that Amy’s Kitchen is working with the Rodale Institute, which is providing
grant money to the local farmers to learn how to convert to organic farmers and along to
convert to organic farms.

Mr. Golden stated that if there is no one else to speak, the Planning Board will be closing the
public hearing.

Mr. Bergus stated that if you do not have comments for us, we will be closing the public
hearing. The public will have ten days — until June 10 — to submit written comments to Building
Department as well.

VOTE BY PROPER MOTION, by Mr. Pirraglia, seconded by Mr. Lupinski, to close the public
hearing. Unanimously approved.

Mr. Andrews Aye Mr. Gawronski Aye
Mr. Bergus Aye Mr. Lupinski Aye
Mr. Crawford Aye Mr. Pirraglia Aye

Mr. Bergus thanked the public for joining the Board and contributing in the process.

VOTE BY PROPER MOTION, by Mr. Andrews, seconded by Mr. Pirraglia, to adjourn the meeting.
Unanimously approved.

Mr. Andrews Aye Mr. Gawronski Aye
Mr. Bergus Aye Mr. Lupinski Aye
Mr. Crawford Aye Mr. Pirraglia Aye
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CHAI RVAN BURAJS: | would like to cal
this neeting of the Planning Board to order. If
everyone woul d be please for the Pl edge of
Al | egi ance.

(Pl edge of All egiance.)

CHAI RVAN BURGAJS: Thank you. First
off, 1'"d like to thank everyone for joining us
here this evening for this special neeting.
We're here for a public hearing on the DEI'S and
site plan for Any's Kitchen, Science of the Soul
The public hearing is a part of the process, the
SEQRA process. Mving along, we've adopted a
scope. Fromthat scope the DEI'S was devel oped.
The DEI'S was deened conpl ete by this Board,
avai l able to the public for review The next
step was to be and is to be the public hearing
where we're at today.

At the commencenent of the public
hearing -- once we do close the public hearing,
there will be an additional period of tine, ten
days, for the public to introduce witten
comments. They would come to the building
depart nment .

MR. GOLDEN. Yes. June 10th is going
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to be the |ast day.

CHAl RVAN BURCGUS: June 10th woul d be
the last date for submtting any witten comments
that you m ght have, either comments that you
didn't get to speak on today, naybe you didn't
want to stand up and speak, naybe sonething you
t hought about when you went hone. So June 10th
woul d be the deadline on that. That would cone
to the building departnent. After that's
conplete, then all the conmments will be passed
along to the applicant and their consultants for
arewite on the DEIS to create the fina
envi ronnental inpact statenent, the FEIS. Once
that is conplete and deened responsive to all the
comrents as appropriate, then this Board woul d
then cone up with a Findings Statenent which
woul d then be nenorialized into the approval for
the project when that tinme arises.

MR GOLDEN:. For those that are not
used to the process, again just to make it very
clear, this is the public's big opportunity for
not only the environnmental issues involved but
also all the issues related to this site plan

that's before the Planning Board for their
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consi derati on.

The way the process will work is that
what ever comments are said tonight, they' re going
to be taken down verbatimand in a transcript,
and the applicant will be required to respond to
each and every of those questions in the Fina
Envi ronnmental I npact Statenent. So there will be
an answer to everything that's raised this
evening wth respect to questions. Mny of the
guestions, if you have questions toni ght rather
than just comments, they will not be able to be
answer ed toni ght because they nay need to be
| ooked into to decide what the proper answer
woul d be to that question. |If there are
questions that are readily answerable, either by
the Planning Board' s consultants that are sitting
up here or the applicant, we will try to provide
those answers that are readily avail able. But
for nost of the questions, we'll just take the
guestions down and there will be an answer given
in the Final Environmental |npact Statenent.

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Just for those of you
who don't know us, your Town of Goshen Pl anni ng

Board, we have John Lupinski; G ovanni; nyself



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

Lee Burgus, Chairman; Reynell Andrews; you have
Dave and Dave Crawford. W have two Daves at the
end. Then our building inspector, Neil Holloran
on the wall; we have counsel, we have R ck and
Kel l'y; our town engi neer, Sean; next to himwe
have Ral ph Huddel ston, our environnent al
speci ali st; and John Canni ng, our transportation
expert on the wall as well. On the |eft-hand
si de we have our town supervisor, Doug
Bl oonfield; Kennie Newboe, town board, hiding
behi nd the door. Wo else do we have here?
Phil, Orange County Legislator here. Anyone el se
that we have fromthe public? W have Mrk
Kayl ik which is our Goshen Chanber of Conmence
president. O course we have our applicants and
their consultants. Wo else is here that |
haven't mentioned that shoul d be nentioned?
shoul d nention everybody but | don't know
everyone's nane. So absent that --

MR. GOLDEN. W have a representative
from Skoufis's office.

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: We have a
representative from-- someone from Skoufis's

of fice standing on the wall next to Kennie
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Newbot. And Senator Gllibrandt's office, we

have a representative as well. W're very wel
represented this evening. |'mthankful everyone
cane out.

|"mgoing to pass this on nowto M.
Wbl i nsky and he'll introduce the applicant and
his staff.

MR, WOLI NSKY:  Thank you very nuch, M.
Chai rman, Menbers of the Board, Consultants. My
name is Larry Wlinsky, I'ma |and use attorney
wor king on this project.

We're here, as M. Golden and the
Chairman said to you, tonight for the public
hearing for Any's Kitchen and Science of the
Soul. We're going to do a very brief presentation
because, as was nentioned to you earlier, this is
a night for the public to get its comments out.
So we understand there are many supporters here
tonight. W appreciate very nuch your presence.
There are those here that also would like to
substantively cormment on the docunent. As M.
Gol den sai d previously, we have a Stenographer
here who will take down all of those conments,

and we are required to respond to them under the
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State Environnental Quality Revi ew Act
regul ations as part of the Final Environnental
| npact Statenent for this project.

So what 1'd like to do first before |
turn it over, is to introduce the nenbers of our
project teamwho are here tonight. So from Any's
Kitchen we have Mark Rudol ph who is the CFO and
vi ce president of developnent. WMany of you have
met Mark already. Representing Science of the
Soul and its point person for this project is Tom
Ri chman. We have Graham Trel stad and Ashl ey
Lei gh from AKRF who are the prinmary authors of
the Environnmental |npact Statenent that is before
us this evening. W have Phil Gealy, our
traffic consultant from Maser Engi neering.
Finally John O Rourke with the civil engineering
firmof Lanc & Tully.

So at this point in time and w thout

further ado, | will turn it right over to G aham
who will do a brief presentation, and then he
will be turning it over to Mark and Tom for

further brief comments before we can get to the
public.

Thank you.
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MR. TRELSTAD: Thank you, Larry. Thank
you, M. Chair, Menbers of the Board. | wll try
to keep this brief because |I know we do want to
get to the public cooment. It's hard to
summari ze briefly an environnmental inpact
statement that is this thick wwth four vol unes of
appendi ces, all of which are avail able on the
Town's website should you choose to read it. |I'm
going to have to stand here.

MR, WOLI NSKY: Do you want to sit here?

MR TRELSTAD: Maybe | could sit here.
Par don ny back.

Al right. I'mgoing to just take you
t hrough the project summary here just to orient
everybody and then get to sonme of the issues we
included in the DEIS.

The project is a conbination of both
the Any's Kitchen manufacturing facility on what
is known as the ver Hage property, which |l
show you on the map in just a second. It's a
pi ece of property on Hartley Road. W also
subdi vi de approximately 11.6 acres fromthat
property to create a future warehouse use, a

70, 000 square foot warehouse use.
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The Sci ence of the Soul conference
center will be |located on the Echo Lake property,
which is on the west side of the Wllkill River,
which I'lIl show you in a second. That's about
195 acre parcel. Science of the Soul al so owns
the Strong Farm property on Oanens Road which w |
be continued to be used as an argicultural use.
They have crop |and there now and sone open
meadows and vol unteer parking for their nationa
event which will be held once a year for three
days.

The proposed project will be receiving
pot abl e water supply and sanitary wastewater
treatnment fromthe City of Mddletown. At one
poi nt we were | ooking at various |ocations for
wat er supply and it becane apparent it would be
easier to dig one trench and have the sanitary
wast ewat er and the water supply com ng from one
| ocation. That's why it's comng fromthere.

Then we have access, which I'Il show
you in a second, from New York State Route 17M
There we go. Let nme just nove this chair
slightly. There are several properties that

conprise the project site as shown here. The
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Any's Kitchen will be on the ver Hage site which
is a conbination of two tax parcels here.
Hartl ey Road is down right. New York State Route
17M and Route 6 is right here. You can see the
VWl lkill R ver runs between these properties.
This is the ver Hage property where the Any's
Kitchen site would be. This is the Echo Lake
property. It conprises two pieces right there.
The extension on this side is approxi mately 195
acres. This is where the Science of the Sou
conference center would be.

We are seeking a transfer of between
seven and ten acres of land fromthe New York
State O fice of Mental Health which owmns the M d-
Hudson Psychi atric Center here which is accessed
off of 17M It would be transferred to the Town
and there woul d be and agreenent between the Town
and Any's Kitchen to allow for road access across
seven to ten acres, into the Echo Lake property
SO we can get access to 17M

| nmentioned the Strong Farm up on Oaens
Road here. Owens Road, Chechunk Road as it cones
down to Echo Lake Road. This is the Strong Farm

that woul d be mai ntai ned by Science of the Soul
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for agricultural use. Any's also does own the
Li pof f property which had been previously | ooked
at for a potential well site but we won't be
usi ng that.

We al so have identified in the DEIS the
Heritage Trail utility corridor. The Heritage
Trail currently conmes fromthe Village of Goshen
to Hartley Road, and that's where the nmulti-use
trail stops. The County is currently planning
sone design work to extend that trail from
Hartl ey Road all the way to the City of
M ddl etown. What we'd like to do is build the
wat er and sewer |ines in advance of that such
that when the trail is ready and open for use we
woul dn't have to cone and disturb it. That's
about a two-and-a-half, three mle stretch to the
Cty of Mddletown. The Gty of M ddletown
wast ewat er treatnent plant is about here. W
woul d have to cone in off the Heritage Trai
foll owi ng an extension of the line where their
sewer outfall is currently located to bring our
water and sewer line to the site.

Here's the overall site plan show ng

the Any's Kitchen manufacturing facility,
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approxi mately 369, 000 square feet on the 60 acre
remai ning portion of the site. The 70,000 square
f oot warehouse use woul d be | ocated right here.
The Science of the Soul conference center woul d
be located here in this area. There's an open
air pavilion, approximately 200,000 square feet.
Several other buildings that woul d service that
building. This is the main access road comng in
off of Route 17M So site access for both
Sci ence of the Soul and Any's Kitchen woul d be
fromthis main road which woul d cone up here.
Any's Kitchen traffic would come down the hil
and cross a new bridge which Any's woul d
construct. This is a bridge across the Wall kil
River. Any's Kitchen would construct that as
part of the initial stages of construction so
that all of Any's Kitchen traffic, enployee
traffic and truck traffic, would cone in and exit
to 17M There are enmergency accessways on
Hartl ey Road into Any's Kitchen and into the
war ehouse use, and there's an existing driveway
to the Echo Lake property from Echo Lake Road
whi ch woul d be used for emergency access only.

The DEIS that | showed you before
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covered a wi de range of issues. This is
basically the whole list of issues. W covered
the gamut of all the natural resources including
geol ogy, soils, water supply, wastewater,
wet | ands, vegetation, wildlife. W do have
I ndi ana Bat and Northern Long Ear Bat on the
property, and so we' ve done sone acoustic surveys
and we've additional anal yses on those species.
We have that information contained in the EI S

W have a very detailed traffic
analysis. Phil Gealy and his conpany did a
detail ed anal ysis of both the Any's Kitchen and
Science of the Soul activities. There's also a
speci al event nmanagenent plan or a special event
traffic analysis showing the traffic conditions
that woul d exist during the annual conference,
the 12,000 people that would arrive for three
days. So we have a detail ed description of that
as wel | .

We have a description of all of the
community facilities in Town and a di scussion
about energency service provisions. W've net
with the energency service providers, they're

aware of the plans. Science of the Soul has
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di scussed with themthe various practices that
they' ve used in other |ocations and how t hat
could be handl ed here in the Town.

W al so have a very detailed fisca
analysis. Mark wll talk on sone of the high
points of that as well.

We did a visual inpact assessnent from
a nunber of |ocations fromaround the area,

i ncluding the Onens Road scenic corridor. W do
know we are adjacent to the Al Turi Landfill, so
we have a very detail ed environnental

contam nation chapter where we | ook at all the
history of the Al Turi Landfill and the possible
i ssues that mght arise fromthat, and we have a
great deal of studies. |In fact, one of those
whol e binders is devoted to the detail there.

We have a | ot of resources --
information on cultural resources. Believe it or
not, there are a nunber of archeol ogically
sensitive sites within the area, and so we have
very detailed reports on where those m ght be and
what neasures nust be taken, and we've reached
out to the State Historic Preservation officer to

begin that process as well.
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You can see the rest of the list of
studies that we have in the DEIS. Qite a
conprehensive |ist.

The property is located in two zones,
the industrial zone here. This is the ver Hage
property where the Any's Kitchen would be. This
is apermtted use in the Town's industrial
district. The Science of the Soul property is
actually in tw different zoning districts, the
district here on the eastern side and the CO
district, the cormercial overlay -- commercial/
office. Both uses are considered pernmanent uses.
The Sci ence of the Soul conference center would
require a special permt fromthe Pl anni ng Board
because of it's status. The warehouse use, which
woul d be | ocated in this corner of the ver Hage
property, would also require a special permt
fromthe Pl anni ng Board.

This is a drawi ng which was al so
included in the DEIS of the proposed roadway
i nprovenents on New York State 17Mwhich is
runni ng east/west at this |ocation. W had
proposed to create a new access road in this

general location and realign the County's
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training center |lane road on the south side of
New York State 17M and then install a traffic
signal at this location to hel p nake those
maneuvers in and out of the project and in and
out of the County's facility here. W would al so
close this existing driveway to the M d-Hudson
Psychiatric Center and have them cone in through
this new accessway here too. So that would help
mnimze sone of the conflicts that you m ght see
inthis corridor. W know how busy traffic is
along 17M so we proposed to realign this and
signalize it. W couldn't have an access road
closer to the Vllkill River where we actually
own property because of it's proximty to the
VWl lkill and to the bridge here. The bridge
abut ment woul d preclude that from happening in a
safe manner. W' ve reviewed these plans
prelimnarily with New York State DOT and we've
begin to have nore detail ed di scussions on those
as wel | .

This is the Any's Kitchen |layout with
the main manufacturing facility here. Enpl oyee
parking -- | need to check ny cheat sheet.

Enpl oyee parki ng of 642 parking spaces for
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enpl oyees and 49 spaces for visitors.

We have | oadi ng docks. W have 20 to
thirty bays available for |oading at the
facility.

| nmentioned the energency access ways
to Hartl ey Road are here.

There's also an on-site 3,000 square
foot clinic. Any's Kitchen provides nedical care
for all of it's enployees and famlies, and so
that clinic is on site.

Any's would run three shifts,
approxi mately 320 people during the day shift,
304 people on the swing shift and about 56 people
on the graveyard shift, overnight shift. So at
any one tinme you have about 325 people on the
site. In total, with phase 1, Amy's projects
approxi mately 459 full-tine enployees, and then
with full buildout, the 369,000 square feet,
Any's is projecting 681 full-tinme enpl oyees at
this location. As | said, about 325 during any
one shift.

These are sone renderings that were
prepared by the project architect of what the

buil ding would look Iike. This is taken fromthe
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nort hwestern side of the building show ng the
mai n entrance with office spaces and sone visitor
parking. This is the small clinic. This is the
manufacturing facility. This facility is largely
simlar to a plant that Any's currently has in
Medf ord, Oregon. 1'Il show you sone pictures of
that in just a second. This is another view of
this at the northwestern end of the parking |ot.

The Heritage Trail does pass by this
property, and you m ght be able to see views
simlar to this, although not directly associ ated
with this, this is right on top of the parking
lot, but pulled back a couple hundred feet and
you'd be able to see the sane angle. W didn't
show any of the on-site |andscaping but that
woul d hel p cut down the view as well. These are
phot ographs of the Any's Kitchen plant in
Medf ord, Oregon show ng the sane type of
construction, showi ng the same kind of sage green
tile-up panels that would be installed here.

It's a very easy construction process with
concrete and the tilt-up panels thensel ves. Lush
| andscaping in the parking |lots and pl aces for

people to sit. You can see sone bike racks in
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the very front of the |ocation.

This is the pre-treatnent facility that
they have at the Medford, Oregon plant. Because
of the high biological oxygen band that Any's
Kitchen will produce in ternms of it's wastewater
Any's will have to be an on-site pre-treatnent
wastewater facility that would | ook very siml ar
to this, and then the pre-treated wastewater
woul d be conveyed to the Gty of M ddletown plant
for final treatnment and disposal in the WallKkil
Ri ver through the existing outfall that's there
NOW.

This is an image of the gate and the
signs at Any's. W have sonething very simlar
at this location.

Swi tching over to the Science of the
Soul site, the whole conference center is |ocated
on a mned area on the property. The 200, 000
square foot open air pavilion is a |arge shed
i ke structure open to the air which is where the
mai n conference event would be. There will be an
open | awn area for people to gather and
addi tional seating. Not everybody can fit in the

200, 000 square foot facility. There will be
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restroomfacilities on on either side, four
bui | di ngs on either side which provide restroom
facilities.

There's an approxi mately 80,000 square
foot multi-purpose building here, two-story
mul ti-purpose building. I'll show you pictures of
simlar architecture in Catal una where they have
an exi sting conference center. And then a
central building of about 38,000 square feet
whi ch woul d be used for adm nistration, smaller
nmeetings, et cetera.

There will be two caretaker residences,
one at this |ocation where the access road cones
up and branches off for Any's into the Science of
the Soul. So there will be a caretaker residence
here and a caretaker residence here. There wll
be a mai ntenance barn at this |ocation.

Science of the Soul relies a lot on
vol unt eer | abor and they' ve got wonderful grounds
that they maintain. They use a | ot of equipnent
that will be stored in there. Then there will be
a driveway to a five-bedroom guesthouse that wll
be used for visiting dignitaries for the national

conf erence.
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The Science of the Soul has a
conbi nati on of approximately 2,043 parking
spaces, many which will be contained in this
| arger area here which will be a conbination of
what we call orchard parking, which is parking
under trees on a grass or gravel surface, and
then there will be sone paved. There's also
par ki ng spaces here for 130 buses. As is
described in the DEIS, the Science of the Soul
volunteers run a very rigorous program of getting
people into and off the site and working with
area | odgers to nmake sure everybody is |aunched
appropriately. They cone to the site in buses
and in carpools, to the extent possible, to
mnimze the inpact to the comunity.

In general the conference center wll
be used for one national conference of three days
where approximately 12,000 people woul d attend.
There woul d al so be a second regional two-day
conference once a year where between 1,200 and
2,000 people would attend. On a weekly basis, on
Sat urdays and Sundays there woul d be between 200
and 400 people there for regular neetings or

wor shi p services, nuch |like any house of worship
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you'd see in this area. On a daily basis, a
typi cal weekday basis you m ght see 10 to 15
volunteers at the site doing various chores or
t asks.

These are images of the Science of the
Soul location in Pedaluma. This is the large
central pavilion which is snmaller than -- is that
right, Ton? It's snmaller than what is proposed
here. They also have this structure here, it's a
tenporary structure. The poles are pernmanent but
then they have fabric that's stretched across to
encl ose that space. You can see the open | awn
wi th wal ki ng paths where people will be sitting.
You can al so see there's a natural incline on
that. It's kind of |ike an anpitheater. The
sanme thing woul d be proposed here.

You can see the outter buildings which
are used for services or kitchens, and the barns
whi ch woul d be simlar to what we propose here.

O her pictures fromthe Pedal uma area.
This is the orchard parking. You can see cars
par ked under trees. There are other active
orchards where they have olives. W're not

proposi ng olives here in Goshen because of
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growi ng conditions but there m ght be other crops
that the volunteers could harvest for their use.

Accessory buil dings on the property,
very simlar nature. One to two stories, maybe a
sl oped netal seamroof, and obviously the
mai nt enance barn woul d have all the equi pnent
that the volunteers would need for the
mai nt enance t hroughout the property.

"Il turn it over to Tom R chman who
can cover sonme of the nore details on the program
for Science of the Soul

MR, RI CHVAN. Thank you, G aham

| want to thank everybody for your warm
wel cone. | think G ahamtouched on this. 1'Il
just repeat it briefly so that -- the question is
what actually happens here at the center. There
wi || be one annual conference for three days.

It's a Friday, Saturday, Sunday or Saturday,
Sunday Monday. Typically it's in the sumerti ne.
Peopl e cone for, you know, a couple hour |ecture
basically. So an hour or two of arrival, a
coupl e of hour lecture and then they | eave. The
econom ¢ benefit of that is not small. People

come fromall over. They stay in hotels. That
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happens once a year. Then one other tine in the
year, maybe in the spring or the fall, there
woul d be a regional gathering where people cone
fromjust around the northeast, maybe 1, 200
peopl e, maybe 2,000 people. That's on the
Saturday, Sunday. Typically it starts m dday
Saturday, ends Saturday afternoon and then it
pi cks up agai n Sunday norning and fini shes m dday
or early afternoon on Sunday. Like any other
house of worship, there m ght be a Sunday norning
regul ar neeting for a couple hundred peopl e.
During the weeks vol unteers would cone and work
on the weekends. There m ght be a coupl e hundred
peopl e worki ng on the weekend, 100 people, they
cone fromthe city and get sone fresh air, work
in the garden, maintain the buildings in the
spirit of fellowship and openness. Then during
the week it's very quiet. There's nothing
happeni ng there basically.

The last thing I'll just say is that
the Strong Farmis a beautiful historic farm
whi ch we've al so purchased as part of this
project. It will be maintained in agriculture.

We hope to enhance the agricul tural production.
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Many of our nenbers have an agricultura
backgr ound.

We have other centers. For exanple, in
our center in Toronto we have vol unteers that
grow t housands of pounds of food every year
Sone of it is used to feed our own vol unteers but
much of it is donated to |ocal food kitchens and
ot her service organi zati ons.

So that's the program for Science of
the Could. That's what will be happening on this
property if we get our approval.

Now | "Il introduce Mark Rudol ph, the
CFO of Any's to talk a little bit nore about
Any's.

MR RUDCLPH | just wanted to
hi ghli ght sonme of the econom c benefits of this
project. To start out with, we've been at this
for a nunber of years. It's taken awhile. Wen
we started we were about 550 billion dollars in
sales. Sixty percent of that volune is shipped
to and consuned here on the east coast. It's al
made on the west coast. That's kind of the
i npetus for us comng in this direction.

The project itself, as you can see, is
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going to generate a | ot of economc activities,
whet her they're construction jobs, operationa
jobs in the facility itself, construction wages,
just general spending. This plant is going to
need ot her services, whether they' re supplies or
you know, contracts for HVAC, whatever. Just
supplies and services. Between that activity and
taxes, it's a significant inpact to the region.

Additionally we tal ked about the
potential of mllions of dollars a year in
organic agriculture. That's our | argest
consumable item W had sone work to do to
det erm ne whet her we coul d grow organic
agriculture here in the kind of volunes we need
and the kind of quality that we need. Over the
| ast couple of years we've had an opportunity to
do that. W' ve been working with Cornel
Uni versity and we have actually planted crops in
the region. W've qualified those crops. W've
actual ly taken sone of that product, shipped it
to California and used it in our production. So
we' ve nmade sone significant advances on the
ability for us to grow organic crops in the

region. We're currently working with Cornell on
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working on the dairy part of our business. W
consune a lot of dairy. There's dairy to be had
here. Again, we have high standards. W have
cheese. W're a vegetarian conpany and we have
requirenents with cheese production that don't
i ncl ude any kind of animal product, |like rennin
whi ch they use in cheese manufacturing.

In addition to this we are going to be
generating a |l ot of taxes, whether it's property
taxes or incone taxes. But once we get through
this Pilot programwe're going to be | ooking at
about two and a quarter mllion dollars of
property taxes a year, one-and-a-half mllion of
that would go to the schools which is currently
getting $60,000. Just over $100,000 would go to
the fire departnent that's currently getting
about $4,000. So between that and the corporate
i nconme taxes that we generate, it's going to be
roughly $5, 000,000 here of economic benefit.

MR WOLI NSKY: M. Chairman, Menbers of
the Board, that concludes the applicant's
presentation. We'll turn it back over to you.

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Thank you very rnuch.

Before we get started with our
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consultants, I'msure they have a few comments to
offer to this public hearing, 1'd like to
i ntroduce our county executive. | saw himup in
there. Steve Neuhaus. | know he has a few
comments he'd like to make regarding this
proj ect.

MR. NEUHAUS: | apol ogi ze for com ng
in. W have the town supervisors and nayors
nmeetings tonight at the sane tine.

This project canme in about a nonth or
two after | took office. In ny opinion, | think
it's a good project for Orange County.

Manuf acturing jobs are sonething we don't see any
nore, and these folks -- | nmet wth Andy Lerner
and his whole famly fromAny's Kitchen. They're
the real deal. It's a famly run, for the nost
part, conpany. Many of the people in this rooml
see | know are going to speak as well, went out
to California, | didn't, to see the operation, to
tal k about how they treat their enpl oyees. |
think that it's a positive for Orange County.

| conme from southern Orange County.
Many of you guys know ne. |'mfrom Chester. |

went to Monroe-Wodbury. Look what's going on in
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sout hern Orange County. To have a bi g conpany
come in here that wants to develop and bring in
hundreds of jobs, manufacturing jobs, marrying
with local agriculture. 1've seen the growers,

t he people that are growi ng foods, not the ones
that were grown fromyesterday but the ones that
are growi ng healthier and w thout pesticides for
t onor r ow.

So I honestly think this is a good
conpany. |'ve sat across fromthis guy, Andy
Lerner, man to man. They're going to start
payi ng right away. You saw what the consultants
said. Wat that property is generating today
conpared to what it's going to do once they start
bui | ding. Nobody | oves Pil ot agreenents but

conpani es like Amy's doesn't need to be in New

York. | hate to say it. |'ma New Yorker. [|I'm
born and bread. | was born in Arden H Il
Hospital up here. 1've seen every one of ny

cl assmat es, people grow up here | eave because the
jobs aren't here. So | honestly think this is
sonething that's good for the comunity. | know
it's a big project but | think it definitely is

sonmething that is a positive, and | think it's
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going to bring nothing but plus.

"1l add one other thing. The mayor of
M ddl etown and the mayor of Goshen and nyself are
tal ki ng about devel oping the Heritage Trail
That is going to happen. W think that this is
al so going to be used as a corridor for people to
go to work. Hundreds of jobs for people. These

are different types of things than we're used to.

Peopl e acting healthy, living healthy. | think
it's a positive. | think it would be a shane to
let this go. | think it's a positive.

| appreciate everybody's tinme and
patience. Thank you.

CHAI RMAN BURGUS: Thank you to our
county executive, Steve. Thank you.

What 1'mgoing to do next, like | said,
we'll turn this over to our consultants. They're
going to have a few comments to nake based on
their reviews of the project. Maybe you n ght
hear one of your concerns raised by them
Perhaps it m ght answer sone questions you m ght
have. So we'll go down the Iine. Once we're
done with our consultants, then I'Il open it up

to the general public for your conments and we' |
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go fromthere.
First we'll introduce Ral ph Huddel ston
He's our environnental specialist. Perhaps he
has a couple words for us.

MR, HUDDLESTON: Thank you, M.

Chairman. It sounds kind of strange to say.
Yeah, | have a -- | have severa
comments, a lot of -- it's not working. | have a

nunber of comments but a lot of themare
editorial so I'"mjust going to | eave those,
referencing a drawing or a statenent or sonething
like that. I1'mnot really going to get into
that. 1'd like to get into the technical aspects
for the Board.

Basically one of the first things that
popped up, the DEIS states that there are three
potential areas of wetland inpact associated with
the utility lines along the Heritage Trail. They
were basically planning | believe in the docunent
to delineate those when they got the final design
of that portion. | believe the Board, to be
consistent in howit's been handled in the past,
woul d probably want to see those delineations

done so you know what overall inpacts you have to
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all wetlands associated with the project, whether
they're in the Town of Goshen or not.

The second one is the DEIS states that
the Val I kill River drainage basin has not been
conpleted -- or the design of the bridge drai nage
has not been conpleted. They tal k about severa
al ternative nethods, how they were going to
handl e the runoff associated with that. |
believe the Board m ght want to consider seeing,
if not a conplete, an al nost conpl ete design of
that bridge and see the nethodol ogy so you know
actually how that runoff is being handl ed as
wel | .

The DEI S states that no Federally
regul ated wetl and were inpacted by the access
road. | believe if you'll check your draw ngs it
shows sone inpacts on one of the draw ngs. You
m ght want to straighten that out.

And then one | was thinking of --
mean | know they talked to the New York State DEC
about wetlands, and | think they talked to them
primarily in relationship to the maps, but there
are a nunber of small isolated system-- pond-

i ke systens being elimnated by this project.
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woul d just, just for record sake and just to
cover everyone's interest --

CHAl RVAN BURGUS: Good wor d.

MR HUDDLESTON:. -- cover everyone's
interest, | would think the Board m ght want them
to take a | ook at these isolated ponds and neke
sure we don't have considerations for anphi beans
or sonething along that line during the breeding
season.

Then noving to vegetation and wildlife.
Sonet hing for the Board to consider, the DEIS
states in the docunent that in fact this data --
for a couple of these things this data was pretty
much gathered froma wildlife point of viewin
one or two days, in May and in June, and then
wi th suppl enrental, you know, observations when
t hey happened to be on the site for a couple nore
days. That's really not how the Board has handl ed
that kind of reviewin the past for vegetation
and wildlife. 1t's been a little nore extensive
than that. M suggestion was that the Board
m ght want to have them | believe | nentioned
this to Gaham at one point, mght want to have

them continue to do these inventories as this
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process goes on, and that way you can conplete
the spring, get into the sunmer. | know they
don't want to hear it but maybe even a pi ece of
the fall where you could get into there and get a
little nore solid baseline for that.

DEI'S stated prior to site disturbance
ecol ogists wll capture and relocate reptile and
anfibeans. 1'd like to see the nethods and
antici pated val ue associ ated with those ki nds of
studies. 1've been doing this for like forty
years. M experience is those kinds of studies
are very seasonally and very selective in the
timeframe where they're effective. So we woul d
need to say what they are proposing and when they
plan on doing it, et cetera. Going out and
trying to find all the salananders in the woods
after they noved out of the breeding areas and
stuff is very difficult. That m ght not even be
worth doing if it's not going to be able to be
done at the right tine.

Let's see. | think the DEI'S should
el i m nate and di scuss sone species. One of the
things it didn't talk about is there's going to

be a lot of relocation or a lot of elimnation of
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habi tat associated with this in hardwod forest
as far as acreage. For adjacent farmers and
property owners, we may want some address, or at
| east statenents of what they anticipate species
such as deer, raccoon and ot her nui sance species
that have a tendency not to just die off. | nean
a frog or a salamander is not going to go far and
you're going to wipe it out. A deer and raccoon
are going to up and run and they're going to go
sonmewhere. There is a lot of themin that area.
| would say that needs to be addressed.

Cultural resources, they're doing a
very good job. They're doing exactly like
t hought they should do it. One of the things I
woul d ask, though, is that they do notify the
Town Board when those prograns have been
conpleted to confirmthat they have been
conpleted and to also give notice as to where,
and again | don't know how SHPPO is going to
handl e it, but where and when that information
woul d be available to the public and to the Board
once those studies are conpl et ed.

Let's see. Environnental

contam nation, | had no additi onal coments at
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this tinme.

Air quality, no additional comments at
this tine.

Under construction, just because sone
of the trouble we've had in the Town recently
that 1've been hearing about, | would ask that we
define -- the Board define construction
activities and let themknowif we're talking
about equi pnrent warmup, because | don't know if
you' ve ever worked on a cold bulldozer but it
takes quite awhile to get going and get warned
up. We have tine sets in here. Lots of tines
peopl e woul d say we're not constructing, let's
start up early. Start up two hours earlier which
coul d be rough on the nei ghbors.

Agai n, we had tal ked at one point in
ti me about sone mai ntenance and repair to Hartl ey
Road. | know they've elimnated nost of that use
of Hartley Road, but again they' re now saying
they're not going to go anything. | just wanted
to bring that to the Board' s attention and nake
sure that was acceptabl e.

And then under unavoi dabl e adverse

environnental inpacts, the DEIS fails to address
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the loss of existing or future wildlife
associated with construction activities and
habitat loss. | think it's just an oversi ght
because | know you guys know it's going to occur
but it was not listed in the adverse index.

| f you have any questions, |I'll be
happy to answer them Qher than the editorials
that you can pull out of nmy notes, that's what |
have.

CHAI RMAN BURGUS: Thank you.

Next we'll hear from John Canning. Do
you have any comments regardi ng transportation?

MR. CANNI NG Good evening, M.

Chai rman, Menbers of the Board.

As you know, Route 17Mis about busy
corridor connecting M ddletown, |-84 Goshen and
Route 17. The project will generate a
substantial volunme of traffic.

The traffic inpact study that was
performed for DEI'S was very thorough,
conpr ehensi ve and detailed. In ny report to you
|"ve tried to distill down the nbst inportant
el enents of it. As you' re aware, the purpose of

the SEQRA process is to mtigate inpacts to the
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great est extent practicable.
The applicant has proposed a

substanti al nunber of mtigation neasures,
i ncluding the redesign of the driveway serving
the psychiatric center, the training center, the
installation of a traffic signal, the
construction of turn |anes into and out of the
site. In addition, they have proposed a possible
repl acenent of a stop sign on the westbound off
ranp from 17 to 17M westbound with a yield sign,
traffic signal timng nodifications at Route 6,
17M County Route 12 and County Route 50. At
Route 6, 17M Hartley Road and Gate School house
Road t hey have suggested installing a traffic
si gnal backface so the signals are nore visible
at sunrise and sunset when the sun is in the east
and west. At Golf Links Road and McVey Road they
propose to convert the intersection to an all-way
stop condition. At Maple Avenue and 17Mt hey
proposed traffic signal timng nodifications. At
the Fletcher Street ranps to, | guess Route 17 --
or -84, 1-86, 17 they proposed that the
i ntersections be nonitored for traffic signal

install ation.
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In addition to this, nmy recomrendati ons
to you for consideration are that the applicant
carefully exam ne and expl ai n what the nost
practicable and optimal tinme for shift tine
changes are because there's a lot of stuff that
goes on 17M particularly in the afternoon. It
was notabl e that the peak school hour is about
3: 00 and the peak conputer our is about 4:30.

The applicant should see what tine they can best
get their work schedule to coincide with traffic
patterns.

Simlarly, with the Science of the Soul
annual national conference, they have a traffic
managenent plan which I think is a good start. |
have suggested that in the DEIS they discuss the
practicability of what their schedul es woul d be.
They tal ked about having norning events and
afternoon events and Saturday events. So if they
can detail what's nost practical for them Sone
of the events have nore inpacts than others.

And finally, 1've suggested that they
| ook to see if they can have a back-up plan
They have proposed they will bring forty percent

of their attendees to the annual event via buses.
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In their California facility they' ve -- at
Pet al una t hey' ve been successful in doing that at
twenty percent. They may be successful at forty
percent. 1In the event they're not, they should
be | ooking to see if they can secure parking
facilities at nearby |ocations where people can
drive there and get bussed the |ast few mles.

These are all neasures to finetune and
make sure the inpacts of this project would be
mtigated to the greatest extent practicable.

Thank you.

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Thank you. Next
we' Il hear from Sean, our town engi neer.

MR. HOFFMAN:  We've reviewed the DEIS
and site plan as relating to engineering matters
separate fromthe environnental consultant's and
traffic consultant's comments. W stuck to the
areas of our expertise, including stormater,
wat er supply, wastewater, grading and earth work
| have filed with the building departnent a
detailed list of our comments. |It's
approxi mately ten pages long. | distributed it
to the Board electronically as well as the

applicant. They acknow edged receipt of it prior
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to the neeting.

| just want to touch on a couple
poi nts. One, building off what John Canni ng said
about the parking and forty percent versus twenty
percent, when we reviewed it we | ooked at
potential utilizing of the Strong Farm for
vol unt eer parking. Wen we ran the nunbers we
see there could be a deficit of up to 1,160
parking stalls. |If they are intending to be on
Strong Farm we'd like to see sone sort of plan
devel oped as to how that woul d be acconmpdat ed on
Strong Farm that nunber of cars, and how those
vol unteers woul d be brought into the site. Wuld
t hey be brought down Hartley and into the site
t hrougha private entrance? Wuld they utilize
the Hartl ey Road energency entrance through Any's
site? W just need sone sort of clarification on
how that's actually going to work, the nmechanics
of that.

Itenms on phasing. W understand that
the applicant is proposing two phases for the
manuf acturing plant. Wen we ook at the site
pl an we see phase 1 actually being phase 1 Any's

plant as well the Science of the Soul. M



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

41
under st andi ng of the project tineline is that
Any's will be be constructed in approximately
ei ght een nonths but Science of the Soul may take
sone additional tinme due to the earth work. We
woul d i ke the applicant to consider possibly a
phasing plan so that if Amy's is conpleted before
Sci ence of the Soul, they could receive their
certificate of occupancy and begi n operating
prior to and during Science of the Soul
construction.

On the water supply and storage side,
the applicant has indicated in the DEIS they may
have upwards of three water storage tanks, each
bei ng 200, 000 gal | ons api ece. Two woul d be
| ocated on the northerly side of the Amy's pl ant
and one may be | ocated on the Science of the Sou
facility. The two on the Any's plant have been
shown on the site plan. The one on the Science
of the Soul has not. We would like that to be
shown and identified so that we can see the
i mpact of the tank as well as visibility.

The last itemthat | have that | just
want to nention this evening was the stormater

managenent. Stormmater is regulated by both Town
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and DEC requirenents. DEC permts a waiver of of
their requirenents if the discharge is to a fifth
water stream The Town doesn't necessarily have
t hat wai ver but you could proceed with anot her
wai ver. Qur recommendation is that you consider
the downstream i npacts before just a waiver out
of hand, if you wll. So we reconmended that the
applicant performa hydraulic anal ysis of
fl oodi ng of the WallKkill

That's all we have this evening.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you very nuch.

MR, HUDDLESTON: |'msorry, M.
Chairman. | forgot one. Under agricultural, |
noted that the DEIS stated that the Strong Farm
was designated to remain as an active farn and.
If that is the case and these two projects are
approved, the Board m ght want to consi der asking
for an easenent or a dedication of the Strong
Farmto remain as agricultural farmland in the
future as the Board has done with other
properties in the past that were included.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you. Counsel ?

MR. GOLDEN. | have nothing at this



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

43

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Nothing at this tine.

In that case what we'll do -- Board
Menbers, do we have any additional conments that
haven't been nmade t hrough the whol e process and
what you' ve seen on the presentation or from our
consul tants?

MR. LUPINSKI: Yes. M. Chair, | have
a coupl e of concerns about the agricultural
section here. | think it could use a little bit
nore detail exactly what kind of tests you're
runni ng, what kind of vegetables were involved in
t hat and how nuch you plan to source fromlike
Orange County and/or the Hudson Valley or the
wi der ar ea.

l"'ma small vegetable farmnyself here.
| growin the black dirt. A nunber of other
growers out there have expressed a concern about
the | abor problem | nean |abor is a very, very
short -- is in very short supply now. W pay
nore than m ni rum wage because we have to.
There's just no way anybody is going to work for
| ess than $10 an hour. People that come here,
t hey get housing, you know, people that cone on

H2A, the Federal prograns, which, don't quote ne



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

44
on this, was known as the forner Brusaro program
back in the "50s, if anybody renenbers that. You
have to pay those people to cone in, you have to
pay for themto go hone, you have to have housing
for them |If you hire anybody |local that's --
that does a simlar job, you have to pay themthe
effective wage rate which is alnost $11 an hour
now. The people that work in agriculture are
very skilled. They can do anything from manual
| abor to operating equi pnent. Gowers out there
are really concerned that a | ot of these people
are going to go and do sonething else. The
nunbers that you use, there are a | ot of people.
A lot of those people don't either want to work
that hard or can't work that hard. So those
nunbers really don't reflect the potential |abor
pool in agriculture. Could you please deal with
t hat issue?

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Thank you.

Any ot her comrents?

(No response.)

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: If not, what |I'Il do
nowis I'Il open it up to the public. What I'd

like you to do is just recogni ze yoursel f by
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rai sing your hand, we'll pass around the mc. If
you could just stand up when you're speaki ng,

i ntroduce yourself, nmention your nane, your
address, and then point out whatever your concern
may be or comment, whatever you wi sh to nmake.
We'll start with that.

We have our first speaker here, Bill.

MR, FIORONTE: |'mnot shy with the
m cr ophone as you know. Thanks for the
opportunity. If you don't mnd, I'lIl face the
cromd here. M nane is bill Fioraonte and |I'm
the director of business attraction for the
Orange County Partnership. For those that don't
know, we're the econom c devel opnent office for
t he county.

|"ve had the privilege to work on this
project since | started the partnership about two
and-a-half years ago. |It's been an amazi ng but
wild ride. This is an outstandi ng ecobnomc
devel opnent project. It's got all the bells and
whi stles that we ook for. They' re tal king over
700 jobs, likely over a hundred mllion dollars
in investnment. The eye popping tax revenue

nunbers that Mark outlined before, it's great.
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But tonight I'd rather focus on what an
out standi ng conmpany this is. They've nmade an
incredible inpression on ne in that regard. The
County Executive nentioned before that the Loca
contingent got to go out to California and see
their operation and really get to know the owners
and the rest of the teamout there. As you can
imagine, it was a really inpressive operation,
but | nmade a few other observations that | took
home with me that | bet nenbers of the planning
board that made the trip with us, | bet they feel
t he sanme way.

Nunber one, this is an -- by the way,
we went to Santa Rosa, California, they have a
manuf act uri ng operation there, and Medford
Oregon, the one this this site is going to be
nodel ed after.

My first observation was that this was
an outstanding enpl oyer. W got to take a ful
tour of the facility, see their operation. One,
you could see the pride in the work in both the
wor kers and in managenent all the way up and
down. It was really obvious through the entire

trip out there and interfacing with everyone that
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was there. You also could see the rapport that
t he ownership, especially Andy Berliner, had with
the staff, with all the enpl oyees there. It was
a nutual admration, respect. You could see that
and you could see it was genuine. You really did
feel that.

They nentioned the health clinic a few
times before. W got to see that as well. This
is an on-site health clinic that's there for the
enpl oyees and the enpl oyees' famlies. For $5
you can cone and you can see a doctor, you can be
checked out, and your famly can cone for that
sane anount.

I'"ll note that sonme also | picked up
when we toured the health facility, when we were
there there was a famly of one of the enpl oyees
that was there to be seen by one of the doctors.
Andy Berliner, the owner, he noticed that when he
was tal king about the facility, he was very
consci enti ous about that and worried about them
bei ng unconfortabl e or enbarrassed by our
presence, and kind of quickly ushered us out.

t hought that said an awful lot. The people there

are outstanding as well. They're quality people.
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Andy and Rachel Berliner are the owners. The
nane sake of the conpany is their daughter, Any.
They' re incredi bl e human bei ngs.

"Il also note we did get invited to
their honme which is an incredibly nodest hone
they've lived in for forty hours, |long before the
mega success of Any's Kitchen. | think that
nmeans a lot. The rest of the team has been
i ncredi bl e, Tom R chman, ©Mark Rudol ph, the rest
of the team They're high integirty people and
t hey' ve kept their word throughout the entire
process. Any of you that have been foll ow ng
this, you knowit's been up and down. [t hasn't
been the sinpliest Ato B kind of process. They
have been tried and true through it all. They
kept their word.

"1l give one exanple of that. They've
had a | ot nay sayers out there. | |ove talking
about that at this point. It was said we'd never
get to this point and here we are. W have even
conspiracy theororists, |like people who felt that
Anry's is trying to bring this Science of the Soul
here and they never intend on building the

factory, it's a big bait and siwch. W heard a
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ot of that and we heard it from enough peopl e
that we said it to them W said this is a mjor
concern. W asked themto pledge that they would
start building the manufacturing center before
they built the retreat center for Science of the
Soul . They understood that and honored it and
here they are again to this day.

Also they're quality partners. | want
to nmention that as well. W tal ked about trying
to have sone synergy with our argircultura
community. They're really tried to interface
wi th everyone they can.

After we went out for the visit and we
asked all of our questions, they quickly turned
it around on us, and the first thing they asked
us is how can we hel p Goshen? What can we do to
help this community? W're conmtted to it.

They even tal ked about, if you can inmagine this
subj ect, bringing a supernmarket here. They have
relations with Wegman's and ot hers. They want to
do whatever they can to help the community.

| could not have been nore inpressed by
Any's, the organi zation, the conpany. The

project itself speaks for itself. [It's a w nner
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in that regard. |'ve been very inpressed by
Any's and could not offer nore support and
certainly encourage you all to do the sane.

Thank you so nuch.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you, Bill. W
have a m ke over on the left side here. M. Mss.

MR MXSS: M interest is in this
Strong Farm Two of them nmenbers there nade
reference to it. One, we tal k about raising
crops, agriculture on the farm Then | hear, if
| heard correctly, they're going to use it as
parking for, | guess was it a thousand cars or
sonet hing they had their various events.

Ral ph, you brought up a good point. To
keep the Strong Farm perpetually a farm | nean
we' ve seen devel opers cone in, we're going to do
this, do that. Next thing you know you have a
housi ng proj ect.

| guess | could get ny answer relative
to John, you're a farmer, what kind of crops.
There's going to be a tinme when they're
harvested. Does this interfere at all with the
vari ous events they're going to have?

Did | hear correctly that that area is
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going to be used for parking?

MR. HOFFMAN:  Overfl ow parki ng, yes.

MR, MOSS: Thank you very mnuch.

CHAl RVAN BURGUS: What | woul d ask from
this point forward, if anyone has sonething to
say, if you could just step forward, cone to the
front of the room It would be easier than
trying to maneuver the m ke around the room
He'l | just maneuver the people.

MR ZUCKERVAN: Good evening. |'m
| rving Zuckerman from Chester, New York. Just a
qui ck background. M famly built and devel oped
t he Goshen the west gate CGoshen big park. There
was always a |ot of concern at that tine. It was
a former farmproperty that was zoned industri al
park and it certainly worked out very nicely for
the county and for the jobs that were brought
here. Regarding Any's Kitchen and science for
the /SOUL, firstly the philosophy this famly and
this conpany are one of the reasons we don't see
this every day and | certainly wouldn't say if it
| didn't believe it in nmy heart, their philosophy
is one where we should consider very strongly and

approval for this. Certainly they have
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additional work to do but so that's one coment.
| al so speak as a nenber of the county planning
board which | have been a nmenber for about 10
years now, served on the /A*G and farm protect
/*FR protection board as a representative of the
pl anni ng board. Part of the Conp. plan every 5
years that's supposed to be done |l eg slate /EUFL
for the county, it's farmland is one of the
sections of the Conp. plan that we are working on
and part of that is what's called raising farners
and that is generation /HREU teachi ng and
training their corner /TPHEL cooperative and
ot her organi zations thousand /*FR how t hese young
people, famly nmenbers who aren't quite educated
into it can learn about it. | was brought up.
|"ma fourth generation construction conpany and
proud of that I've done. | just like to say very
interesting Orange County and sone of the data is
fromthe /A*FG and farm protection board, 43
mlking fathers ~ fifty ~ 50 percent of O ange
County consunption and we have a did he /EPBT
anmount of dairy, of mlk product, one of the
ot her things you need, because Any's needs a

consi derabl e anobunt of cheese /-Z | understand,
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we al so have a conpany right herein Goshen that
is a producer and inport err of mlk and dairy
products. So we already have sonething in the
Orange County partnership has taken a big step in
hel ping to make that connection with this conmpany
and we've been consulting for themfor sone tine.
So there's anot her piece of business that a | ocal
conpany can benefit by. Again, there's always an
i npact but aim aimhas gone out of their way to
m nimze that inpact, not to save noney but to
make sure that they were good nei ghbors and
that's sonething very inportant. |'m saying that
as a nenber of the planning board because we | ook
at the long terminpact of anything that happens.
These people are looking to do that. So we do
have a process err little /RAEL within the
vill age of Goshen. You may not knowit. It's
called Geek nmountain dairy. It's owned by
| TPAPBT a foods. It cones out of
N agrees N grease. It's a very well known
nationally recognize had famly. Another benefit
here for Goshen, for the /TPAQUT err grow h of
Goshen is the water and sewer as stated by

M ddl etown is -- will provide service letter
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indicating that they will provide that. W heard
sonmething relative to the heritage farm-- excuse
me, the heritage trail and that as | understand
may be the way for the water and sewer line to go
into Mddletown. Again, there's a real benefit,
what we have in southern Orange County we have a
/SAC*UFR Iine in the heritage trail. It works
out /PWAQUT /TPHREU for everyone that there's a
sinple way it doesn't encroach on anyone /-S
land. So | just wanted to nmake sure that you
under stood * we have * we've nore | and than
U ster County, Dutchess, even northern Jersey
that are conpetitive farmlands and the field
crops that we have here, the /ABG culture or
should | say dairy, we have good opportunities
and we're | ooking to support local farnms and yes
there is a certainly a need and a desire
certainly for field crops which they're going to
do and corner /TPHEL cooperative has been worKki ng
for two years with themto devel op known G MO
and certified organic products. So it's an
ongoi ng project. These peopl e know what they
want to buy and everyone is working hard to do

it. So thank you.
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CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Thank you very rnuch.
Next. Town supervise /CEU
/| TK*UFG bloomfield. |'ve been associated with
this project, talking to the /PWER /HREUPB / ERS,
goi ng back | guess two or three years ago.
There's a unique thing about the /PWER /HREUPB
[ ERS. They own the conpany and that is
significant. | worked for a for tune 500 conpany
and at the, the due /POPBT chem cal conpany with
140 t housand enpl oyees aboard of directors and it
was one /*FR run by wall street. Could you not
do what you wanted to do because the stock prices
woul d deteriorate. W were in a neeting over at
the Orange County partnership and M. /PWER
/ HREUPB was tal ki ng, he was asked coul d you
explain a little bit about your conmpany. He said
we use 32 mllion pound of cheese, beans, this
and this. He talked for two or three m nutes and
his wife said honor I can | say something. Sure
/*F sure sweet | go ahead. He never got his m ke
back. That said it all to nme. Because best of
/*F that's the relationship that they have. She
then went on to say they had no board of

directors. They're not owned by anybody. She
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and her daughter and the husband do what they
think is good for the enployees. Further they
went on to say that we have -- we've been in
busi ness 22 years or whatever it is and many of
t hose, alnost all of those enpl oyees, they
started with are still there. Still there. And
| can tell you after comng -- working in private
enterprise for 30 years, that's not the case for
big business. It just doesn't happen. And M.

Ri ch /PHOPBD shared with nme and by the way he's
and /EUS coul d you see in, okay, and he pl anned
-- he's the gentl eman who was up here tal king
about /SKRACEUPBS of the /SOUL. He said when
ever a famly has a problem when ever a famly
has a problemyou will find and | there doing al
he can do for that famly. So you take that, you
take the fact that you' ve got nedical facilities
on the property, you' ve got a 401K. And then
Ms. /PWER /HREUPB err said one other thing, a

| ot of our enployees don't have children that go
to college but if they do we will assist them
financially in a big way, in a big way. So you
can see the love and attention that they're

giving to their enployees. So | as a the town
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supervi sor of this conmunity where a | ot of the
enpl oyees are going to cone from | don't think
| really don't think we can find a better or well
meani ng honest group of people to work wth.
Thank you very nuch.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you. Wo would
like to speak next? In the back.
Good evening. M /TPHACEUPL a / KREUGSZ person
/-GS, I"'mon a born and rai sed here. W've --
|"mactually like yourself I'mthird generation
| TPARPLG err. M wife and | started a vineyards
and/ or / KHARD about ei ght years ago, pretty nuch
most of nmy famly is in agriculture and | have a
new / TPHACEBG perspective where | had the
opportunity to be approached by Any's Kitchen in

my other life that actually pays the bills, a

recruiting and staffing firm | had an
opportunity, ny wife and I. To go out to
California as well, engage with them on sone

searches and just had a uni que / TKPWHREUPL /- PS
at how they do treat their people. Wat they say
is how they are. The in your /TURG of their

enpl oyees, the |aid back aspect and / PWHRAEF ne |

go through many manufacturing facility that many
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of you may be just don't even think about in your
background but if you went and toured them you'd
wonder what's there. This is a conpany that
their making food. | take food and we from food
to farmof the sciences. W can't turn our back
on these kinds of opportunities. | knowit's a
| ot of people but the inpact it's going to bring
inner city challenged conmmunities hope to then be
able to pay taxes in those inner cities, that
will bring our two major cities back again. |
believe that. | nmean everybody believed about the
| KAS even owe. Here's our second chance, or
t hi nk one of our better chances to get city of
Newbur gh, the city of Mddl etown back into the
process /PRUS cities that ny grandparents tal ked
about. So | would like to say thank you for
sticking wwth it and I hope everybody supports
it.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you very rmuch.
The lady in the back.
My / TPHACEUPL a /HREUPB see own |'mthe president
of the Orange County chanber, unlike sone of the
ot her peopl e who have spoken. | live here. [|I'm

your neighbor. [I'ma resident of the village of
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Goshen and | live in the town and | pay taxes in
the town. 1've known Any's since | was with the
Goshen chanber of conmerce and they have been
gracious to us and you know, we have -- we have
heard an about the nunmber of /TAFPLT /-S that
wi Il be generated by Any's. The econom c i npact
which is going to be huge for our area. W don't
have as we know anybody who lives in Goshen. W
have about 50 percent of our properties is tax
exenpt because we're the county seat. So we have
pressures on us that no other community in O ange
County has because so nuch of our land is taken
away by, no offense, the town building and the
village building and the county building so the
taxes and the burden is born really by only half
of the property owners. So as a taxpayer | say |
think that this is a great opportunity for us in
the town. | also will say that historically we
see the econom c inpact, we see all the nunbers
but 1've worked with Any's since they first cane,
| TKPW RB- but when ever there was an issue that
was raised they dealt with it and nmany tinmes when
we have busi nesses that cone into our /*F Orange

County, they cone in, they /PWEUPLT, they bring
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in people who don't live here, they don't work
here and they are gone before the taxes have to
be paid, » they are ™~ they're gone before
Wor kers' Conpensation has to be paid and they
have absolutely nothing to do with this comunity
and | can say that Any's has cone in /H RBGS t hey
have hired people fromthis area already, they
have not just brought in their own people, they
have sought to integrate thenselves in our
community and t hey have sought to be not just
good nei ghbors but to be a neighbor that. That.
W -- one of the concerns that communities al ways
have i s when sonebody conmes in is our quality of
life going to be respected and is our quality of
life going to be disrupted so nuch to the point
it's not going to | ook |ike Goshen any nore
[ P-FPLT I"mone of the transplants. | came up
here fromLong Island so | thank you all in 1987
and | thank you for welcone /-G nme and | know
that the respect that this community has for it's
history. W respect our history /-RPBGS we
reveal our history and | can say that you have
/-LS of also been respectful of that. For that I

t hank you very nuch. | say as the president of
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the Orange County chanber who sees a | ot of
/PWRB /PWRB |like bill does, we see a | ot of
peopl e cone in and we see a | ot of people who
want to be part of Orange County. They just want
to cone in, nmake a buck and |l eave. So | say that
this is a good thing for us. | think this is a
very good thing /TPOURS. It wll help us to
recap / TAOUR sonme of our tax base that is |ost
because we are a county seat Governnent. So |
woul d just, you know, ask that the board
seriously /KEURPBLG it's a wonderful project.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you very nuch.
Anybody el se wish to speak? . |'mnot seeing any
hands go up. /PWARB full? Anybody? W have
one. Ckay.
|"m bet /SEU bun /*FR did you know levy. [|I'm
curious about the farm ng aspect which I think is
wonderful. The strong property but al so | ocal
farmers who are currently not organic, there are
very feworganic farners in our area in O ange
County. \When you speak to sonmeone who has cl ean
farm ng practices they say the certification
process for organic is costly, tinme consum ng,

paper /PWJR / KWREUPBG | was wondering is Any's
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pl anni ng on hel pi ng these | ocal farners who want
to becone organic so they may be utilized by
Any's. | think that's a really inportant aspect
because | for one would rather eat sonething that
has not been treated with pesticides. | think
it's a great -- the non GMO thing. /SOEUPBLG
it's a wonderful thing if Anmy's will help |oca
farmers becone organic so that they could be a
part of this growh and that the strong farm|
would /EUPL /AB /-FR ago in if the crops are
going to be ® groan ™ grown they'll also be
organic. M only other thought which is totally
different, isn't there a garbage transfer station
on hardly road, is it still there and will it
have an inpact on Any's Kitchen. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you. Do you
want to comment? Mark do you want to say
anything? Mark mark mark we are working with the
row / TKEL institute on organic farmng. W put
t oget her a program where we're providing grant
nmoney to local farmers who want to nmake t hat
investnent in not only |earning howto convert
fromconventional farmng to organic farm ng but

al so need sone financial assistance to do that.
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CHAI RVAN BURGUJS: Thank you. Anybody
else? Bill bill can I speak again.

CHAl RVAN BURGUS: We certain have the
time. If you' d like to speak again, by all
means. Wed |love to here what you have to say.
Anybody el se that w shes to speak?

CHAI RVAN BURGAUS: kay. Rick.

MR, GOLDEN: | think give them one |ast
chance. If we'll be closing the public hearing
and /PHACOR forward with the project. Nowis the
time other than witten coments.

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Right. Okay. |I'II
gi ve you one nore opportunity to speak. If you
don't have coments for us, we'll presune
everybody is cone place /EPBT with what they' ve
heard, what they've seen, what they've heard,
what they heart fromour consultants, in which
case then | would make a notion to close the
public hearing and then we could proceed from
there with the process fromthat point forward
Do we have any ot her comments that people wish to
make now? You have the opportunity afterwards as
/| SPAEUTD / *F stated before, until June 10. You

have ten days to make public coment, witten
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comments to the building departnent. Those would
be incorporated as well and consi dered one by one
inthe revisions to the DEIS as they fornul ate
the if EIS. . Going, going. GCkay. Could I have
a notion then on the board to close the public
hearing /PEUR / PEUR so noved will you pl ease wll
you pl ease.

CHAI RVAN BURGAUS: / TKPWAO van |
Seconded by John. Al in favor all all

CHAI RVAN BURGUS: Against? ay. The
public hearing is closed. | would |like to thank
everybody for joining us and contributing being
involved in the process. Thank you very nuch.

8:fifty p.m.
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From: J Tawil
Date: August 8, 2016 at 8:30:32 PM EDT
To:
Cc: Joseph DeStefano

Subject: Firm Yield - City of Middletown - Amy's Kitchen
Reply-To: J Tawil [

Hi Phil,

City of Middletown Firm Yield is around 4.1 MGD, taking into account
all water sources, including Mill Pond and Indigot skimming
operation.

Regards
Jacob

Jacob S. Tawil, P.E.
Commissioner

Department of Public Works
City of Middletown

16 James Street

Middletown, New York 10940
Tel: 845-343-3169
Fax:845-343-4014

P Please consider the environment before printing this email.



Department of Public Works
Uity of Middletafon

Jacob S. Tawil, PE.

- 16 James Street
Commissioner of Public Works

Middletown, N.Y, 10940-1587
Tel: (845) 343-3169
Fax: (845) 343-4014

September 30, 2016

Lee Bergus, Chairman

Town of Goshen Planning Board
41 Webster Avenue

Goshen, New York 10924

Re: Amy’s Kitchen and Science of the Soul

Dear Chairman _Bergus:

The City has previously provided Water and Sewer “will serve™ letter to Amy’s Kitchen, where the City
will supply the referenced project “project” finished water in the amount of 375, 000 gpd based on
approximately 5.5 days per week.

Please accept this ietter as the City’s intention to increase the said supply of water to the “project” from
375,000 gpd to 382,000 gpd per same above conditions and to further supply the project with
approximately 418,000 Gallons of water for one day of the year, when the Science of the Soul national
conference is hosted at the “project” site.

The City Water System has adequate capacity and Firm Yield at this time to meet this water demand. The
City Wastewater Treatment Facility has adequate capacity at this time to meet this wastewater which
must be in compliance with City Sewer Ordinance.

Sincerely

b ey A g

Jacob S. Tawil, P.E.
Commissioner

Department of Public Works
City of Middletown

16 James Street

Middletown, New York 10940

Cc: Honorable Mayor' DeStefano
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'NYSEG

June 23, 2016

Robert Gates

Corporate Engineering Manager

Amy’s Kitchen, Inc.

P.O. Box 4359

Petaluma, CA 94955

Re: Natural Gas Availability at 111 Hartley Road, Goshen, NY 10924
Service Notification: 10300224043

NYSEG (the “Company”) received a request for natural gas service at the location
referenced above. Based upon an engineering analysis of the existing natural gas
distribution system, the Company has capacity to serve the above address at this time
subject to the following:

e Total connected peak load information provided by the customer of 32.2 MCFH.

e The Company’s ability to serve this load may be impacted by changes in gas load
between the date of this letter and the installation of your service.

This letter is intended to address natural gas capacity capability only, and does not
address costs you may be required to pay for natural gas service under the Company’s
tariff(s) and applicable laws and regulations. As your project progresses, the Company
urges you to remain in contact with us regarding project schedule, our ability to serve,
and any modifications to proposed load. In future correspondence, please include the
Service Notification number noted above.

NYSEG’s tariff (Public Service Commission 90) contain terms regarding extension and
installation of natural gas facilities. )

Please contact me at 585-484-3406 with any questions.

Sincerely,

Pty G

Guy Owen
Key Account Manager

26 Wierk Ave, Liberty, MY 12754

IBERDROLA
USA

Ar egual opportunity eimplioyer
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Orange & Rockland

Pike County Light & Power Co.

Rockiand Electric Company

March 23, 2016

Hudsen Valley Area LLC
Mr Mark Rudolph CPA
Po Box 4759

Petaluma, CA 94955

Re: 36-97 Hartley Road Goshen NY

Dear Mr. Rudolph:

New
Construction
Services

845 577 3324

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. and Subsidiaries
390 West Route 59 Spring Valley NY 10977-5320
500 Route 208 Monroe NY 10950-9986

71 Dolson Avenue Middletown NY 10940-6501
One Lethbridge Plaza Mahwah NJ 07430-2113
Www.oru.com

Please be advised that O&R will provide electric facilities to the above referenced project in accordance with filed

tariffs.

if you have any questions, or if | can be of further assistance, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Ana Dunn

Major Accounts Engineer
New Construction Services
845-577-3324
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Impact Assessment for the Indiana and Northern Long-Eared Bat

A. INTRODUCTION

Amy’s Kitchen, Inc. (“Amy’s Kitchen”) proposes to construct an approximately 369,000 square-
foot food manufacturing facility on a 60.1-acre property located on Hartley Road in the Town of
Goshen, New York. Science of the Soul (“SoS”) proposes to construct a Conference Center
(herein referred to as the “Conference Center”) comprising an approximately 200,000 square-
foot open-air pavilion with four (4) associated restroom buildings (approximately 5,000 square
feet each); one (1) two-story approximately 80,000 square-foot Multi-Purpose/Family Area
Building; one (1) two-story approximately 38,000 square-foot Central Building; one (1) one-
story approximately 8,000 square-foot Maintenance Barn; two (2) Caretaker Residences,
approximately 2,400 square feet each; one (1) approximately 4,500 square-foot Guest House;
and associated pervious and impervious parking areas to accommodate approximately 2,043 cars
and 130 buses on an approximately 195-acre property located on NYS Route 17M and Echo
Lake Road in the Town of Goshen, New York. A potential Warehouse Use on an approximately
11.6-acre subdivided parcel on Hartley Road is also contemplated. (See Figures 1, 2 and 3a
through 3c).

The two entities, Amy’s Kitchen and SoS, have agreed to collaborate on the preparation of State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) compliance documents and to share certain
access, water supply, and wastewater treatment infrastructure. The Amy’s Kitchen
manufacturing facility, the SoS Conference Center, Strong Farm, Lipoff property (East),
together with private water and wastewater conveyance utilities connected to the City of
Middletown, as well as the Warechouse Use comprise the “Proposed Project.” The Proposed
Project has been revised since the April 8, 2016 Impact Assessment For The Indiana And
Northern Long-Eared Bat report (the “Report™), in response to comments on that report from the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC), as well as comments from other Involved and Interested Agencies on
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS). The following project modifications have
been made to further avoid, minimize, or mitigate potential impacts:

e Slight realignment of the proposed site access road from NYS Route 17M;

o Relocation of the proposed Guest House and a reduction in the length of the driveway to
reach the Guest House on the SoS property; and

e Identification of certain properties to be included in a Conservation Easement as part of
offsets proposed to offset indirect impacts to habitat of the Indiana bat and northern long-
eared bat.

e Addition of 27.8 acres of New Conservation Properties (see Figure 1)

This document evaluates potential impacts of the Proposed Project, as revised, to the Indiana bat
(Myotis sodalis; federally and New York State listed Endangered) and northern long-eared bat
(M. septentrionalis; federally and New York State listed Threatened) and identifies measures to
minimize such impacts.

The USFWS Information for Planning and Conservation System identifies the Indiana bat and
northern long-eared bat as occurring in the vicinity of the Project Site. The closest known
Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat hibernaculum is approximately 9.25 miles from the
Project Site, and an Indiana bat summer roost tree has been documented within 2.5 miles of the
Project Site. No northern long-eared bat roost trees have been documented near the Project Site
(NYNHP 2015, NYSDEC 2015). An acoustic bat survey that was conducted within the Project

1 August 18, 2016
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Site during August 2015 indicated that Indiana and northern long-eared bats were present
(Appendix A). Acoustic surveys inform the presence of foraging bats by detecting feeding
buzzes and echolocation calls, but cannot be used to determine whether bats also roost within the
survey location. Therefore, it could not be determined from the acoustic survey whether the
Project Site is only used by Indiana and northern long-eared bats as foraging habitat, or if one or
both species also roost within the site. For the purposes of this evaluation, both species of bats
are considered to forage within the site, while having the potential to roost within the site based
on the presence of suitable roosting habitat. Given the proximity of the site to a hibernaculum
approximately 9.25 miles away, it is also possible that the site is used as fall swarming habitat by
both species in preparation for their winter hibernation.

B. NATURAL HISTORY AND LOCAL DISTRIBUTION OF THE
INDIANA AND NORTHERN LONG-EARED BAT

INDIANA BAT

The Indiana bat is a temperate, insectivorous bat that is federally and New York State-listed as
Endangered. Indiana bats emerge from the caves or mines in which they hibernate in early
spring; males then disperse and remain solitary until mating season at the end of the summer,
and pregnant females form maternity colonies in which to rear their young. Maternity roosts,
roosting sites of post-lactating females, and roosting sites of solitary males are usually under
loose bark or in the crevices of trees. Indiana bat roosting sites have been documented in
numerous species of deciduous trees; tree availability, diameter, height, bark characteristics, and
sun exposure appear to be more important factors in roost site selection than tree species (Kurta
2004, USFWS 2007). Roost trees in New York (Britzke et al. 2006) and elsewhere (USFWS
2007) are typically in trees with a diameter at breast height (DBH) greater than 16 inches and a
height taller than 52 feet, but roosts in smaller trees are not uncommon (USFWS 2007). Trees
are usually dead or nearly dead and decayed (Menzel et al. 2001, Kitchell 2008).

Indiana bats often roost near forest gaps or edges where trees receive direct sunlight for much of
the day (Callahan et al. 1997, Menzel et al. 2001). Habitats used by Indiana bats during summer
are varied and include riparian, bottomland/floodplain, and upland forests (Humphrey et al.
1977, Britzke et al. 2006, Watrous et al. 2006) often within highly fragmented agricultural
landscapes (Murray and Kurta 2004, Watrous et al. 2006, USFWS 2007). They will forage in the
forest canopy, over open fields, over impounded waterbodies, along riparian corridors, and along
forest edges (USFWS 2007). Maternity colonies are commonly located in areas with abundant
natural or artificial freshwater sources (Carter et al. 2002, Kurta et al. 2002, Watrous et al. 2006,
and USFWS 2007). Spring and autumn habitats of Indiana bats have not been well described,
but appear to be largely similar to their summer habitat (Britzke et al. 2006, USFWS 2007).

During autumn, Indiana bats mate and deposit fat stores in preparation for winter hibernation.
Hibernacula are typically in caves or abandoned mines where ambient temperatures remain
above freezing (USFWS 2007). There are only 10 Indiana bat hibernacula known in New York
State, none of which are located within Orange County (NYNHP 2013). Four of these
hibernacula, however, are located in neighboring Ulster County (NYNHP 2013), and Indiana
bats may migrate upwards of 100 miles from their hibernaculum to their summer territory
(Winhold and Kurta 2006, USFWS 2011). The closest hibernaculum to the Project Site is
approximately 9.25 miles away (NYSDEC 2015).

The Indiana bat has recently undergone steep population declines due to the outbreak of White-
nose Syndrome (WNS)—an emerging infectious disease caused by the fungus Geomyces
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destructans, which was first discovered in New York’s Howe’s Cave in 2006 and has since
spread to over 200 bat hibernacula in more than 25 states and Canadian provinces (Reeder and
Moore 2013, PAGC 2015). Bats infected with WNS suffer structural damage to their wing
membranes and exhibit aberrant hibernation behavior and physiology, the consequences of
which are usually fatal (Reeder and Moore 2013). Range-wide, Indiana bat populations have
been declining by approximately 10% per year since the outbreak of WNS in 2006 (Thogmartin
et al. 2012). In New York State, pre- and post-WNS count data on hibernating Indiana bats
showed an average statewide population decline of 72% between 2006 and 2011 (Turner et al.
2011). Population models indicate that extirpation of the Indiana bat is likely to be caused by
WNS throughout much of the species’ range (Thogmartin et al. 2013).

The Indiana bat is listed by the USFWS Information for Planning and Conservation (IPaC)
System as occurring in Orange County, and the New York Natural Heritage Program (NYNHP)
has a record of an Indiana bat maternity colony approximately 2.5 miles from the Project Site
(NYNHP 2015). An acoustic bat survey that was conducted in August 2015 indicated the
presence of Indiana bats foraging within the Project Site (Appendix A). It is unknown whether
the Project Site is only used by Indiana bats as foraging habitat, or if Indiana bats also roost
within the site.

NORTHERN LONG-EARED BAT

The northern long-eared bat is also a temperate, insectivorous bat that hibernates in caves and
mines during winter, and then emerges in early spring to disperse to summer habitat. Like
Indiana bats, the males remain solitary until mating season at the end of the summer and the
pregnant females form maternity colonies in which they rear their pups. Summer habitat
typically includes mature, closed-canopy, upland and riparian forest within heavily forested
landscapes (Ford et al. 2005, Henderson et al. 2008), usually within about 60 miles of the
hibernaculum (Caceras and Barclay 2000, USFWS 2014).

The northern long-eared bat is considered to be an interior forest-dependent species that is
sensitive to fragmentation and requires large tracts of unbroken forest for both foraging and
breeding (Foster and Kurta 1999, Broders et al. 2006, Henderson et al. 2008, Segers and Broders
2014). Unlike many other bats of the Northeast, northern long-eared bats will commonly glean
prey from leaves and other surfaces rather than strictly hawking flying insects in the air, and are
thereby well-adapted to foraging in cluttered, structurally complex, forest interior habitat (Owen
et al. 2003, Lacki et al. 2007). Most foraging occurs above the understory and below the canopy
(Brack and Whitaker 2001, Harvey et al. 2011, USFWS 2014) in interior areas with a tall and
closed canopy (Owen et al. 2003, Patriquin and Barclay 2003, Adams 2013). Northern long-
eared bats do not concentrate along riparian corridors or other linear landscape features as much
as strictly aerial-foraging species do (Owen et al. 2003, Ford et al. 2005, Harvey et al. 2011,
USFWS 2014), and most radio-telemetry and acoustic studies have found that they typically
avoid roads and other sharp forest edges (Owen et al. 2003, Patriquin and Barclay 2003, Carter
and Feldhammer 2005, Morris et al. 2010, Segers and Broders 2014), where prey availability is
expected to be lower than in the forest interior (Owen et al. 2003). Mature forest is considered to
be the most important foraging habitat for the northern long-eared bat (USFWS 2013, 2014).

Roost trees are also usually in intact forest, close to the core and away from large clearings,
roads, or other sharp edges (Menzel et al. 2002, Owen et al. 2003, Carter and Feldhammer
2005). Roosts are usually in cavities or, less often, under exfoliating bark of large-diameter trees
that form a high and dense canopy (Foster and Kurta 1999, Menzel et al. 2002, Carter and
Feldhammer 2005; reviewed by Barclay and Kurta 2007), but the USFWS (2014) considers trees
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as small as 3 inches DBH to be potential roost sites. Northern long-eared bats, including
lactating females, will use many different summer roost trees, often switching roosts every 1 to 5
days and moving hundreds of feet between successive locations (Menzel et al. 2002, Owen et al.
2002, Johnson et al. 2009).

The northern long-eared bat has experienced the steepest population decline of the six species of
bats in the Northeast that are affected by WNS, with numbers at monitored hibernacula in
several states dropping by an average of 98% between 2006 and 2011 (Turner et al. 2011,
Langwig et al. 2012, Reeder and Moore 2013). Population models for the closely-related Indiana
bat and little brown bat (M. lucifugus), which have experienced lower relative population
declines of 72% and 91%, respectively, project imminent broad-scale extirpation of these species
throughout much of their range (Frick et al. 2010, Thogmartin et al. 2013), indicating that the
northern long-eared bat is also at extremely high risk of extinction. In New York State, pre- and
post-WNS count data from 18 northern long-eared bat hibernacula showed local population
extinction at all but 4 of the sites as of 2011 and suggested an average statewide population
decline of 97% (Turner et al. 2011). Surveys at these 18 hibernacula in New York State during
the winter of 2012-2013 found only 14 northern long-eared bats where there had previously been
over 1,100 before WNS (Niver 2015). Although geographically widespread, the northern long-
eared bat was uncommon in New York State and many other parts of eastern North America
even prior to the outbreak of WNS, relative to most other bats (Turner et al. 2011, Langwig et al.
2012, Moosman et al. 2013). Henderson et al. (2008) theorized that this was possibly due in part
to their sensitivity to deforestation and fragmentation (Henderson et al. 2008).

The USFWS IPaC System lists the northern long-eared bat as occurring within Orange County,
and the acoustic bat survey conducted in August 2015 indicated the presence of northern long-
eared bats foraging within the Project Site (Appendix A). As with the Indiana bat, it is unknown
whether the Project Site is only used by northern long-eared bats as foraging habitat, or if they
roost within the site as well. With the exception of the woodland on the western and southern
sides of the Echo Lake property, the wooded areas within the Project Site are small fragments
that have a high amount of edge relative to their area and are therefore unlikely to be selected by
northern long-eared bats for roosting, given their preference for interior forest (Menzel et al.
2002, Owen et al. 2003, Carter and Feldhammer 2005). NYNHP does not have any records of
northern long-eared bat maternity colonies or roosts in the vicinity of the Project Site (NYNHP
2015).

C. DEFINITION OF THE PROJECT SITE

This report makes reference to several geographical areas: the Project Site, Additional Areas,
and New Conservation Properties. The Project Site, described below, would contain the Amy’s
Kitchen Manufacturing Facility, SoS Conference Center, volunteer parking on Strong Farm, and
the Warehouse. The Additional Areas would contain the access roadway and water and sewer
infrastructure to serve the Proposed Project. The New Conservation Properties are identified as
supplementary areas of off-site habitat conservation. The Additional Areas and New
Conservation Properties together comprise the “Ancillary Properties” to the Proposed Project.

PROJECT SITE

The Project Site is located in the Town of Goshen north of New York State Route 17M (“NYS Route
17M”), east of the Town of Wawayanda, west of the Village of Goshen, and south of the West Hills
Country Club (see Figure 1). The Project Site comprises four (4) properties totaling approximately
374 acres in the Town of Goshen, Orange County, New York (see Table 1). The Project Site is
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bisected in a north-south direction by the Wallkill River and generally lies south of Echo Lake Road
and the future Orange County Heritage Trail (“Heritage Trail”) extension west of Hartley Road,'
although portions of the Project Site lie north of Echo Lake Road and the Heritage Trail.

The Project Site consists of the Ver Hage and Echo Lake properties, where the Amy’s Kitchen
manufacturing facility and SoS Conference Center would be located, respectively, as well as two
additional, adjacent properties herein referred to as the “Lipoff” and “Strong Farm” properties
(Figure 1). The Lipoff property would remain as vacant land and the Strong Farm property
would remain in its current agricultural use while providing limited volunteer parking and
overflow attendee parking (if needed) during the daytime hours of the three (3)-day SoS Annual
Conference. The properties are located in Commercial/Office Mixed-Use, Industrial, and Rural
Zoning Districts of Goshen, NY (Table 1). Land uses in the immediate vicinity of the Project
Site include rural residential, farmland, institutional, and rural commercial uses.

Table 1
Properties Comprising the Project Site

Property | Address | SBL | zoning® | Acres | Proposed Use
Amy’s Kitchen Properties
111 Hartley Road 12-1-1.222 | 54.6 Manufacturing Facility and
2 Conservation Easement
Ver Hage property Manufacturing Facility and
103 Hartley Road 12-1-19.2 I 17.1 Ing Y
Conservation Easement
Lipoff property (east) 12 Echo Lake Road 12-1-1.41 RU 11.8 Conservation Easement
Science of the Soul Properties
41 Echo Lake Road | 12-1-242 | €9:hadl 4759 Sos Conference Center and
RU Conservation Easement
Echo Lake property Portion of Access Road and
2832 NYS Route 17M 12-1-23.2 | 21.7 Conservation Easement
Strong Farm Maintain Existing Residential and
9 212 Cheechunk Road 10-1-11.2 RU 96 Agricultural Uses, Conservation
property :
Easement, Temporary Parking
TOTAL| 374.1
Notes:

1

Town of Goshen Zoning Designations: Commercial/Office Mixed-Use (CO); Industrial (1); and Rural (RU).
It is anticipated that approximately 11.6 acres of this property would be subdivided off for use by Mr. Ver Hage for a
warehouse use. This would leave approximately 60.1acres for use by Amy’s Kitchen.

ADDITIONAL AREAS

Two (2) additional areas are required for improvements related to the Proposed Project, but
would not be owned or controlled by either Amy’s Kitchen or SoS (and so are not considered
part of the “Project Site”).

ACCESS ROAD IMPROVEMENT AREA

The Proposed Project involves a land transfer of an approximately 8.2 acre portion of SBL 12-1-
101 from the State of New York to the Town of Goshen to construct an access road from NYS
Route 17M into the main portion of the Echo Lake property (see Figure 1). A small area of land
on the south side of NYS Route 17M owned by New York State would be used to allow for the
re-alignment of Training Center Lane 200 feet west of its current location. This property would

! While the Heritage Trail west of Hartley Road is not currently improved as a recreational trail, Orange
County intends to initiate clearing in 2016 and complete construction of a multi-use trail west to the City
of Middletown by 2018.
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remain in its current ownership. As a result of discussions with the New York State Office of
Mental Health (NYSOMH), slight modifications to the alignment of the proposed access road
would cause a change to the boundary of the land to be transferred from the State of New York
to the Town of Goshen. However, the “Access Road Improvement Area” is still located in the
same area as described and analyzed in the previous report.

HERITAGE TRAIL UTILITY CORRIDOR

A portion of the Heritage Trail from the Project Site west to the City of Middletown wastewater
treatment plant will be occupied by a water supply line and wastewater conveyance line to serve
the Proposed Project (see Figure 2). The Heritage Trail will remain in the ownership of Orange
County (from Hartley Road west to the original Wallkill River channel) and the City of
Middletown (from the original Wallkill River channel west to the City of Middletown) and
utility easements will be required as part of the Proposed Project (see Table 2).

Table 2
Properties Comprising the Proposed Utility Corridor
Owner Address Tax ID Land Use
City of Middletown 159 Dolson Ave, Middletown, NY 10940 49-1-8 WWTP
Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc 71 Dolson Ave, Middletown, NY 10940 491-_11-_33a1nd Electrical Substation*
; ; 1-1-4.11 and . L.
City of Middletown Dolsontown Rd, Wawayanda, NY 10973 1-1-4.12 Heritage Trail Right of Way
City of Middletown County Rt 50, Wawayanda, NY 10973 3-3-6 and 6-1-10 Heritage Trail Right of Way
City of Middletown 103 Fischer Ln, Goshen NY 10924 12-1-7.11 Heritage Trail Right of Way
County of Orange 45 6 Y2 Station Rd, Goshen NY 10924 12-1-7.12 Heritage Trail Right of Way
Notes: * -- No improvements are proposed within the electrical substation. Proposed Project utility lines would run in unimproved
portions of these properties.
Sources: Orange County Tax Maps

NEW CONSERVATION PROPERTIES

Table 3 lists three (3) additional parcels, indicated in Figure 1, for inclusion in a Conservation
Easement as part of an offset for indirect impacts to threatened and endangered bat species. These
parcels include an additional approximately 14.4-acre tax parcel (SBL 12-1-1.5—the western portion
of the “Lipoff” property) already owned by an entity affiliated with Amy’s Kitchen, an additional
approximately 5.3-acre parcel (SBL 12-1-1.3) north of the Ver Hage property and south of Echo Lake
Road that is soon to be under contract to purchase from Al Turi Landfill, Inc., and an approximately
8.1 acre portion of the Echo Lake property located in the Town of Wawayanda.

Table 3
New Conservation Properties
Property Address SBL Zoning" | Acres Proposed Use
Hartley Road property 121 Hartley Road 12-1-1.3 [ 5.3 Conservation Easement
Lipoff property (west) | 38 Echo Lake Road 12-1-1.5 RU 14.4 Conservation Easement
Wawayanda property Echo Lake Road 1-1-40 SR 8.1° Conservation Easement
TOTAL 27.8

Notes:

! Town of Goshen Zoning Designations: Commercial/Office Mixed-Use (CO); Industrial (I); and Rural (RU). Town of
Wawayanda Zoning Designation: Suburban Residential (SR).

The total acreage of this tax parcel is 12.1 acres. However, an approximately four (4) acre portion of the property will be
reserved for potential future residential use.

2

August 18, 2016 6




Impact Assessment for the Indiana and Northern Long-Eared Bat

D. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

As discussed in the Introduction above, the Proposed Project has been modified in response to
comments. However, it still comprises the following primary components (see site layout in
Figures 3a-c):

e Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility on the Ver Hage property;

e Potential subdivision of approximately 11.6 acres from the Ver Hage property for future
warehouse use;

e SoS Conference Center on the Echo Lake property;

e Potable water supply line and wastewater conveyance line within the existing Heritage Trail;
and

o Use of the Strong Farm property for agricultural use and volunteer parking for SoS.

The Proposed Project also involves a land transfer of an approximately 8.2 acre portion of SBL
12-1-101 from the State of New York to the Town of Goshen to construct a Project Site access
road from NYS Route 17M into the main portion of the Echo Lake property (see Figure 3a).
The portion of the Echo Lake property that currently has road frontage on NYS Route 17M
(SBL 12-1-23.2) is too narrow and too close to the existing bridge that carries NYS Route 17M
over the Wallkill River to permit the site access road. The new access road would serve the Mid-
Hudson Psychiatric Center (one of the two existing driveways to which would be closed on NYS
Route 17M) SoS Conference Center, and Amy’s Kitchen Manufacturing Facility. The new
roadway would be located approximately 200 feet west of the existing Training Center Lane,
which would be relocated to align opposite the new site access road to form a full movement
signalized intersection.

AMY’S KITCHEN

Amy’s Kitchen proposes to construct an approximately 369,000 square-foot manufacturing
facility where food is prepared, packaged and frozen (Figure 3b). The manufacturing facility is
proposed to be constructed on the Ver Hage property, with initial site access from Hartley Road.
Ultimately, a new roadway would provide direct access for Amy’s Kitchen to NYS Route 17M
across the Echo Lake property and across a new vehicular bridge over the Wallkill River.

The plant would be constructed in two (2) phases: an initial approximately 226,000 square-foot
plant, including an 11,000 square-foot office area, to be completed in 2019 with an
approximately 140,000 square-foot expansion (134,000 square feet of production space plus
6,000 square feet of office area) to be opened in approximately 2023. An ancillary building of
approximately 3,000 square feet would be constructed for on-site medical treatment of Amy’s
Kitchen staff and families as part of Phase 1.

The Proposed Project includes approximately 642 parking spaces for employees, 49 parking
spaces for visitors, and 18 tractor-trailer parking spaces. Approximately 20 to 30 loading bays
would be provided. The Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility would employ approximately 459
full-time people on the Project Site upon completion of Phase 1, and approximately 681 full-
time people upon completion of Phase 2 of the Project.

The plant would run three shifts, five days per week, with operations occasionally occurring on
weekends as noted below. The shift times would generally start/end during the 5:00 AM to 7:00
AM time period, during the 2:00 PM to 5:00 PM time period, and overnight during the 10:00
PM to 1:00 AM time period. During these periods, the start and end times of the shifts are
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staggered, with each shift lasting 8.5 hours. At full operation there would be approximately 321
Day Shift, 304 Swing Shift, and 56 Graveyard Shift employees. Thus, the maximum number of
individuals to be in the manufacturing facility at any one time is projected to be approximately
325 people (assuming a small number of visitors). The on-site clinic building would be staffed
by one (1) doctor and one (1) nurse as well as one (1) office assistant. Including patients and
staff, and based on the Applicant’s experience in its Medford, Oregon plant, the maximum
number of individuals to be in the on-site clinic building at any one time is projected to be
approximately eight (8) to ten (10) people. Regular plant operations would not take place on
weekends except for cleaning or maintenance but occasionally, based on demand, the plant may
run production shifts on weekends. General operations at the factory include processing,
cooking, assembling, packaging and freezing meals for distribution.

The full footprint of disturbance for the Amy’s Kitchen facility, including all buildings and other
permanent impervious surfaces, would be approximately 37 acres. Approximately 34 acres
(approximately 48 percent) of the property (excluding the 11.6 acres for the potential subdivision
explained below) would remain undisturbed as open space.

Stormwater management facilities are proposed for the purpose of water quality treatment and
stormwater quantity control. Stormwater treatment would be provided through a combination of
filtration and infiltration. Several of the proposed practices provide runoff reduction volume
credits (RRV), including porous pavement, bio-retention areas, and dry swales. In order to
minimize site disturbance and mimic existing drainage patterns, existing topography would be
held to the greatest extent possible when determining the proposed site grading. The stormwater
management system would be designed to comply with the latest design standards of New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and the NYSDEC General Permit
for Stormwater from Construction Activity (GP-0-15-002) or its successor.

SITE ACCESS

A new roadway and a new vehicular bridge across the Wallkill River would provide direct
access for Amy’s Kitchen to NYS Route 17M across the Echo Lake property. In addition to
employee vehicle trips, Amy’s Kitchen anticipates approximately 56 truck trips (entering or
exiting) per day. Emergency access would be provided from Hartley Road.

NYS Route 17M and Site Entrance

Site access would be from a new access road intersecting with NYS Route 17M near the existing
Training Center Lane. Based on initial consultations with NYSDOT, the Proposed Project would
need to upgrade the intersection of NYS Route 17M at the location of the proposed site entrance.
To facilitate these improvements, the Proposed Project involves a land transfer of an
approximately 8.2 acre portion of SBL 12-1-101 from the State of New York to the Town of
Goshen. The purpose of the land transfer would be to improve access to NYS Route 17M and
safety along NYS Route 17M, not only for the Project, but also for the Mid-Hudson Psychiatric
Center and the Orange County Transfer Station.

The new access road would serve the Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center, SoS, and Amy’s Kitchen.
The new roadway would be located approximately 200 feet west of the existing Training Center
Lane, which would be relocated to align opposite the SoS and Amy’s Kitchen access to form a
full movement signalized intersection. The intersection would be reconstructed to have multi-
lane approaches. Two entrance and exit lanes would be provided on the new access road, one
entrance and one exit lane would be provided on Training Center Lane, separate left-turn lanes
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in each direction would be provided along NYS Route 17M, and a separate right-turn lane in the
westbound direction would be provided along NYS Route 17M.

Traffic light signalization of this intersection would be required to accommodate anticipated
future traffic volumes and improve safety. The proposed improvements will require a Highway
Work Permit from the New York State Department of Transportation. Coordination with the
Orange County Department of Public Works regarding the relocation of Training Center Lane
will also be required.

Based on the current Highway Improvement Plans for the NYS Route 17M/Training Center
Lane intersection improvements, the eastbound left-turn lane is proposed to be 185 feet long
with an 86 foot taper and the eastbound right-turn lane is proposed to be 100 feet long with a 75
foot taper. The westbound left-turn lane is proposed to be 200 feet with an 86 foot taper and the
westbound right-turn lane is proposed to be 125 feet with a 75 foot taper. Training Center Lane
is proposed to be relocated approximately 200 feet west of its current location.

While it is understood that the Town would continue to own the portion of the new access road
to and on the Project Site and located on Town-owned property, Amy’s Kitchen and SoS would
be responsible for snow-removal and maintenance of the full length of this roadway, as well as
the nearby landscaped areas to ensure access and adequate site distances are maintained.

Wallkill River Bridge

A new Warren-truss bridge would be constructed across the Wallkill River to connect the Ver
Hage property to the Echo Lake property and the access road to NYS Route 17M. The bridge
would be approximately 50 feet wide and accommodate three (3) vehicular lanes and a sidewalk.
The third vehicular lane would allow for a left-turn lane at the end of the bridge into the
employee parking lot and is considered a necessary safety element. Bridge abutments would be
located outside of the boundaries of the Wallkill River and any associated wetlands but would be
within the 100-year floodplain. The bridge would be constructed in accordance with New York
State Department of Transportation standards.

WAREHOUSE

An approximately 11.6-acre portion of the Ver Hage property would be subdivided for a future
approximately 70,000 square-foot Warehouse Use that would have access from the Amy’s
Kitchen internal site driveway (emergency access would be provided from Hartley Road). The
Warehouse Use would likely generate potable water demand of approximately 7,000 gpd (and an
equivalent amount of sanitary wastewater). Water and sewer service would be provided through
interconnections with the systems serving Amy’s Kitchen. Water and wastewater pump stations
would likely be required to serve the Warehouse Use and would be located on the warehouse
property. Of the approximately 11.6-acre lot, the warehouse, site driveway, and parking area
would disturb approximately 5.6 acres leaving approximately 6 acres undisturbed. It is
anticipated that stormwater management facilities for the purpose of water quality treatment and
stormwater quantity control would be required as part of Site Plan approval for the Warehouse
Use. The stormwater management system would be designed to comply with the latest design
standards of NYSDEC and the NYSDEC General Permit for Stormwater from Construction
Activity (GP-0-15-002) or its successor. (See Figure 3d)
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SCIENCE OF THE SOUL

SoS is an international, non-denominational philosophy based on the teachings universal to all
religions. SoS, also known as Radha Soami Satsang Beas, has been in the United States since
1911 and is a registered 501(c)(3) religious non-profit organization.

SoS proposes to construct a Conference Center on the Echo Lake property. The Conference Center
would comprise an approximately 200,000 square-foot open-air pavilion with four (4) associated
restroom buildings (approximately 5,000 square feet each); one (1) two-story approximately 80,000
square-foot Multi-Purpose/Family Area Building; one (1) two-story approximately 38,000 square-foot
Central Building; one (1) one-story approximately 8,000 square-foot Maintenance Barn; two (2)
Caretaker Residences, approximately 2,400 square feet each; one (1) approximately 4,500 square-foot
Guest House; and associated pervious and impervious parking areas to accommodate approximately
2,043 cars and 130 buses (see Figure 3c)

The Conference Center would be used to host one (1) annual three (3)-day national conference
(“National Conference”), with attendance of up to 12,000 people. The National Conference would
typically be held over a three (3) day period: either Friday through Sunday or Saturday through
Monday. Each day’s program for a National Conference would run from 9:00 AM until 1:00 PM.

In addition, SoS would hold one (1) regional two (2)-day conference (“Regional Conference”)
per year with approximately 1,200 to 2,000 attendees over a weekend. The Regional Conference
would be held in the two-story Multi-Purpose/Family Area Building. The lecture would occur on
one floor, and the other floor would be used for the family area. The Regional Conference would
start mid-day on a Saturday and conclude on a Sunday afternoon.

Regular weekly meetings on Sunday mornings for local congregants (“Weekly Meeting”),
estimated between 200 and 400 people, would be held in the Multi-Purpose Building. The
Central Building would be used for administrative purposes, temporary accommodation for
volunteers staying for short periods, and small volunteer meetings. During the week, a small
number of volunteers (10 to 15 people) would attend to normal administrative and property
management tasks.

The Central Building would also contain a commercial kitchen, which would be used to provide
meals for volunteers. Guests attending the National and Regional Conferences would not be
served from this Kitchen. As further described below, they will be offered a bag lunch with
wrapped food provided by Amy’s Kitchen.

During both the National and Regional Conferences, attendees would engage in off-site
activities (tourism, shopping, and entertainment) or on-site volunteer activities (property
maintenance and agriculture) after the day’s session.

The Conference Center would not be used for weddings or other cultural events, nor would it be
rented to the general public for any use.

Access to SoS would be from the new entrance roadway off NYS Route 17M, which would also
serve the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility. Emergency access and such other access as the
Town may require, and as the County might permit, would be provided from Echo Lake Road
with a permeable hard surface.

SoS would seek to avoid using temporary structures. Temporary structures would be limited to
small canopy/tent structures for serving water, lunch, and tea or as information tables. These
would be located in strategic areas so that event staff and guests would have access to water, tea,
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and information at several locations. Temporary canopy structures may also be used for book
sales during the National Conference.

The two (2) caretaker residences would serve as permanent residences for two (2) on-site
caretaker households (individuals or couples). The five-bedroom guest-house would be used by
SoS traveling speakers attending the National Conference and for National Board members and
distinguished guests. The guest house would be vacant at all other times.

The proposed use will be subject to a Special Permit issued by the Planning Board of the Town
of Goshen, the restrictions of which will be enforced by the Town Code Enforcement Officer.

NOISE

During the National and Regional Conferences, all sound amplification would take place within
the 200,000 square-foot steel-frame open-air pavilion. The amplified sound would consist of an
approximately two-hour lecture preceded by approximately 30 minutes of spiritual singing. At
Weekly Meetings, the amplified sound would be contained in the multi-purpose building.
Amplified speakers would not be used throughout the property to make announcements.

SITE LIGHTING

SoS does not contemplate large nighttime events. The only night-time use would be by
volunteers in preparation for the National and Regional events, night watch, and periodic
evening “Study Sessions” where religious texts are studied in a small group. These Study
Sessions are held once or twice during the week, starting at approximately 7:00 PM and ending
at approximately 8:00 PM, with attendance of 20 to 25 people who live locally and would leave
the property promptly after the session ends. Other than preparation for the National and
Regional events, all activities would cease and the Conference Center would close at 9:00 PM.

As such, site lighting would be minimal, and would generally be used to light roads, small
parking areas, and pathways. All lighting would be dark-sky compliant. In addition, the
proposed lighting would be zoned, so that only those fixtures needed to support site activities
would be turned on. In particular, the lighting for the orchard parking area at the SoS Conference
Center would only be used during the National and Regional Events.

SITE ACCESS AND PARKING

Access to SoS would be from the new entrance roadway off NYS Route 17M, which, as
discussed above, would also eventually serve the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility.
Emergency access and such other access as the Town may require, and as the County might
permit, would be provided from Echo Lake Road with a permeable hard surface. The primary
parking for the SoS Conference Center would be on the Echo Lake property. The main parking
area would have a combination of approximately 660 paved and 1,280 gravel and/or grass
parking spaces. Four additional parking areas containing approximately 24 parking spaces each
would be located adjacent to the Central Building and Family Area building. Another small
parking area with approximately 7 spaces would be located in the rear of the open-air pavilion.
In addition, a parking area to accommodate 130 bus parking spaces would be located on the
eastern side of the Center. During the larger National Conference, parking for volunteers would
be provided on an as-needed basis on portions of the Strong Farm property that are currently
fields or otherwise already cleared space. No impervious surface parking areas would be created
on the Strong Farm property. The gravel/grass parking area on the Echo Lake property would be
heavily planted with a grid of trees (hereafter referred to as the “orchard parking area”), which
would help to offset losses of trees from clearing some of the currently wooded areas of the
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property and would provide a soft edge or buffer between the Conference Center and the western
portion of the property that would remain wooded and be preserved.

STRONG FARM

SoS purchased the Strong Farm property and intends to continue and enhance its current
agricultural use. SoS would also restore the main residence and some of the agricultural
structures on the property; the two other residential structures would be rented to tenants or used
for volunteer housing during the National and Regional Conferences. Continuation of the former
dairy farm use is not proposed. As noted above, the Strong Farm property would also be used for
volunteer parking for the SoS Conference Center during the National Conference.

POTABLE WATER AND WASTEWATER

Potable water supply to the Amy’s Kitchen manufacturing facility, warehouse, and SoS would
be provided by a new private utility connection to the City of Middletown water supply. An
approximately eight (8)-inch diameter line would be constructed within the Heritage Trail
corridor and would connect with existing City of Middletown water supply lines in the vicinity
of the City of Middletown wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). The new private water line
would be constructed in a new trench within the Heritage Trail Utility corridor at a depth of
approximately 4.5 feet below existing ground surface. The water line would be horizontally
separated from the existing 36- to 42-inch City of Middletown wastewater effluent line by ten
(10) feet and from the proposed private wastewater conveyance line serving the Proposed
Project by three (3) feet horizontally and 18 inches vertically. The new water line and
wastewater conveyance line would be constructed in a single trench. It is anticipated that no
pumping stations would be required along the Heritage Trail corridor to ensure satisfactory
water pressure at the end of the conveyance line. (see Figure 2, and Figures 8a through 80).

An approximately eight (8)-inch diameter wastewater force-main would be constructed within
the Heritage Trail corridor and would connect to the City of Middletown WWTP. Two (2)
below-ground pumping stations would be required to ensure pre-treated wastewater effluent
conveyance to the Middletown WWTP. One (1) pumping station would be located within the
Echo Lake property and one (1) pumping station would be located within the VVer Hage property.
The Echo Lake pumping station would be approximately ten (10) feet in diameter and 14 feet in
depth. The Ver Hage pumping station would be approximately 20 feet by 46 feet and 12 feet in
depth. Air release or vacuum valves would be placed along the length of the wastewater
conveyance to allow maintenance access and to allow for release of air.

A wastewater pre-treatment plant would be constructed on the Ver Hage property to reduce the
high biological oxygen demand (BOD) that is characteristic of Amy’s process wastewater. The
wastewater pre-treatment plant would be located at the north end of the employee parking lot
and would have a footprint of approximately 15,000 square feet.

Since issuance of the DEIS, the Applicant has prepared more detailed design drawings of the
wastewater pre-treatment plant, which would comprise an enclosed structure containing the treatment
works, an exterior enclosed sludge storage tank, and an equalization tank, selector tank and aeration
basin. The plant building would be approximately 60 feet by 40 feet and 18 feet high with an influent
channel screen building approximately 22 feet long by 10 feet wide. Building height for the channel
screen will be specified per final equipment selection or match the general plant building. The sludge
storage tank would be approximately 14 feet in diameter and approximately 20 feet high. The sludge
storage tank would be equipped with odor control that would minimize odors from the tank. Any fan
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or other equipment on the exterior of the wastewater pre-treatment plant would likely be of a size and
capacity as to be virtually inaudible above background noise levels.

TOTAL ACREAGE OF DISTURBANCE

It is estimated that the total footprint of the Proposed Project would disturb approximately 151 of
the 426 total acres that comprise the Project Site and Ancillary Properties. Appendix B to this
report contains the grading plans for the Proposed Project. The majority of the acreage that
would be disturbed to construct the Proposed Project is currently old field and successional
southern hardwoods habitat. The remainder of the area of disturbance currently consists of
successional shrubland, shallow emergent marsh, and red maple swamp (Table 4). The areas of
disturbance in relation to the current distribution of habitat types occurring within the Project
Site are shown in Table 4 and illustrated in Figure 4.

Table 4
Acreages of Disturbance to Different Habitat Types
on the Project Site and Ancillary Properties

Community Type | Total Acres | Acres Disturbed | Acres Undisturbed
Project Site
Beech-Maple Mesic Forest (W) 0.94 0.00 0.94
Cropland/Field Crops 33.94 0.00 33.94
Cropland/Row Crops 27.92 0.00 27.92
Ditch/Artificial Intermittent Stream 0.89 0.00 0.89
Floodplain Forest (W) 11.59 0.00 11.59
Red Maple - Hardwood Swamp 1.26 0.05 1.22
Sedge Meadow 5.53 0.00 5.53
Shallow Emergent Marsh 5.56 4.32 1.25
Successional Old Field 96.31 74.74 21.56
Successional Shrubland 27.18 16.67 10.51
Successional Southern Hardwoods (W) 175.23 48.88 126.35
SUBTOTAL 386.35" 144.66 241.69

Ancillary Properties

NYS Land transfer parcel

Successional Shrubland 3.32 3.32 0.00
Successional Southern Hardwoods (W) 4.90 2.78 2.12
SUBTOTAL 8.22 6.10 2.12
New Conservation Properties
Floodplain Forest (W) 7.15 0.00 7.15
Successional Old Field 6.22 0.00 6.22
Successional Southern Hardwoods (W)® 16.03 0.00 16.03
SUBTOTAL 29.40 0.00 29.40
TOTAL 423.97 150.76 273.21
Notes:

' Total Acres were calculated using tax parcel boundaries obtained from Orange County GIS and do not match property

tax records of parcel acreage presented in Table 1 above.

2 Excludes 4 acre portion of Wawayanda parcel for potential future residential development (W) Woodland

CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE

Full build-out of Amy’s Kitchen would occur in two (2) phases. Phase 1 would total 226,000
square feet: 215,000 square feet of production space and 11,000 square feet of office space. An
accessory 3,000 square-foot medical clinic would be constructed in a free-standing building on
the Project Site. Phase 1 would also include construction of the new access road from NYS
Route 17M, relocation of Training Center Lane, the bridge across the Wallkill River, internal
driveways and employee parking, water supply lines, wastewater conveyance lines, and the on-
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site wastewater pre-treatment system. Site landscaping, stormwater management, and lighting
would also be completed. It is anticipated that Phase 1 would take approximately 24 months to
complete. Amy’s Kitchen has scheduled the Goshen facility building to be completed in 2019.
Grading would not commence until Site Plan approval has been finalized by the Town of
Goshen Planning Board. Clearing of trees would not commence until November 1 to comply
with NYSDEC restrictions relating to protected species of bats.

Overall, the sequence of construction activities is substantially similar to what was described in
the previous report. A modified construction schedule has been developed (see Figure 9).

Construction activity would begin with site work (clearing and grading) of the Access Road
Improvement Area, access road alignment on the Echo Lake property, and the bridge landing
area on the Ver Hage property. Delivery of earth-moving equipment and limited construction
worker access to the Project Site would be provided directly from NYS Route 17M and by the
existing driveway to the Echo Lake property on Echo Lake Road and by the existing driveway to
the Ver Hage property on Hartley Road. The use of the Hartley Road access would be de
minimis, as once the earth moving equipment is delivered to the site it will remain for a
significant portion of the construction period. Neither the Echo Lake Road driveway nor the
Hartley Road driveway would be used as long-term construction site access points. Since the
initial focus of construction is the clearing and grading of the access road from NYS Route 17M
to the upper portion of the Echo Lake property and the Wallkill River bridge location, that road
would become the primary construction access to the Project Site.

While rough grading occurs on the Echo Lake property and the Wallkill River bridge is
constructed, installation of utilities serving the Proposed Project would be underway. A
significant amount of investment is required to bring utilities to the Project Site and this must
occur before construction can commence on building foundations and super-structure. The water
supply and wastewater force main would be constructed within the Heritage Trail Utility
Corridor while the gas line would be constructed along the access road from NYS Route 17M.
Installation of the Wallkill River bridge would follow to allow for construction access to the Ver
Hage property from NYS Route 17M.

Once the access road and bridge have been substantially completed and would allow for
construction truck traffic, transfer of excess fill material from the Echo Lake property to the Ver
Hage property would commence. Since the grading plan for the Proposed Project contemplates a
roughly balanced cut-and-fill across the Project Site, excavated material from the Echo Lake
property would be used to fill the Ver Hage property. With the access road and bridge completed
in the earliest construction phase, very limited construction traffic would use either Hartley Road
or Echo Lake Road.

Following rough grading on the Ver Hage property, construction of building foundations and
site utilities would commence, followed by construction of site buildings for the Amy’s Kitchen
manufacturing facility. Electrical connections for both Amy’s Kitchen and SoS Conference
Center would be pulled from existing transmission lines along Hartley Road and/or Echo Lake
Road.

Phase 2 of Amy’s Kitchen would total 140,000 square feet: a 134,000 square feet expansion of
production space and an additional 6,000 square feet of office space. Phase 2 construction is
anticipated to be completed by approximately 2023.

Although not under the direct control of the Project Sponsors, for purposes of reviewing it was
assumed that the warehouse use would be completed by 2023.
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E. ECOLOGICAL COMMUNITIES OF THE PROJECT SITE AND
ANCILLARY PROPERTIES

The section below provides an overview of the ecological communities (sensu Edinger et al.
2002; Figure 4) occurring within each of the four properties that comprise the Project Site,
Additional Areas, and the New Conservation Properties. Section F presents detailed information
on forest composition and structure, and potential roosting habitat for the Indiana and northern
long-eared bat within and outside of the Proposed Project’s limits of disturbance.

PROJECT SITE
VER HAGE

The Ver Hage property is bordered to the south by a closed landfill and an active waste
processing facility, to the west by the Wallkill River, to the north by a former railroad right-of-
way intended for improvement by Orange County as a continuation of the Heritage Trail, and to
the east by Hartley Road. It consists of successional old field, woodland, wetland, and fresh
surface waters (Wallkill River and Cheechunk Creek) and associated riparian/floodplain forest.
The successional old field occupies approximately two-thirds of the property (Figure 4).
Dominant herbaceous plants in the field include wild madder (Rubia peregrina), common
milkweed (Asclepias syriaca), Canada goldenrod (Solidago canadensis), common mugwort
(Artemisa vulgaris), cow vetch (Vicia cracca), yellow vetchling (Lathyrus aphaca), and tall
thistle (Cirsium altissimum). Grasses in the herbaceous layer include foxtail grass (Alopecurus
sp.), switchgrass (Panicum virgatum), and dactylis (Dactylis sp.). The shrub layer is dominated
by bush honeysuckle (Lonicera sp), multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora), common red raspberry
(Rubus idaeus), and autumn olive (Elaeagnus umbellata).

The woodland consists of two fragments of successional southern hardwood forest on the east
and west sides of the property that are separated by the successional old field. The forest-field
edges are feathered with transitional zones of woody shrubs. The dominant canopy tree species
near the edges include eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoides), American sycamore (Platanus
occidentalis), and black walnut (Juglans nigra). Red panicled dogwood (Cornus racemosa)
dominates the shrub layer, and grape (Vitis sp.), poison ivy (Toxicodendron radicans), and
Virginia creeper (Parthenocissus quinquefolia) are abundant vines. The more interior portions of
the forest fragments are dominated by black cherry (Prunus serotina), honey locust (Gleditsia
triacanthos), sugar maple (Acer saccharum), and red maple (Acer rubrum). Bush honeysuckle,
barberry (Berberis sp.), and wineberry (Rubus phoenicolasius) are the dominant shrub species
and Virginia creeper is the predominant vine. Garlic mustard (Alliaria petiolata) and common
jewelweed (Impatiens capensis) are dominant in the herbaceous layer. The woodland fragments
on the eastern and western sides of the property include riparian and floodplain forest where they
border Cheechunk Creek and the Wallkill River, respectively. There, green ash (Fraxinus
pennsylvanica), American sycamore, eastern cottonwood, and pin oak (Quercus palustris) are
the dominant canopy tree species and the herbaceous layer consists of primarily jewelweed,
stinging nettle (Urtica dioica), moneywort (Lysimachia nummularia), and beggar’s tick (Bidens
frondosa). The forest bordering Cheechunk Creek extends towards the southern end of the
property, forming a narrow peninsula of young trees that divides the old field to the east and
west. This early seral stage area is composed of several species of young and small trees,
including shagbark hickory, black cherry, slippery elm, ash (Fraxinus sp.), and butternut
hickory.
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Wetland investigations of the ver Hage property have confirmed the presence of a narrow band
of wetlands habitat along the Wallkill River, a small depressional wetland at the southern
property boundary (Wetland “A”), and a larger forested wetland in the floodplain of Cheechunk
Creek. Dominant plant species in the wetlands bordering the Wallkill River include American
sycamore, eastern cottonwood, and northern white violet. The small depressional wetland at the
southern property boundary is dominated by reed canary grass and eastern cottonwood. The
forested wetlands within the Cheechunk Creek floodplain contain green ash, grape vines, with
moneywort and jewelweed in the understory. The federal jurisdictional determination conducted
on November 17, 2015 by the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) determined that the
isolated wetland (Wetland “A”) on the Ver Hage property is not federally-regulated because it
lacks a significant nexus to other waters of the United States (see Figure 5).

LIPOFF PROPERTY (EAST)

The Lipoff property is bordered to the south by Echo Lake Road, to the west by the Wallkill
River, to the north by the Strong Farm property, and to the east by residential properties. The
property primarily consists of successional old field, woodland, and wetlands. The successional
old field represents a small portion of the property, in the northwestern corner (Figure 4). The
herbaceous layer of the field is predominantly orchard grass (Dactylis glomerata), switchgrass,
common milkweed, and common mugwort. The limited shrub layer is dominated by common
red raspberry.

The woodland includes successional southern hardwood and beech-maple mesic forest. The
successional southern hardwoods community occupies more than 50 percent of the property and is
located both north and south of Cheechunk Creek. Dominant trees include green ash, European
black alder (Alnus glutinosa), honey locust, and American sycamore. There is a well-developed
shrub layer consisting primarily of wineberry, bush honeysuckle, common red raspberry, and
spicebush (Lindera benzoin). The herbaceous layer is predominantly Virginia creeper and garlic
mustard, with grape in the vine layer. The beech-maple mesic forest occupies a small portion of the
property on a steep hill that runs parallel to Cheechunk Creek on its north side. The tree canopy
predominantly consists of American beech (Fagus grandifolia), sugar maple, red oak (Quercus
rubra), black cherry, and black birch (Betula lenta). The shrub layer is sparse and primarily consists
of barberry. The herbaceous layer is equally sparse and dominated by common yellow wood sorrel
(Oxalis stricta).The floodplain forest along the Wallkill River and Cheechunk Creek, identified as
wetlands during wetland investigations of the Lipoff property, is narrow and dominated by pin oak,
green ash, honey locust, and red maple. The shrub layer is primarily a mixture of multiflora rose and
hawthorn (Crataegus sp.). The herbaceous layer is primarily stinging nettle, poison ivy, and sedge
(Carex sp.). The northeastern corner of the property contains a shallow emergent marsh with sedges
(Carex sp.) and rushes (Juncus sp.) (Wetland “D”).The federal jurisdictional determination
conducted on November 17, 2015 by USACE determined that the isolated wetland (Wetland “D”)
on the Lipoff property is not federally-regulated because it lacks a significant nexus to other waters
of the United States (See Figure 5).

STRONG FARM

The Strong Farm property is bordered to the south by the Lipoff property (east), to the west by
the Wallkill River, to the north by primarily forested land, and to the east by Owens Road. The
Strong Farm property consists of primarily successional old field, active crop fields, woodland,
and wetlands (Figure 1). The majority of the property contains successional old fields that are
divided by shelter belts and dominated by common mugwort, common milkweed, tall thistle,
and orchard grass.
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The upland portion of the woodland is successional southern hardwood forest, and is located
primarily in the northwestern portion of the property and in narrow strips separating the fields.
The predominant tree species in this area include eastern cottonwood, silver maple (Acer
saccharinum), red maple, and American sycamore. The shrub layer is dominated by multiflora
rose and common red raspberry. The most common species within the herbaceous layer are
Virginia creeper and garlic mustard. The upland forest transitions to floodplain forest along the
Wallkill River. There, the tree canopy is predominantly a mixture of eastern cottonwood, green
ash, black willow (Salix nigra), and American sycamore. The shrub layer is dominated by
European black alder, while the herbaceous layer is commonly Japanese stiltgrass (Microstegium
vimineum).

The northern end of the property contains a sedge meadow, identified as wetlands during
wetland investigations of the Strong Farm property, that has a shrub layer of mostly red panicled
dogwood and elderberry (Sambucus canadensis) and a herbaceous layer of sedge, rush, sensitive
fern (Onoclea sensibilis), and purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria).

The active crop fields include a corn field and a hayfield dominated by orchard grass,
switchgrass, foxtail grass, and red clover (Trifolium pratense).

ECHO LAKE

The Echo Lake property is bordered to the south by the New York State Mid-Hudson Psychiatric
Center and New York State Route 17M; to the north and west by the Goshen Town Line, Echo
Lake, and Echo Lake Road; and to the east by the Wallkill River. The Echo Lake property
consists of primarily successional old field, forest, shrubland, and wetlands (Figure 1).

Successional old field covers 46 acres (26 percent) of the property. This habitat type extends
south from Echo Lake Road into an area that was previously mined and was reclaimed.
Dominant plants include spotted knapweed (Centaurea maculosa), red clover, Canada
goldenrod, common mugwort, sweet vernal grass (Anthoxanthum odoratum), perennial rye
(Lolium perenne), tall fescue (Lolium arundinaceum), and orchard grass. Successional shrubland
covers 26 acres (15 percent), primarily in the north-central portion of the property. Rock walls
and hedgerows of trees also occur in this area. The dominant shrubs are common buckthorn
(Rhamnus cathartica), blackhaw (Viburnum prunifolium), gray-stem dogwood (Cornus
foemina), blackberry (Rubus allegheniensis), multiflora rose, and young red maple. Red maple
and tree-of-heaven (Ailanthus altissima) are common tree species in the area. In more open
portions, sweet vernal grass, rough-stem goldenrod (Solidago rugosa), poison ivy, and Virginia
creeper are common. Many of the species found in the successional old field community also
occur in the successional shrubland community.

The forested uplands within the Echo Lake property consist of successional southern hardwoods.
This is the most common cover type on the property, occupying approximately 99 acres (57
percent). It is common along the slopes adjacent to the Wallkill River and in the western and
southern portions of the property. The woodland varies somewhat in dominant tree species and
tree sizes, but significant trees over 12 inches DBH are prevalent. The forest in the western
portion of the site has evidence of past disturbance and contains stone walls and old hedgerows.
Large trees occur along the stone walls, but young forest with a dense shrub layer occurs in some
areas. The dominant tree species are tree-of-heaven, eastern cottonwood, black cherry, and sugar
maple. There are also areas heavily dominated by red maple saplings. Honeysuckle (Lonicera
morrowii), common buckthorn, blackhaw, and multiflora rose are abundant shrubs, and poison
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ivy, Virginia creeper, clearweed (Pilea pumila), and hound’s tongue (Cynoglossum officinale)
occur in the herbaceous layer.

Eastern cottonwood is abundant in the southern portion of the site and the areas near the Wallkill
River, where American sycamore also occurs. Black cherry, sugar maple, and white ash
(Fraxinus americana) are common on the drier slopes.

Nine (9) delineated wetlands totaling approximately 19.3 acres exist on the Echo Lake property
(see Figure 5). Three (3) of the nine (9) totaling approximately 10 acres are located on the
portion of the Echo Lake property north of the Heritage Trail and are associated with NYSDEC
wetland MD-24. (Wetland C is not associated with NYSDEC wetland MD-24). (See Figure 6).

Based on an initial field visit by USACE in November 2015, it was indicated that two (2)
wetlands (Wetlands J and K) totaling approximately 4.8 acres are likely to be under the
jurisdiction of the USACE. Wetland J is the Wallkill River and associated drainage channels and
occupies approximately 3.7 acres of open water or drainage channels. Wetland K is a small red
maple-hardwood swamp that occurs in the southern portion of the property and occupies
approximately 1.13 acres. Red maple and green ash are the dominant tree species in this area.
Many of the trees in this area are mature and over 12 inches DBH. Spicebush is abundant in
some places and forms a dense, tall shrub layer. Common herbaceous species include skunk
cabbage (Symplocarpus foetidus), common jewelweed, poison ivy, cinnamon fern (Osmunda
cinnamomea), and Virginia creeper.

The remaining four (4) individual emergent wetlands totaling approximately 4.5 acres exist on
the Echo Lake property as a result of past mining activities. Due to their isolated landscape
position, USACE has preliminarily determined based on an initial field visit in November 2015,
that these four (4) wetlands are not under USACE jurisdiction. Dominant plants identified in
these wetlands include rice cut grass (Leersia oryzoides), spike rush (Eleocharis sp), fox sedge
(Carex vulpinoides), hop sedge (C. lupulina), late goldenrod (Solidago gigantea), burreed
(Sparganium sp.), reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea), purple-leaf willow herb (Epilobium
coloratum), soft rush (Juncus effusus), ironweed (Veronia noveboracensis), water willow
(Decodon verticillatus), purple loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria), and aster (Aster sp.).

AKREF, Inc. conducted field inspections for vernal pools in May and June of 2015, and in April
2016. Isolated wetlands D and H on the Echo Lake property had no standing water at the time of the
April inspection, and do not, therefore, provide habitat for pond-breeding amphibians. Isolated
wetlands D and F had a maximum depth of water of between 1 and 1.5 feet. These wetlands had full
exposure to the sun, were heavily choked with algal mats, gave off an odor indicating organic
decay, and were lacking or had limited woody debris to which amphibians could attach egg masses.
On the basis of the dense algae, high sun exposure, shallow water depth and lack of or limited
woody debris, these wetland areas were determined to not provide viable vernal pool habitat support
successful breeding of endemic vernal pool species (wood frog, mole salamanders, fairy shrimp).

ADDITIONAL AREAS
HERITAGE TRAIL UTILITY CORRIDOR

The Heritage Trail Utility Corridor itself contains habitat of little value. The level area formerly
occupied by railroad tracks consists of compacted fill soils roughly 10 feet in width with little
vegetation. The margins of the embankment (or cut in certain sections) are predominantly
characterized by pole-sized deciduous saplings and vines. The Heritage Trail Utility Corridor runs
through a mix of forested upland and wetland habitats, including primarily successional southern
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hardwood and red maple/green ash swamp. West of 1-84, the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor forms a
narrow corridor lined with trees through cleared farm lands and wetland meadows. Corridors such as
the Heritage Trail may provide a conduit for the movement of plants/animals over time and provides
foraging opportunities for edge-dependent species, such as white-tailed deer, goldfinch and other
common perching birds, and may be used as foraging habitat by Indiana bats.

The final approximately 0.3 mile segment of the proposed utility corridor route runs adjacent to
an agricultural field and beneath a powerline easement prior to reaching the Middletown
wastewater treatment plant. Portions of this area consist of bare soil adjacent to cultivated
portions of the farm fields and within the powerline easement. Other areas consist of shrubby
upland hedgerow habitat and areas dominated by early successional weedy species, including
Phragmites australis, within potential wetland areas.

NYSDEC has mapped two (2) freshwater wetlands adjacent to the Heritage Trail, as shown in
Figure 6. These are NYSDEC Wetland MD-24, located south of Echo Lake Road, and east of
County Route 50; and Wetland MD-19, located north and west of Dolsontown Road. The 100-
foot regulated adjacent area for these two (2) wetlands extends into the Heritage Trail. As such,
utility line installation within the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor would require a State
Freshwater Wetland Permit (ECL Article 24) from the NYSDEC prior to construction.

The Heritage Trail crosses four (4) NYSDEC-mapped streams all classified “C”, via bridges and
culverts. Because these streams are class “C,” the provisions of the NYS Protection of Waters
Program (ECL Article 15) do not apply to disturbance within the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor
provided no work is necessary to the bridge footings or culvert crossings.

Eleven (11) emergent freshwater wetlands, and five (5) forested freshwater wetlands are mapped
by NWI adjacent to the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor (see Figure 7). Three (3) of these
wetlands cross under the Heritage Trail Utility Corridor by way of a culvert or a bridge: one
wetland, east of County Route 50, is a mapped palustrine forested/emergent wetland
(PFO1/EML1E), characterized by broad-leaved deciduous plants, persistent standing water, and
seasonal flooding; the second, located west of 1-84, is a persistent, seasonally flooded palustrine
emergent wetland (PEM1E); the third, located west of Dolsontown Road, is a persistent,
seasonally flooded, broad-leaf deciduous Palustrine Forested/Scrub-shrub  wetland
(PFO1/SS1E), connected by culvert to a palustrine emergent wetland, also persistent and
seasonally flooded. Site inspection confirms these mapped wetland types and approximate
locations. These wetland areas, including the NYSDEC-mapped wetlands along the Heritage
Trail Utility Corridor, were field delineated and are shown in Figures 8a through 80 in the
context of the proposed water and sewer conveyance lines.

In addition to the NYSDEC-mapped and NWI mapped wetlands, three (3) wetlands adjacent to
the Middletown wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) (and on City of Middletown property)
were delineated. Wetland A is Monhagan Brook which flows along the west side of the WWTP,
across which there is an existing driveway from Dolson Avenue to the WWTP. Wetland B is a
small isolated emergent wetland on the east side of the WWTP. Wetland C is a drainage channel
northeast of the WWTP, within a transmission line right-of-way, which flows south to join
Monhagan Brook south of the WWTP. No wetlands were identified on the adjacent properties
owned by Orange & Rockland Utilities.

ACCESS ROAD IMPROVEMENT AREA

The Access Road Improvement Area contains a “successional shrubland” community similar to
the shrubland within portions of the Echo Lake property. The habitat contains such plant species
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as red cedar (Juniperis virginiana), common buckthorn (Rhamnus cathartica), blackhaw
(Viburnum prunifolium), gray-stem dogwood (Cornus foemina), blackberry (Rubus
allegheniensis), multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora), and young red maple (Acer rubrum). South of
NYS Route 17M, the Access Road Improvement Area crosses more open field, maintained more
recently and therefore dominated by grasses and herbaceous species.

Wildlife that can be expected to occur within the access road improvement area is not
substantially different from animals expected to occur elsewhere on the Project Site with the
exception of breeding habitat for amphibians that require prolonged inundation, such as mole
salamanders or spotted turtle. Ponds/pools do not occur within the Access Road Improvement
Area. The Area’s succesional shrubland and old field habitats provide habitat for small
mammals, nesting habitat for some song birds, hunting habitat for raptors (hawks) and other
predators, and grazing habitat for deer.

No NWI mapped wetlands are present within the footprint of the proposed access road
improvements. Nor has the NYSDEC mapped any wetlands within the footprint of the proposed
access road improvements. The only Federally-mapped wetland in the vicinity of this area is a
palustrine emergent wetland (PEM1Cd) that is mapped on the south side of NYS Route 17M and
further south than the proposed access road improvement. Most of the footprint of the access
road improvement area is north of NYS Route 17M and within areas mapped as predominantly
moderately well-drained soil.

No wetlands were identified within the area north of NYS Route 17M. The area south of NYS
Route 17M is outside of the NWI-mapped area and appears not to be wetland.

NEW CONSERVATION PROPERTIES
HARTLEY ROAD PROPERTY

The Hartley Road property is a triangular parcel of land that is bound by Echo Lake and Hartley
Roads to the north, and the Heritage Trail alignment to the south. A power line and the
Cheechunk Creek traverse the property. The habitat of the property is characterized by riparian
vegetation, successional southern hardwoods, and successional old field within a transmission
line right-of-way, that are similar to those described for the Ver Hage property.

LIPOFF PROPERTY (WEST)

The Lipoff property west is bound by the Wallkill River to the east, agricultural fields to the
north, Echo Lake Road to the south, and forested areas to the west. Similar to the Lipoff property
east of the Wallkill River, this property primarily consists of successional old field, woodland,
riparian habitat and wetlands. The woodland includes successional southern hardwood and
floodplain forest. A swath of successional old field habitat is located along the southern portion
of the property within a transmission line right-of-way.

WAWAYANDA PROPERTY

The Wawayanda property is bound by Echo Lake Road to the north and west, Echo Lake to the
east, the Echo Lake property to the south. Similar to the portion of the Echo Lake property north
of the Heritage Trail, this property is characterized by southern successional hardwoods, riparian
habitats and wetland areas similar to the portion of the Echo Lake property to the south, as
described in Section F, Echo Lake Property Preservation Areas.
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F. FOREST COMPOSITION AND BAT HABITAT
CHARACTERIZATION

PROJECT SITE

Woodland habitat within the Project Site was characterized on December 9, 15, and 16, 2015
following the methods described by James and Shugart (1970) for the purposes of assessing
potential impacts to Indiana bat and northern long-eared bat habitat due to construction and
operation of the Proposed Project, as well as the net conservation benefit to the two bat species that
would result from the protection of undeveloped portions of the properties. Twenty three 0.1 acre
(0.04 ha) circular plots were randomly established within wooded portions of the Ver Hage, Echo
Lake, and Lipoff properties, both within and outside of the Proposed Project’s limits of disturbance
(LOD) in order to characterize the woodland habitat that would be lost to construct the Proposed
Project as well as the remaining woodland habitat on these three properties that would be
preserved (see Figure 4a and 4b). Within each plot, all shrubs (woody stems < 3 inches diameter
at breast height [DBH]) that were intersected while walking two perpendicular transects across the
0.1 acre circle were identified to species and counted. All trees (woody stems > 3 inches DBH)
within each plot were counted, identified to species, and measured. Additionally, all living trees
and snhags within the plots that were considered to have the potential to be a quality roost tree for
either Indiana or northern long-eared bats were recorded. Criteria for a quality potential roost tree
for either species included DBH greater than or equal to (>) 4 inches, height greater than (>) 10
feet, and the presence of significantly peeling/sloughing bark or cavities that were visible from the
ground (USFWS 2014). Distance to the nearest edge and degree of sun exposure were not
considered because Indiana bats prefer roosts near edges and with direct sun exposure (Callahan et
al. 1997, Menzel et al. 2001, USFWS 2014), but northern long-eared bats usually do not (Menzel
et al. 2002, Owen et al. 2003, Carter and Feldhammer 2005, USFWS 2014). Therefore, all trees
that are considered to be quality potential roost trees are trees that are thought to be quality
potential roost trees for Indiana bats, northern long-eared bats, or both.

The shrub and tree data collected within the plots were used to calculate the following standard
parameters that describe forest structure: (1) shrub density (stems/acre), (2) relative shrub
density (%), (3) tree density (trees/acre), (4) relative tree density (%), (5) tree basal area
(ft¥/acre), and (6) percentage of total basal area per tree species (i.e., dominance). Data from
plots within and outside the LOD were analyzed independently to separately describe the
woodland areas that would be lost and preserved. Because of the heterogeneity of the Project
Site’s woodlands, both within and outside of the LOD, and their fragmented distribution among
multiple properties, plots were grouped into the areas described below rather than pooling them
together and extrapolating the results across the entire Project Site.

VER HAGE PROPERTY

Area of Disturbance

Two sampling plots were located within the narrow peninsula of trees at the southern end of the
Ver Hage property that would be removed to construct the main building of the Amy’s Kitchen
manufacturing facility (Plots 20-21, Figure 10). This approximately 1.6 acre woodland fragment
is in a very early seral stage, with tree DBH averaging 6.3 inches. The maximum DBH of any
tree within the two sampling plots in this location was only 15 inches. No species are
overwhelmingly dominant; the area is composed of a nearly even mix of several young trees,
including shagbark hickory, black cherry, slippery elm, ash (Fraxinus sp.), and butternut hickory
(Table 5). Invasive and/or domesticated tree species are also present, including tree of heaven,
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Bradford pear, and apple (Malus sp.). The understory shrub community is dominated by invasive
multiflora rose, Tatarian honeysuckle, and common buckthorn (Table 6). Three quality potential
roost trees were found within the two sampling plots, two of which were small snags (4 and 7
inch DBH) and a 15 inch DBH shagbark hickory. This equates to an average density of 15
quality potential roost trees per acre, and 24 total quality potential roost trees when extrapolated
to the approximately 1.6 acre area that would be cleared.

Table 5
Tree Composition In the Area of Disturbance of the Proposed
Amy’s Kitchen Manufacturing Facility

Mean DBH Basal area Density Relative density Proportion of total

Tree Species (in)x SD (sqft/acre) (trees/acre) (%) basal area (%)
Shagbark hickory 79+4.1 10.4 25 9.8 16.2
Black cherry 7.4+22 9.7 30 11.8 15.1
Slippery elm 55+2.7 9.0 45 17.6 14.1
Unidentified ash sp. 6.5+3.4 7.0 25 9.8 11.0
Butternut hickory 9.8+6.7 6.4 10 3.9 10.0
White ash 4.8+0.9 6.4 50 19.6 10.0
Tree of heaven 6.5+0.5 35 15 5.9 5.4
Bradford pear 6.5+2.1 2.4 10 3.9 3.8
Eastern red cedar 6.0+2.1 2.1 10 3.9 3.3
Pin oak 7.5 2.1 5 2.0 3.3
Red maple 58+1.1 1.8 10 3.9 2.9
Apple 5.0+2.8 1.6 10 3.9 25
Red oak 6.5 1.2 5 2.0 1.8
Sugar maple 7.0+£0.0 2.7 10 3.9 1.0
Common buckthorn 4.0 0.4 5 2.0 0.7

Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (percentage of total basal area). Data are from sampling
plots 20-21 shown in Figure 10. Trees are defined as woody stems = 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted December 2015.

Table 6
Shrub Composition In the Area of Disturbance of the
Proposed Amy’s Kitchen Manufacturing Facility

Species Density (stems/acre) Relative density (%)
Multiflora rose 120 28.2
Common buckthorn 110 25.9
Tatarian honeysuckle 70 16.5
Gray dogwood 30 7.1
Black raspberry 20 4.7
Japanese barberry 15 3.5
White ash 15 3.5
Wineberry 15 3.5
Privet 10 2.4
Burning bush 5 1.2
Shagbark hickory 5 1.2
Slippery elm 5 1.2
Unidentified shrub 5 1.2
Total 425
Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (relative density) in the
shrub layer. Data are from sampling plots 20-21 shown in Figure 10. Shrubs are
defined as woody stems < 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted
December 2015.
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Preservation Area

Portions of the Ver Hage property that would be outside of the area of disturbance and protected
would provide potential habitat for Indiana and northern long-eared bats (Figure 4). On the Ver
Hage property, this includes the floodplain/riparian forest bordering Cheechunk Creek where it
makes a sharp bend in the northeastern corner of the property. This approximately 5.4 acre area
within and outside the bend is young forest that is generally composed of green ash, American
sycamore, eastern cottonwood, and pin oak. Indiana bats were identified in this area during the
August 2015 acoustic bat survey that was conducted for the Proposed Project. A minimum of 75
feet, and in most places, more than 200 feet, of this floodplain/riparian forest would remain
between the Cheechunk Creek corridor and the LOD for the food manufacturing facility and
warehouse in order to maintain commuting routes and foraging habitat quality for Indiana and
northern long-eared bats. Similarly, the approximately 0.35 mile long segment of riparian forest
currently bordering the eastern side of the Wallkill River along the Ver Hage property’s western
boundary would remain as potential foraging habitat and a commuting route for Indiana and
northern long-eared bats. The mix of woodland and old field at the northern end of the Ver Hage
property would also remain undeveloped and preserved. Altogether, approximately 27 acres of
the VVer Hage property would be left undeveloped after construction of the approximately 37 acre
food manufacturing facility and approximately 6 acre warehouse.

ECHO LAKE PROPERTY

SoS Orchard Parking Area, Guest House, and Guest House Driveway Disturbance Areas

The orchard parking area that would be for regional and national events, the guest house, and the
guest house driveway would all be located on the western side of the Echo Lake property, which
consists of a large area of successional southern hardwoods to the south and a large area of
shrubland/early seral stage forest to the north. The footprints of the orchard parking area and its
adjacent clearings, guest house, and guest house driveway would occupy approximately 16 total
acres that are currently wooded while the remaining areas of disturbance for these elements
presently contain shrubland. Eleven sampling plots were distributed on this western half of the
Echo Lake property, including seven plots within and four plots outside the limits of disturbance
of the parking area, guest house, and guest house driveway to accurately characterize this large
area. Nine of the eleven plots were within the successional southern hardwood forest (Plots 1-6
and 9-11) while the other two plots were within the shrubland/early seral stage forest in the
northwestern portion of the property (Plots 7-8; Figure 10).

Sugar maple is the most dominant tree in the successional southern hardwood forest, comprising
36 percent of the basal area, followed by pin oak, which represents 14 percent (Table 7). Total
tree density averages 204 trees per acre and tree size averages 7.8 inches, although several trees
> 12 inches are present. Quality potential roost trees occur at an overall density of 40 per acre,
which extrapolates to an estimate of 736 total quality potential roost trees that would be removed
within the approximately 18.4 acre area of woodland disturbance. The shrub layer is
overwhelmingly dominated by privet, followed by smaller amounts common buckthorn, gray
dogwood, multiflora rose, bush honeysuckle, and 18 other species (Table 8).
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Table 7
Tree Composition in the Hardwood Forest Within and Adjacent to the Areas of Disturbance of
the Proposed SoS Event Parking Area, Guest House and Guest House Driveway

Mean DBH (in)x Basal area Density Relative density | Proportion of total basal
Tree Species SD (sgft/acre) (trees/acre) (%) area (%)

Sugar maple 11.0+6.8 31.1 34.4 16.9 35.7
Pin oak 84+64 11.9 20.0 9.8 13.7
Red maple 58+3.1 10.0 43.3 21.2 11.5
White oak 18.3+14.8 8.8 3.3 1.6 10.1
White ash 6.7+43 6.0 17.8 8.7 6.9
Ironwood 6.8+22 2.7 10.0 4.9 3.1
Red oak 8.2+4.6 2.6 5.6 2.7 2.9
Yellow birch 11.3+34 2.5 3.3 1.6 2.8
Black cherry 6.4+26 1.7 6.7 3.3 2.0
Eastern hemlock 16.0 1.6 1.1 0.5 1.8
Black birch 53+20 15 8.9 4.4 1.8
Common buckthorn 38+1.0 1.3 15.4 7.5 15
Slippery elm 3.1+23 0.8 4.4 2.2 1.0
Butternut hickory 11.5 0.8 1.1 0.5 0.9
White pine 10.5 0.7 1.1 0.5 0.8
American beech 9.0 0.5 1.1 0.5 0.6
Hawthorn 5.0+2.0 0.5 3.3 1.6 0.6
Paper birch 5.2+0.8 0.5 3.3 1.6 0.6
Gray birch 43+1.6 0.5 4.4 2.2 0.5
Privet 35+0.7 0.5 6.7 3.3 0.5
Musclewood 3507 0.2 2.2 1.1 0.2
Eastern cottonwood 4.7 0.1 1.1 0.5 0.2
Shagbark hickory 4.5 0.1 1.1 0.5 0.1
Norway maple 3.1+0.1 0.1 2.2 1.1 0.1
Flowering dogwood 4.0 0.1 1.1 0.5 0.1
Eastern red cedar 7.5 0.0 1.1 0.5 0.0

Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (percentage of total basal area). Data are from sampling plots
1-6 and 9-11 shown in Figure 10. Trees are defined as woody stems = 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted December 2015.
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Table 8

Shrub Composition in the Hardwood Forest Within and Adjacent to the
Areas of Disturbance of the Proposed SoS Event Parking Area,

Guest House and Guest House Driveway

Species Density (stems/acre) Relative density (%)
Privet 74.4 33.0
Common buckthorn 20.0 8.9
Gray dogwood 20.0 8.9
Multiflora rose 20.0 8.9
Bush honeysuckle 18.9 8.4
Red maple 111 4.9
Slippery elm 10.0 4.4
Japanese barberry 8.9 3.9
Musclewood 5.6 25
Witch hazel 5.6 2.5
American beech 3.3 15
Black locust 3.3 15
Hawthorn 3.3 1.5
Hickory sp. 3.3 1.5
Norway maple 3.3 1.5
Pin oak 3.3 15
Spicebush 3.3 1.5
Unidentified 2.2 1.0
Black cherry 1.1 0.5
Highbush blueberry 1.1 0.5
Ironwood 1.1 0.5
Red oak 1.1 0.5
White oak 1.1 0.5
Total 225.3
Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (relative density) in the shrub
layer. Data are from sampling plots 1-6 and 9-11 shown in Figure 10. Shrubs are defined as
woody stems < 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted December 2015.

The northwestern portion of the Echo Lake property consists of shrubland mixed with areas of
former shrubland that has recently succeeded into very early seral stage forest and has a high
density of saplings. Among the two sampling plots surveyed in this area, the tree community
was dominated by red maple and white ash, both averaging < 5 inches DBH (Table 9). Overall,
DBH averaged only 4.2 inches and there were only three trees with a DBH over 6 inches. Red
maple saplings < 3 inches DBH dominated the understory, with a density of 120 stems per acre.
Common buckthorn was also abundant in the understory (Table 10). There were no quality
potential roost trees within the plots.
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Table 9

Tree Composition in the Shrubland and Early Seral Stage Forest

Within and Adjacent to the Areas of Disturbance of the

Proposed SoS Event Parking Area, Guest House and Guest House Driveway

Mean DBH (in)x| Basal area Density Relative Proportion of total

Tree Species SD (sqgft/acre) (trees/acre) density (%) basal area (%)
Red maple 42+14 1.6 155.0 62.0 44.7
White ash 43+05 1.0 10.0 4.0 28.6
Hawthorn 3.8+0.6 0.2 30.0 12.0 7.0
Common buckthorn 41+0.8 0.2 25.0 10.0 6.9
Pin oak 7.6 0.2 5.0 2.0 4.6
Southern catalpa 5.9 0.1 5.0 2.0 2.7
Black cherry 3.8+0.9 0.1 10.0 4.0 2.3
Slippery elm 3.8+0.9 0.1 10.0 4.0 2.3

Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (percentage of total basal area). Data are from

sampling plots 7-8 shown in Figure 10. Trees are defined as woody stems = 3 inches DBH.

Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted December 2015.

Table 10
Shrub Composition in the Shrubland and Early Seral

Stage Forest Within and Adjacent to the Areas of
Disturbance of the Proposed SoS Event Parking Area,

Guest House and Guest House Driveway

Species Density (stems/acre) Relative density (%)
Red maple 120.0 45.3
Common buckthorn 80.0 30.2
Bush honeysuckle 30.0 11.3
Multiflora rose 20.0 7.5
White ash 10.0 3.8
Bush honeysuckle 5.0 1.9

Total 265.0

Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (relative
density) in the shrub layer. Data are from sampling plots 7-8 shown in
Figure 10. Shrubs are defined as woody stems < 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey
conducted December 2015.

SoS Bus Parking Area Disturbance Area

One sampling plot was surveyed within the area of disturbance of the SoS bus parking area, on
the eastern side of the Echo Lake property, adjacent to the Wallkill River (Plot 16, Figure 10).
The tree community is dominated by sugar maple and black cherry (Table 11) and has an
average DBH of 8.0 inches. Five quality potential roost trees were found within the sampling
plot, which equates to an estimated density of 50 quality potential roost trees per acre and an
estimate of 130 quality potential roost trees that would be removed from this approximately 2.6
acre area of woodland. The understory is relatively dense and consists of mostly red maple
saplings and common buckthorn (Table 12).
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Table 11

Tree Composition in the SoS Bus Parking Area

Mean DBH (in)x Basal area Density Relative density |Proportion of total basal

Tree Species SD (sqgft/acre) (trees/acre) (%) area (%)

Black cherry 11.4+45 31.5 40.0 19.0 35.2
Sugar maple 7.4+4.4 27.0 70.0 33.3 30.2
Red maple 6.0+3.4 9.7 40.0 19.0 10.9
White oak 7.8+3.9 7.4 20.0 9.5 8.3
Pin oak 11.5 7.2 10.0 4.8 8.1
Red oak 6.5+0.7 4.6 20.0 9.5 5.1
White ash 6.0 2.0 10.0 4.8 2.2

Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (percentage of total basal area). Data are from sampling

plot 16 shown in Figure 10. Trees are defined as woody stems = 3 inches DBH.

Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey conducted December 2015.

Table 12
Shrub Composition in the SoS Bus Parking Area

Species Density (stems/acre) | Relative density (%)
Red maple 60.0 194
Common buckthorn 50.0 16.1
Sugar maple 40.0 12.9
Red oak 30.0 9.7
Musclewood 30.0 9.7
Pin oak 20.0 6.5
White ash 20.0 6.5
Privet 20.0 6.5
American beech 20.0 6.5
Japanese barberry 10.0 3.2
Hickory sp. 10.0 3.2
Total 310.0
Notes: Species are listed in descending order of dominance (relative
density) in the shrub layer. Data are from sampling plot 16 shown in Figure
10. Shrubs are defined as woody stems < 3 inches DBH.
Source: Forest composition and bat habitat characterization survey