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I. Project Description

A. Introduction

Seneca Dairy Systems LLC (“SDS”) proposes to redevelop a portion of an approximately
75 acre parcel of land bounded on the north by West Romulus Road (“Parcel”) located on the
former Seneca Army Depot (“SEDA” or “Depot”) in the Town of Romulus (“Town”), in Seneca
County, New York. The redevelopment entails revitalizing a portion of the Parcel by
constructing and operating the Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility
(“Project”), a state-of-the-art galvanizing mill and related operations to allow SDS to expand
existing operations and meet growing demand for the company’s products. The Project will
result in the development of approximately 18 acres of the Parcel and will be sited at the
southwest corner of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road (“Site””). Appendix A contains
survey maps indicating the precise location of the Parcel within the Depot.

SDS is owned and operated by Earl Martin, who was unanimously selected by the Seneca
County Industrial Development Agency (“SENIDA”) as the winning bidder of an RFP process to
sell approximately 6,800 acres of Depot property in June 2016. Mr. Martin’s bid was selected
from a pool of 16 competitive bids because his bid showed the strongest economic, environmental,
and financial viability after SENIDA’s comprehensive evaluation. Mr. Martin now seeks to
develop a portion of the Depot property for the Project.

SDS manufactures steel products, including a mix of sheet metal, bar stock, round and
square tubing, and specialty steels that are used to make equipment for various farm and dairy
operations across the United States and other select regions worldwide. SDS’ product offerings
for large-scale dairy and farming operations include: ventilation systems and controls for

regulating temperature inside barns and maintaining air quality; fans and evaporative cooling






systems for additional temperature control inside barns; stalls and beds designed for animal
comfort; feeding rails, panels, and lockups to assist with animal feeding and herd management;
livestock watering systems and steel tank waterers; steel gates and panels for livestock and herd
management; and assocliated hardware, clamps, brackets, latches, hinges, and specialty fasteners
for mounting and installing equipment.

SDS is a long-time member of Seneca County’s business community, and currently
employs approximately 35 people at its existing facility at 3236 Hoster Road, Seneca Falls, New
York 13148 (“Hoster Road Facility”). SDS’ day-to-day operations presently include both
manufacturing and galvanizing processes that are expected to continue, but expand considerably,
in connection with the Project. The Project is a key component of SDS’ strategic initiative to meet
growing demand for the company’s products, and reduce the company’s reliance on foreign
imported steel and iron products. The Project is a major proposed investment to relocate SDS’
manufacturing and galvanizing operations from the existing Hoster Road Facility to the Site within
the Depot. SDS intends for the Hoster Road Facility to remain open and operational to provide

support for SDS’ business operations.

B. Project Background

Mr. Martin’s acquisition of approximately 6,800 acres of Depot property provides the
backdrop for a long-term, wide-ranging effort to revitalize the Depot and promote local and
regional economic development consistent with community objectives. Mr. Martin’s long-term
plans for the Depot property, as set forth in his bid proposal to SENIDA, include an approximately
$13 million dollar proposed investment in the Project, but also include multiple other proposed
components for repurposing different portions of the Depot property. Mr. Martin’s future

conceptual plans for other portions of the Depot property include:












C. Project Details

The Project features a multi-phase development that will occur over an approximate ten
year period on the 18+/- acre Site. Attached as Appendix B is a concept plan depicting the three
phases of development on the approximately 18 acre Site. After all proposed phases of
development are complete, the Project will be composed of utility buildings, a galvanizing plant,
office space, warehouse buildings, and mill and welding facilities that will occupy a total of
approximately 220,000 sq. ft. in addition to associated parking areas, installation of required
utilities, and a stormwater retention pond (see, Appendix B).

The primary feature of the Project will be the construction of an approximately 48,600 sq.
ft. galvanizing plant (the “Galvanizing Plant”). In short, galvanizing is the process of dipping
fabricated steel parts into a large kettle containing molten zinc, which produces a chemical reaction
that forms a tight bond between the steel and the zinc. Additional details regarding the galvanizing
process are addressed more fully below. Galvanizing provides superior corrosion protection for
steel parts and increases the longevity, durability, and sustainability of steel products. In fact,
galvanized steel is so durable that it generally requires no maintenance (such as sandblasting,
repainting etc.) during the products’ service life. Because SDS’ customers and product-offerings
are concentrated in the agricultural sector, it is crucial for SDS to offer galvanized steel products
and equipment that require minimal upkeep and that each product is manufactured to meet the
challenges of year-round, all-weather, agricultural and livestock management processes.

Galvanizing methods and galvanizing facilities are commonplace in the United States and
around the world. Galvanized steel is made from two naturally occurring elements--namely, zinc
and iron ore (i.e. steel)--and accordingly the galvanizing process does not introduce disruptive

chemicals into the ecosystem. Galvanized steel is long-lasting and requires little upkeep after the






finished product is installed by the end user. Moreover, galvanized steel can be recycled, and both
steel and zinc feature high reclamation and recycling rates according to the American Galvanizers
Association. Accordingly, principles of sustainability and re-use are fundamental to the
galvanizing process and the life cycle of galvanized steel products.

1. Project Phase 1

Phase 1 of the Project contemplates the development of approximately 56,000 sq. ft. of
building space, consisting of the Galvanizing Plant referenced above, and office space to support
the Project’s manufacturing operations. Phase 1 will also include the construction of a
stormwater management system, utilities (including water, sewer, gas, electric, and fiber optics),
and paved and gravel parking areas and access roadways. In addition, repairs will be made to
West Romulus Road to provide access to the Site from Route 96A to the west and Route 96 to
the east. Phase 1 is anticipated to generate 12 new employees after year one of operation and
generate another 23 employees after year two of operation.

2. Project Phase 2

Phase 2 of the Project is anticipated to begin within four years after Phase 1 is operational
and stabilized. Phase 2 contemplates the development of up to 90,000 sq. ft. of additional
building space, which will consist of at least two 30,000 sq. ft. mill- and welding facilities, and
another 30,000 sq. ft. building that will be used for either a warehouse area, or a third mill and
welding facility, to be determined based on the Project’s needs at that time. Phase 2 may also
include the potential for an addition to the warehouse area depending on the Project’s needs
throughout Phase 2. Additional utility construction will be completed as needed to service the
Phase 2 developments. At the completion of Phase 2, it is anticipated that the Project will

employ an additional 25 employees.






3. Project Phase 3

Phase 3 of the Project is expected to begin within four years after Phase 2 is operational.
Phase 3 contemplates the development of up to another 77,000 sq. ft. of additional building
space, which will consist of another 30,000 sq. ft. mill and welding facility, a 17,000 sq. ft.
warehouse area, and an additional 30,000 sq. ft. building that will be used for either additional
warehouse area or an additional mill and welding facility, to be determined based on the
Project’s then existing needs. Additional utility construction will be completed as needed to
service the Phase 3 developments. The Project’s total number of employees is expected to
increase to 125 employees after Phase 3 is fully operational.

4. Project Operations

When the Project begins to operate, the bulk of the products and materials SDS uses to
supply its manufacturing and galvanizing operations will be delivered to the Project by tractor
trailer trucks throughout the week from Monday through Friday. SDS anticipates 3-5 semi-
trailer trucks per day, 4-5 small flatbed trailers pulled by pickup trucks per day, and 1 scrap
metal truck per week. Additionally, SDS anticipates daily small package delivery via UPS
and/or Fed-Ex. Once materials arrive at the Project, they will be unloaded, and the different
types of steel will be placed into inventory in different locations inside the Project’s facilities.
Raw steel received by SDS will be treated and fabricated into a final product according to the
processes described below.

Level one process includes fabrication, which is the process of forging a raw piece of
steel into a discrete component part that is the correct size and shape to fit into an end product.

The fabrication process involves cutting and shearing steel sheet metal, bar stock and tubing to






the correct lengths and sizes as needed to produce SDS’ end products for use by dairy operations
and other farming operations.

Level two processes include the secondary stages of preparing materials for use in SDS’
end products. Level two processes include bending, coping (a specialized method of joining
metal parts together), and drilling the newly fabricated parts to suit later assembly needs. Level
three processes include welding, fitting, and racking parts. This is the final preparatory step
before the parts go to the galvanizing stage.

The galvanizing process begins with a degreaser bath. Degreasing is a method of
removing grease, oil, and dirt frorﬁ steel parts by submerging the parts in a tank of degreaser bath
solution. The Project will use a phosphoric acid-based degreaser bath solution to clean the steel
parts. The degreaser bath solution will be composed of approximately 90% water to 10%
phosphoric acid-based degreaser, and will have a pH value ranging between 2.5pH to 1.8pH.
For a frame of reference, this is approximately the same pH as Coca-Cola. The degreaser bath
solution will be heated to a maintained temperature between 90°F-100°F,

By comparison, other alternative degreasing methods generally require a higher heat
between 140°F-180°F and carry a higher pH between 11pH tol13pH, in addition to using tank
agitation methods to speed the degreasing process. A high heat, high pH, caustic solution can
attack fatty tissue and cause burns to unprotected skin. SDS specifically selected its proposed
degreasing method because of its more benign bath solution, which promotes safety for
employees and the environment. An additional benefit of the degreasing method SDS has
selected is that a lower temperature bath solution means there will be fewer vapors as compared

to a higher heat, more caustic bath solution.












the pickling tank to reduce the acid fumes by 70%, and any existing fumes will be collected
using the same system as in the degreasing stage of production described above. Next, the
product is lowered into a third rinse bath and all traces of the hydrochloric acid mixture are
rinsed from the steel. The product is then treated again with a fourth and final rinse bath for
added assurance that the product is clean and ready for additional processes.

The next step in the galvanizing process is to dip the steel into flux. Flux is a chemical
compound that helps bond two metals together, in this case zinc and steel. The flux serves two
purposes. The first is to coat the steel with a sealant that keeps the metal from re-oxidizing. The
second purpose for this flux dip is to prepare the steel material so that it can form a strong bond
with the zinc material. The flux is a mixture of ammonium chloride and zinc chloride. It is
heated to 140°F. The steel is dipped into the flux to allow a full coating to cover the steel. Just
as in the degreasing stage and the pickling stage, this flux stage will also feature a fume hood
system that collects any vapors and scrubs them to prevent unwanted dispersal of fumes.

After the flux stage, the next step in the galvanizing process is the dry heat chamber. The
dry heat chamber is designed to dry the metal product after the rinse and flux bath before it is
lowered into a molten zinc bath. The dry heat chamber uses the excess gas from the furnace to
preheat the steel, which reduces the amount of heat leaving the plant, reduces the amount of heat
necessary to maintain the molten zinc bath, and allows the steel to move through the system
faster. The net results are an increase in throughput and an overall reduction of energy
consumption. Additionally, when the steel is submerged in the molten zinc bath, any moisture
on the steel immediately turns to steam, which can cause the zinc to splatter. While the system

has a completely enclosed hood to prevent emissions, the steam could create a safety hazard for












standard safety protocols, as well as certain drills to ensure employees’ safety. All equipment in
the Galvanizing Plant, and every facility within the Project, will have a rigorous maintenance
schedule and will be monitored on a routine basis for any and all potential issues. SDS will also
run regular tests on all chemicals used in the galvanizing process to ensure correct ratios and safe
and reliable use of these materials.

In the modern manufacturing sector, where SDS currently operates and thrives, it is
essential to address and correct practices that are detrimental to the environment and the health
and safety of employees. Accordingly, SDS is committed to meeting or exceeding all
environmental standards, including those for testing the chemical composition of the galvanizing
processes’ byproducts prior to appropriate disposal. This will ensure that no hazardous materials
are released from the production and galvanizing process, and minimize the potential for creation
of hazardous waste from the Project. Additionally, SDS will implement a comprehensive air
quality management system in the facility, composed of air scrubbers and baghouse filters.
These systems will be designed to remove any dust particulates from the air in the facility and
ensure no excessive pollutants emerge from the facility. While the Project will produce some
waste material, the majority of the waste material will be sent for recycling, so that a minimal
amount of waste ends up in traditional landfills. As described above, steel is readily recyclable.
SDS intends to use a company such as Safety Clean to advise and dispose of the more sensitive
and potentially hazardous waste that may be produced during the galvanizing processes.

D. SEQRA

Under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (“SEQRA™), prior to an agency
undertaking or approving a project, it must consider the potential environmental impacts of a

proposed project. As such, SENIDA cannot act on SDS’ application for financial assistance until
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a SEQRA process has been completed. Because of the size of the Project (inore than 10 acres), a
coordinated SEQRA process is mandatory. Thus, it is suggested that the SENIDA act as lead
agency and conduct a coordinated SEQRA process with interested and involved agencies. A
copy of Part 1 of the Full Environmental Assessment Form is attached hereto as Appendix C.

The SEQRA process would be commenced upon the adoption of a resolution by
SENIDA declaring its intent to act as lead agency. A Notice of Intent to proceed as lead agency
would then be sent to all interested and involved agencies which would formally start the
coordinated review. Interested and involved agencies would then have 30 days to contest
SENIDA’s lead agency status. Assuming that no agency does so, the SENIDA would be
established as the lead agency and is charged with making the SEQRA determination of
significance for all interested and involved agencies.

There will be a number of interested and involved agencies because the Project will
require multiple reviews, permits and approvals. On a preliminary basis, we have developed the
following list of interested and involved agencies:

e Seneca County Industrial Development Agency

e New York State Homes and Community Renewal

e New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
e Town of Romulus Planning Board

¢ Town of Romulus Town Board

e Town of Romulus Zoning Board of Appeals

e Empire State Development

e United States Army Corps of Engineers

e New York State Department of Transportation, Region 3

e New York State Department of Transportation, Cayuga/Seneca Residency
e Seneca County Planning Board

e Seneca County Board of Supervisors

e Seneca County Public Works

e Seneca County Office of Emergency Management

e Village of Ovid Fire Department

e Romulus Volunteer Fire Dept., Inc.

e Varick Volunteer Fire Co., Inc.
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II.  Site Description

A. The SEDA/ Depot Property

In 1941, the U.S. Government acquired 10,587 acres in Romulus and Varick, New York,
an area that became known as the Seneca Army Depot Activity (“SEDA” or the “Depot™). The
U.S. Army (“Army”) operated SEDA and began its primary mission of receipt, maintenance, and
supply of military explosives in 1943. After the end of World War II, SEDA’s mission shifted
from supply to storage, maintenance and disposal of ammunition.

The Army operated 927 structures at the Depot including maintenance shops, a machine
shop, two sewage treatment plants, a water treatment plant, an uncontaminated trash incinerator,
soldier support facilities (including living quarters, and dining and recreational facilities),
munitions storage facilities, facilities for the demilitarization/disposal of munitions, warehouses
for the storage of hazardous and non-hazardous materials, and training facilities for the U.S.
Army Reserves and National Guard. The munitions storage facilities, which encompassed
approximately 4,000 acres of the Depot, were comprised of 519 earth covered igloo magazines, 8
standard magazines, 2 inert warehouses, 2 small arms warehouses, and 3 maintenance facilities.
SEDA also has an airfield with a 7,000 foot runway and refueling services.

From inception until its mission was terminated in 1999, the demilitarization of
munitions was performed by openly burning, directly on the ground surface, and incinerating in
deactivation furnaces. Explosives that could not be incinerated were dismantled and the powder
and/or propellant was removed by steam cleaning and disposed of onsite in pits. During the
1950s and 1960s, wastewater generated from washing radioactive contaminated clothing was

stored in a 5,000-gallon tank. In 1987, SEDA attempted to remove the tank, but then backfilled
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Base Realignment and Closure (“BRAC”) list. With SEDA’s inclusion on the BRAC list, the
Army’s emphasis expanded from investigation/remediation to include the release and reuse of
non-affected portions of SEDA to the surrounding community for non-military purposes. BRAC
required that the Army finalize decisions and actions for SWMUSs, regardless of ranking, so the
sites may be released for non-military use. As part of BRAC, the Army commissioned an
Environmental Baseline Survey (“EBS”) to assess the condition of the whole property. The EBS
is annexed hereto as Appendix D. Based on the EBS, an additional four AOCs were identified
and labeled SEAD-121C, SEAD-1211, SEAD-122B, and SEAD-122E.V Additionally, per the
requirements of BRAC, the Army commissioned an Ordnance and Explosives Archives Search,
which resulted in two additional AOCs labeled as SEAD-007-R-01 and SEAD-002-R-01.
Accordingly, the total number of AOCs requiring investigations increased to 84 sites.

SEDA’s military mission terminated in September 1999 and the installation was closed in
September 2000. The Army commissioned several Findings of Suitability to Transfer (“FOST”)
for the transfer of approximately 9,500 acres to the Seneca County Industrial Development
Agency (“SENIDA”), which included 7,000 acres of conservation/recreation, 900 acres of
Planned Industrial Development/Warehouse Area (“PID Area”) and 500 acres of airfield parcel.
The FOSTs were finalized in and around 2003 and the 9,500 acres was subsequently transferred
to SENIDA. The Army has also transferred an additional approximately 300 acres of the Prison
Parcel to the New York State and for creation of a county jail. The Army has retained ownership

of approximately 800 acres that includes nine AOCs where unauthorized access is restricted.~

1 SEADs 12, 23, 45, 46, 57, 70, 72, 002-R-01 and 007-R-01.
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Per the requirements of CERCLA, a Record of Decision (“ROD”) is prepared for each
AOC to document the selection of remedial action by the Army and the EPA, chosen in
accordance with the requirements of CERCLA and the National Oil and Hazardous Substances
Pollution Contingency Plan, where applicable. The BRAC Environmental Coordinator, the
Army and the EPA have been delegated the authority to approve the RODs, and the NYSDEC
and the New York State Department of Health (“NYSDOH”) were consulted on the planned
remedy.

Between 1999 and present, a ROD has been signed for 83 of the 84 SWMUs. Pursuant to
the RODs, extensive investigations, sampling, testing, remediation, and removal and disposal of
contaminated materials has occurred at the Depot.

As aresult, 9 SWMUs are retained by the Army, there is no unauthorized access
permitted in these AOCs, and they are still under assessment.2

Additionally, 39 SWMUSs have signed RODs with a No Action or a No Further Action
determination because these sites do not pose a threat to the public health, welfare or the
environment.> A No Action or No Further Action is the final step in the CERCLA process and
accordingly these 39 sites are not subject to further review.

SEAD-53 (the Munitions Storage Igloos) is one of the sites with a No Action
determination because this site does not pose a significant threat to human health or the

environment. SEAD-53 is located within the central portion of the property designated as

2SEADs 12, 23, 45, 46, 57, 70, 72, 002-R-01 and 007-R-01.
3SEADs 4,7,9,10, 11, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 42, 47,

48, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 58, 60, 61, 63, 65A, 65B, 65C, and 68.
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conservation/recreation area and measures roughly 2,900 acres. The Site is located within
SEAD-53, in an area that allows for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure and is no longer an
AOC or subject to regulatory or use constraints.

Finally, the remaining 36 AOCs have received signed RODs and are suitable for
commercial and industrial uses.* These sites are subject to certain Land Use Restrictions
(“LUR?”) that include a prohibition of development and use of the property for residential
housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; prevention of
access to or use of the groundwater; digging restrictions; and a prison parcel reversionary deed.
The Airfield Parcel is subject to an environmental easement that prohibits development and use
of the property for residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and
playgrounds. In addition, several of the sites are located in the PID Area and are subject to a
PID-wide environmental easement that prohibits development and use of the property for
residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; and
prohibits access to or use of the groundwater.

A portion of the Parcel is located within SEAD-66 (Pesticide Storage) within the PID
Area®. This portion of the Parcel has LURS prohibiting the development and use of the property
for residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds;

and prohibiting access to or use of the groundwater.

4SEADs 1,2,3,5,6,8,13,14,15, 16, 17, 25, 26, 27, 39, 40, 41, 43, 56, 69, 44 A, 44B, 52, 59,
62, 64A, 64B, 64C, 64D, 66, 67,71,121C, 1211, 122B, 122E.

3 While a portion of the Parcel is located within SEAD-66 (and the PID Area), the Site is

entirely outside SEAD-66 and the PID Area.
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Pursuant to CERCLA, reviews are required a minimum of every five years for any sites
that do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure. Accordingly, the 36 sites
referenced above were the subject of a five-year statutory review in 2011 and again in 2016. A
copy of the 2016 five-year statutory review is annexed hereto as Appendix E. The 2011 and
2016 five-year statutory reviews determined that with the LURSs in place, the ASC’s remain
protective of human health and the environment.

In June 2016, SENIDA transferred approximately 6,800 acres to SDS as the winning
bidder of an RFP process. A majority of the Parcel is authorized for unlimited use and unrestricted
exposure, including the Site, because there is no threat to the public health, welfare or the
environment. The remaining portions of the Parcel (within SEAD-66) are suitable for commercial
and industrial uses and, with LURs in place, are protective of human health and the environment.

B.  The Site

As described above, the Site is an approximate 18 acre portion of the Parcel located at the
southwest corner of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road, within the greater Depot property.
See Appendix B.

1. Physical Description

The Site’s physical character is largely field vegetation (much of it non-native or
invasive) growing out of old graveled and paved roadways, parking lots, and equipment and
material storage areas present on the Site from past Depot operations. There is a small
approximate 1,200 square foot utility building currently on the Site.

There are three soil types that cover the Site: Romulus Silty Clay Loam, Darien Silt

Loam 0-3% slope, and Angola Silt Loam 0-3% slope. The Site contains open fields of grasses,
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sedges, and wildflowers with little to no shrubs and trees. Bedrock levels are an average of 6’
below the surface and there are no rock outcroppings present on the Site.

Approximately 40% of the Parcel is considered well-drained, and the well-drained
portion of the Parcel includes areas that the Army previously paved and ditched along with the
land directly adjacent to any ditches previously constructed. The moderately drained areas are
primarily areas with up to 3% slope and some areas that are adjacent to roads and ditches. In
addition, there are some areas that have minimal top soil cover and during the summer have been
observed to get very dry. There are no wetlands on the Site.

The Site is an optimal location for the Project on the Depot property and the Parcel given

the proximity to existing infrastructure, including water, sewer, electricity and fiber optic, which

has adequate capacity to serve the Project.
2. Zoning

In 1995, the Seneca County Board of Supervisors established the Seneca Army Depot
Local Redevelopment Authority, an agency charged with preparing a redevelopment plan for the
Depot. A Reuse Plan and Implementation Strategy (“Reuse Plan”) was adopted in 1996. The
Reuse Plan was app;oved by the Seneca County Board of Supervisors and the Romulus Town
Board.

The Town of Romulus’ 2001 Comprehensive Plan (“Comprehensive Plan”) notes that
the closure of the Depot was highly detrimental to the Town, and envisions a transition from a
government-based economy to private sector economic growth.

The Comprehensive Plan originally laid out six land use areas, including Conservation
and Recreation, and Industrial/Warehouse on the Parcel. These zoning classifications were

incorporated into the Town of Romulus Zoning Law in 2002.
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In 2003, approximately 9,500 acres of the Depot were transferred to SENIDA. In 2004,
SENIDA, the agency responsible for implementing the Reuse Plan, undertook a Master Plan
update. The purpose of that update was to reevaluate the portion of the property that had been
designated Conservation/Recreation, including the Parcel, and to identify alternative uses. The
Master Plan was completed in 2005. In 2006, the Town of Romulus Zoning Law was updated to
reflect the Master Plan update. A new district was created, the “Energy-Development (“E/D”)
District”, which was meant to “promote the management of renewable resources, the
development of alternative energy sources, and the development of industrial uses which provide
a product for, or utilize and promote, alternative energy sources.” The E/D district was meant to
promote the development of the central and western portions of the Depot. Manufacturing and
warchousing uses, such as those contemplated by the Project, were permitted in the E/D district
upon issuance of a Special Permit.

A 2013 Varick/Romulus Depot Zoning Study prepared by Stuart I. Brown Associates
evaluated further zoning revisions to “identify land uses that would further each town’s goals and
ensure that these uses are allowed/encouraged”, encourage the management of the white deer
herd, and ensure that the zoning was ready for uses that may be proposed on the Depot. The
proposed revisions included replacing the E/D district with “Warehouse, Industrial,
Transportation, Energy District (“WITE”)” and 342 acres overall (177 acres along Route 96 and
165 acres along West Romulus Road) of Agricultural District. An Environmental Restrictions
Overlay was also proposed for the /W district. Manufacturing and warehousing remained
Special Permit Uses in the WITE district, though not listed as permitted uses in the Agricultural
District. Included in the uses permitted by Special Permit in the Agricultural District was

“Agricultural Support Business.” An Agricultural Support Business is defined as “a commercial
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enterprise whose primary function is to provide goods and services, which directly support
agricultural use. These commercial enterprises include but are not limited to: feed store, farm
implement sales, grain storage and fertilizer distribution.” In 2015, these zoning amendments
were adopted by the Town of Romulus “to better reflect existing and proposed uses of land” on
the Depot.

Currently, the Parcel is zoned WITE, Agricultural, and,to the east, across Fayette Road,
I/W. The Site is currently zoned Agricultural.
III.  Analysis of Environmental Impacts

This section provides an evaluation of the potential environmental impacts associated
with the construction and operation of the Project. For the convenience of the Lead Agency, as

well as interested and involved agencies, the analysis has been organized based on Part 2 of the

Full Environmental Assessment Form.

A. Impact on Land

1. Physical Resources

The proposed Project will involve construction on, and physical alteration of, the land
surface of the Site, and will increase impervious surfaces on the Site. However, all work will be
completed in conformance with required State regulations. The Project will not involve |
construction on land where the depth to the water table is less than three feet, as the average
depth is 6°6”. No construction is proposed on slopes of 15% or greater, as there are no slopes of
15% or greater on the Site. Except for grading and excavation work associated with foundations
for buildings and associated parking, the slope of the land will not be significantly altered by the
Project. Average depth to bedrock is 6°. While there will be excavation for stormwater

management features and installation of foundations, all excavated material will remain on site.
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Although the Project is proposed in three phases over an estimated 10-year span,
construction activity will be intermittent. There will be approximately four years between each
proposed phase. The overall level of construction activity will not differ substantially from a
single phase project. In addition, the isolated nature of the Site on the 75-acre Parcel as well as
the overall 6,800 acres owned by Earl Martin will mitigate any potential impact from phased
construction. There are no nearby neighbors that would be disturbed by construction activities.
In fact, the Project is uniquely sited because of its isolated location.

The Project will not result in increased erosion. Pursuant to NYSDEC requirements, a
State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit for Stormwater
Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-10-001) and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention
Plan (“SWPPP”) are required. The SWPPP will include both permanent and temporary
stormwater control measures that will minimize stormwater runoff during construction and
operation of the Project. SDS will implement soil and erosion control measures during
construction. The Site is not located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area.

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to the physical
resources of the land.

2. Impact on Land Use and Zoning

The Project will result in a new facility on land that is not currently developed, but has a
history of military use as the now-decommissioned Depot. As a result, the Site is part of an area
proposed for economic redevelopment and a return to productive use. The Project is consistent
with the County and Town’s goals for the Depot property. The County’s Economic
Development Plan notes the Depot as an area for focused investment and development. The

Town’s Comprehensive Plan notes that its intent is to direct commercial, business and industrial
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growth to the “preferred locations in the Depot redevelopment area.” The Project will result in
exactly the kind of redevelopment envisioned for the Depot property and the Site, and is
proposed to be located on an area with existing utility capacity. These benefits will be achieved
without impacting any neighbors due to the isolated nature of the Site.

The Site is currently zoned Agricultural, with the remainder of the Parcel zoned I/'W and
WITE. Although the current zoning of the Site is Agricultural, industrial, manufacturing and
warehousing uses were permitted on the Site as recently as 2015. While the Project may qualify
as an “Agricultural Support Business” currently permitted by Special Permit in the Agricultural
district, it is likely a rezoning to WITE for the Site will be required due to the manufacturing
nature of the Project. Manufacturing and warehousing is permitted in the WITE district upon
issuance of a Special Permit. The portions of the Parcel zoned WITE and I/W, which are
adjacent to the Site, currently allow for industrial, manufacturing and warehousing uses. Further,
as noted above, the Site is an optimal location for the Project on the Depot property and the
Parcel given the proximity to existing infrastructure, including water, sewer, electricity and fiber
optic, which has adequate capacity to serve the Project. Infrastructure challenges on the Depot
property are well-known, and development at this Site avoids those issues.

Accordingly, the proposed Project, although it may require a rezoning, is consistent with
the past and present permitted uses on the Parcel, along with the economic development goals for
the Depot.

To the east of Fayette Road, the Parcel is zoned /W and is part of the Environmental
Restrictions Overlay. SEAD-66 (Pesticide Storage) is located on that portion of the Parcel, but
not in the Site that will be disturbed for the Project. SEAD-66 purportedly stored certain

chemicals, however specific hazardous materials have not been identified. SEAD-66 is also
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subject to an environimental easement restricting the development and use of the property for
residential housing, elementary and secondary schools, childcare facilities and playgrounds; and
prohibiting access to or use of the groundwater. SEAD-66 is subject to review, pursuant to
CERCLA, minimum of every five years as part of the Army’s closure of the Depot. The 2011
and 2016 five-year statutory reviews determined that with the LURSs in place, these sites remain
protective of human health and the environment. See Appendix E. Development on the Site
will not affect SEAD-66, as there will be no land disturbance or development on the portion of
the Parcel across Fayette Road, in the Environmental Restrictions Overlay.

Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts to land use and
zoning.

B. Impact on Geological Features

The Site consists of a previously developed area of the Depot that has been reverting into
field vegetation (much of it non-native or invasive). There are no unique or unusual land forms
on the Site (e.g., cliffs, dunes, minerals, fossils or caves). Nor are there any National Natural
Landmarks at or around the Site. Accordingly, the Project will not have a significant adverse

impact upon geological features.

C. Impact on Water

The development of the Site will not have any impacts to wetlands. However,
development of the Site will result in new impervious surfaces which will require stormwater
management systems to properly handle stormwater flows and ensure proper management of

such stormwater on-Site.
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1. Wetlands

According to the NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper, no wetlands that would
qualify as Federally or State-regulated wetlands exist on the Parcel. Additionally, SDS
commissioned a Wetland Survey for the Site, which is attached hereto as Appendix F. The
wetland survey identified a recently constructed wetland to the north of the Site, created as an
ecological offset during the runway expansion at the Finger Lakes Regional Airport located in
Seneca Falls NY. While this constructed wetland is located on the Parcel, it is not located on the
Site (see Appendix B) and will not be disturbed by the Project.

2. Surface and Ground Waters

Reeder Creek passes through the Parcel in a north/south direction. It is located west of
the Site and flowing predominantly northwesterly and leaving the Depot before it turns to the
west and flows into Seneca Lake. Surface drainage from the Parcel will discharge into Reeder
Creek. In order to ensure that development of the Site will not adversely impact the Creek, SDS
commissioned a Preliminary Stormwater Report for the Project, which is included as
Appendix G. As detailed in that report, as a result of the Project, approximately 18+ acres of
impermeable surfaces will be developed and will require a stormwater infrastructure to handle
and treat stormwater runoff. As detailed in the Preliminary Stormwater Report, the amount of
stormwater flow is a function of watershed characteristics such as acreage, land cover, slope, and
soils. Regardless of the size of the contributing area, upstream watershed and drainage
characteristics affect the amount of flow and rate of discharge from storm events.

Runoff pollution affects the water quality of the small tributaries, ponds or other
receiving waters including ground waters. The planned excavation and fill events associated

with construction of the Project present the possibility of silt laden runoff entering streams as a
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result of storm events occurring during construction. Also, the potential for oil spills exist from
construction vehicles, a risk common to construction projects. Pursuant to NYSDEC
requirements, a State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit for
Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-10-001) and a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (“SWPPP”) are required. The SWPPP will include both permanent and
temporary stormwater control measures that will minimize stormwater runoff during
construction and operation of the Project. SDS will implement soil and erosion control measures
during construction to ensure that there are no inappropriate discharges of contaminants to
surface waters during construction. Following site stabilization and construction of the Project,
stormwater will be managed in accordance with the requirements of the SPDES Multi-Sector
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity (GP-0-17-004)
and best management practices would be employed to protect water quality. Accordingly, the

Project will not have a significant adverse impact upon surface or ground waters.

D. Impact on Flooding

The Project will have no adverse impacts to flooding. The Parcel is not located in a flood
zone or in an area prone to flooding. All stormwater generated from new impervious surfaces
associated with the Project will be appropriately handled on-Site with the focus of stormwater
treatment being infiltration into the ground (see, Appendix G). Additionally, approximately
40% of the Parcel is considered well-drained and the well-drained portion includes areas that the
Army previously paved and ditched. The moderately drained areas are primarily areas with up to
3% slope and some areas that are adjacent to Army-created roads and ditches. There are also

some areas that have minimal top soil cover and during the summer have been observed to get
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very dry. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon flooding or

flooding conditions.

E. Impact on Air

The Project will have air emissions associated with the galvanizing and pickling lines and
will require appropriate air permits from NYSDEC. A detailed air emissions report is being

prepared and will be submitted to the lead agency under separate cover as soon as it is complete.

F. Impact on Plants and Animals

SDS commissioned a Flora & Fauna Survey for the Site, which is included as
Appendix H. Site investigations have found minimal habitat on the Site. In addition, while the
NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper suggested rare species or rare ecological community
types may exist in the Parcel vicinity, Site investigations did not identify the presence of any
threatened or endangered species on-Site.

The Site is predominantly field vegetation (much of it non-native or invasive) growing
out of old graveled and paved roadways, parking lots, and equipment and material storage areas
present on the Site from past Depot operations. These open fields of grasses, sedges and
wildflowers with little to no shrubs and trees do not provide the protective environments of dense
woodlot, wetland vegetation or heavy scrub brush that promote large animal populations.

Bald Eagles and Osprey have periodically been observed within the bounds of the Depot.
There is also a population of white-pelaged (leucistic) white-tailed deer, which inhabit the fenced
portion of the Depot. In addition, available data from the State indicates the Short-eared Owl, a
New York State endangered species, inhabit areas in the vicinity of the Site. However, the
quality of the habitat on-Site is not attractive to these species. For instance, the Site’s lack of

dense herbaceous vegetation which serves as cover for small mammals and loose organic soils
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necessary for tunneling/borrowing mammeals is not optimal in accommodating an abundance of
small mammals (meadow voles, field mice, etc.) that serve as prey for Short-eared Owl. In
addition, two bat species that were of initial concern, the NLEB and the Indiana Bat, were
determined to be absent from the Site. Accordingly, the Project will not have significant adverse

impacts upon plants or animals at or in the vicinity of the Site.

G. Impact on Agricultural Resources

While the Site is zoned for agricultural use, it has never been utilized for agriculture and
it is not located within a NYS certified Agricultural District, nor is it prime farmland. Further,
the Project involves manufacturing to support agricultural activities. Accordingly, the Project

will not have a significant adverse impacts upon agriculture or agricultural uses.

H. Impacton Aesthetic Resources

Visual impact is defined as the change in visual quality or character of a landscape
resulting from the introduction of new architectural or landscape elements. The nature and level
of visual impact are functions of the context within which new elements are located and viewed,
the degree to which they are visible, and the degree to which, as located and designed, they blend
or conflict with other forms in the landscape. Visual impact can be positive or negative. Three
factors — visibility, context, and design generally form the basis of a visual impact assessment.

From a visibility perspective, the Project is towards the interior of the Depot property in
an isolated area. Therefore, its visibility from nearby structures and roadways will be virtually
non-existent. From a context perspective, the Site had been used by the Army for the storage
and disposal of munitions since WWII. Since the decommissioning of the base almost two

decades ago, the Site and much of the surrounding property has been largely unused . Thus, from
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a context perspective, the Project fits well. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant

adverse impacts upon aesthetic resources.

I. Impact on Historic and Archaeological Resources

The New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (“SHPO™) has
confirmed that there are no historic resources located on or near the Site. When the Depot was
decommissioned in the 1990°s SHPO originally designated most of the Depot as eligible for
listing on the National Register of Historic Places. However, that designation has since been
reconsidered and scaled down considerably. At present, and as confirmed by SHPO, the only
portion of the Depot that is eligible for the National Register is the northern most portion of the
Depot—an area bounded to the south by Perimeter Road, to the east by East Patrol Road, and to
the west by North-South Baseline Road. This portion of the Depot is far to the north of the Site.
A map showing the approximate location of the eligible portion (outlined in blue) in comparison
to the Site (outlined in red) is annexed hereto as Appendix I. As for archaeological sites, while
there are two present within the Depot (Archaeological Sites A09906.000229 and
A09906.00230) that have been deemed eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, they
are not located at or near the Site and the Site has been previously disturbed. Accordingly, the

Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon historic or archeological resources.

J. Impact on Open Space and Recreation

The Site is not presently used by the community as open space or as a recreation
area. In fact, the entire Parcel is privately owned and it is not available for public use. The
closest recreational resource is Sampson State Park over 2 miles away. The Project will have no
impacts upon the State Park. Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse

impacts upon open space or recreation.
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K. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas

There are no designated Critical Environmental Areas as described in
Subdivision 6 NYCRR 617.14(g) on the Parcel or in proximity to the Project or Project area.
Accordingly, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon Critical

Environmental Areas.

L. Impact on Transportation

The main entrance to the Site is located off of West Romulus Road which runs east/west
between Route 96A and Route 96, both major highways designed to accommodate large volumes
of traffic. West Romulus Road, which has been closed for the last several years, will be repaired
and maintained as the main access route to the Site. The main Site access will be off of Route
96A to the West and generally all heavy trucks will be routed to enter from Route 96A. SDS is
also investigating the possibility of accessing the Site via the former main Depot entrance off of
State Route 96 and small amounts of traffic may utilize this entrance. Nonetheless, the majority
of traffic will be limited to state highways (Routes 96 or 414 if coming from the south, Routes
96, 96A or 414 if coming from the north, and Route 5/U.S. 20 if coming from the east or west).
All of these state highways are adequate to handle the modest level of truck traffic that will
service the Project, therefore no roadway modifications or improvements (beyond repairs to
West Romulus Road) are needed for the Project.

In terms of anticipated levels of traffic, peak traffic will occur Monday through Friday
between 5:30 AM and 6:30 PM, the majority of which will be employees arriving and departing
from work. Employment levels associated with Phase 1 will be approximately 66 jobs through
the second year of operation of the Project. Eventually, over the ten year build-out, employment

levels are expected to peak at approximately 125 employees the majority of which will work a
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2. Sewer

The Project will generate approximately 1,500 gallons per day of liquid waste in the form
of sanitary wastewater/sewage to the existing Romulus/Five Points Wastewater Treatment Plant
(Sewer District 2). The Romulus/Five Points Wastewater Treatment Plant has capacity to serve
the Project and existing sewer lines serve the Site. A sanitary sewer lateral will be required,
however neither expansion of the sewer district nor extension within the district is needeﬁ.

Spent solutions generated as part of the manufacturing process are subject to federal
pretreatment standards prior to discharge into sanitary sewer systems. However, the materials
utilized in the galvanizing and/or pickling processes will be purified or recycled. Thus, it is not
anticipated that any spent solutions will be sent to the Treatment Plant. Nonetheless, SDS will
abide by all applicable state and federal regulations regarding spent solutions and best
management practices will be employed to protect water quality.

3. Natural Gas and Eleciricity

The Project will create a new demand for approximately 850,000 kilowatt hours per year of
energy. The New York State Electric and Gas Corporation services the Site and has sufficient
capacity to accommodate the Project’s energy needs. The Site will not require a new substation
or an upgrade to an existing substation.

4. Summary of Impacts on Energy and Utilities

Overall, the development of the Project will have minor impacts to energy and utilities
but, based on the above, the Project will not have any significant adverse impacts upon energy or
utilities.

N. Impacts on Noise and Light

The existing noise environment near the proposed Project and surrounding area is mostly

agricultural to the north and west but it is privately owned by Mr. Martin. To the south of the
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proposed Project, the surrounding area is zoned WITE, and to the east, [/W. During the
construction phase, the Project will temporarily generate noise that exceeds background levels.
However, the areas where the work will take place are isolated from residential and recreational
areas. In addition, any increase in noise levels during the construction phase will be short-term
activities which take place during daylight working hours, when noise sensitivity is loyyest.
Furthermore, construction phases will be relatively short, and will comply with all applicable
noise ordinances and laws. Overall, there will be temporary and minor impacts associated with
noise during the construction phases of the Project.

Once the Project is operational, ambient noise levels will increase. Common noises
would include vehicles traveling to and from the Site, loading and unloading of vehicles, and
noises from operations within buildings. The location of the Site, isolated and well set back from
adjoining uses, will minimize noise impacts. Thus, the Project will not have significant adverse
impacts upon noise in the immediately surrounding area.

In terms of lighting, the Project will require night-time lighting at doorways and around
building perimeters and in parking areas. However, all lighting associated with the Project will
be LED dark sky compliant and will not cast significant amounts of light beyond the Site. In
addition, as previously noted, the Site is isolated and well away from surrounding residential or

recreational uses. Thus, the Project will not have significant adverse impacts upon lighting.

0. Impact on Human Health

A Health and Safety Plan (“HASP”) prepared for the construction and operations of the
facility is annexed hereto as Appendix J. The Project could have minor impacts to public health

related to both temporary construction activities and long-term operations at the Site. As shown
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below, and based on the HASP for the Site, neither the construction nor the daily operations of
the Project will have significant impacts on public health and safety.

1. Construction Activities

During the construction phase of the Project, construction personnel are likely to
encounter a number of physical hazards that are typically associated with commercial
construction. All Project construction will take place within the boundaries of the Site. Thus,
the general public’s exposure to any Site hazards will be limited. Fencing, signs, and barriers
will be utilized around the Site during construction and, where necessary, will delineate
construction areas and prevent the entry of unauthorized personnel. Appropriate signs will be
posted to inform those entering the Site of potential construction hazards and appropriate actions
to be taken while on the Project Site. Additionally, the Project will minimize risks to
construction personnel by fully complying with applicable Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (“OSHA”) and New York State Labor Law requirements. Thus, it is anticipated
that the construction work associated with the Project will not have a significant impact on
public health and safety.

2. Operational Activities

During the operations of the Project, employees are likely to encounter a number of
physical and chemical hazards that are typically associated with Project’s operations. Due to the
common use of hazardous substances for cleaning purposes, maintenance activities and other
industrial uses, SDS will use and store small working quantities of hazardous substances at the
Site. Many materials used for these purposes are characterized as hazardous under the
Occupations Safety and Health Administration (“OSHA”) regulation and the hazard
communication statutes, including the Right-to-Know law. Therefore, SDS will be required to

properly train its employees, and to handle and store all hazardous materials in compliance with
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all applicable state, federal and local regulations. A detailed Health and Safety Plan has been
developed for the Project and is attached hereto as Appendix J. The Health and Safety Plan
addresses operational responsibility for health and safety, hazard analysis including hazard
notification processes, training programs, site control, environmental monitoring, spill
containment and emergency response, etc.

It should be noted that while the galvanizing and pickling processes utilize hazardous
chemicals, there are no plans to store large volumes of bulk chemicals. Limited amounts of such
chemicals will be maintained on-Site as needed for operations. Moreover, there will be no
hazardous waste generated by Project operations as all hazardous materials and purified and/or
recycled. The following summarizes anticipated waste generation and disposal:

e bag house solids - recyclable

e sludge from degreaser (approximately 1800 1bs per month)- tested to confirm non

hazardous then sent to landfill for disposal

e acid wastes(approximately 3500 gallons/month) - recycled

e ash (approximately 6,179 lIbs/month) - sold for repurposed use

e dross (approximately 12,359 Ibs per month) - returned to zinc supplier for

reuse/repurposing

In addition, the operation of the Project will increase the average number of visitors to the
Site, namely employees and delivery persons, and will likely lead to a slight increase in the need
for police, sheriff, and fire response calls to the Site. However, the Romulus Fire Department
(with Mutual Aide Assistance provided by the Varick and Ovid Fire Departments), South Seneca
Ambulance, Seneca County Sheriff’s Department, and the New York State Police are anticipated

to have sufficient resources to handle any minimal increases. Overall, neither the construction
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nor the daily operations of the Project will have significant adverse impacts upon public health

and safety.

P. Consistency with Community Plans

As noted above, the Project is consistent with local and regional planning documents and
goals. The Project is the type of revitalization, redevelopment and retumn to productive use long-
envisioned for the Depot by the Town and County. The Comprehensive Plan notes that the
Depot is subject to an intensively active effort to attract activities which will be compatible with
the Town’s lifestyle, while providing new jobs. The Comprehensive Plan notes that the Depot
benefits from “excellent highways, particularly north and south, which connect with the New
York Thruway on the north and the Southern Tier Expressway on the south,” and notes that the
closure of the Depot was highly detrimental. The Comprehensive Plan specifically envisions a
transition from a government-based economy to private sector economic growth. SDS’ Project
is exactly this type of development, and will create new jobs with competitive salaries and
benefits packages.

In addition, both the Comprehensive Plan and the 2013 Varick/Romulus Depot Zoning
Study note the importance of the maintenance of the white deer population. The Project will
have no impact upon the white deer herd, and in fact, Earl Martin has been instrumental in
maintaining that population through Deer Haven Park.

Although a rezoning may be required, the use is consistent with the industrial,
manufacturing and warehousing uses already permitted on the Parcel and permitted on the Site in
the past, and will not set a negative precedent for zoning at the Depot. The Project is also
consistent with the Agricultural Support Business currently permitted on the Site by Special

Permit. While the Project is different from the current land use components of the Depot, as
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

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

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

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

A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:
Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
Southwest corner of West Romulus Road and Fayette Road, on the former Seneca Army Depot, in the Town of Romuius, New York, 14588

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

Seneca Dairy Systems LLC (“SDS”) proposes to redeveloP a portion of an approximately 75 acre parcel of land bounded on the north by West Romulus
Road (“Parcel’) located on the former Seneca Army Depot (“SEDA” or “Depot”) in the Town of Romulus (“Town"), in Seneca County, New York. The
redevelopment entails revitalizing a portion of the Parcel by constructing and operating the Seneca Dairy Systems Agricultural Manufacturing Facility
("Project’), a state-of-the-art galvanizing mill and related operations to allow SDS to expand existing operations and meet growing demand for the
company's products. The Project will result in the development of af)proximatel y 18 acres of the Parcel and will be sited at the southwest corner of West
Romulus Road and Fayette Road (“Site”). The Project will be completed in mulfiple phases over approximately ten years.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor: Telephone: 315245 1515

Earl Martin Mail:
E-Mail: emartin@senecadairysystems.com

Address: 3556 oster R
City/PO: goneca Falis State: New York Zip Code: 15148
Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
Property Owner (if not same as sponsor): Telephone:
E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO: State: Zip Code:
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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. CityCounsel, TownBoard, WIYesT JNo [Romulus Town Board Rezoning June 2019
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village MiYes[INo Romulus Planning Board Special Use Permit June 2019
Planning Board or Commission
c. City, Town or 1Yes[INo Romuius ZBA Possible Area Variance TBD
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies CIYesh/INo
e. County agencies YeskINo
f. Regional agencies CIYesZINo
: NYSDEC Air Permit and potential Stream 18D
g. State agencies MYes[INo Disturbance Permit for popssible creek bank work
h. Federal agencies CIYesk/INo
i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway? CYesWiNo
ii. Ts the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program? O vesWINo
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area? [ YeskINo
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 [1YeskZINo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?

e If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.

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

C.2. Adopted land use plans.

a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site 1Y es[INo
where the proposed action would be located?

If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action FIYesCINo

would be located?

b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway; A YesW]INo
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, [JYesk/INo
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
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C.3. Zoning

a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance. ki Yes[INo

If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
The Parcel is within the following Town of Romulus Zoning Ordinance Zoning Districts; A-Agriculture; /W-Industrial/Warehousing; WITE- Warehouse,

|ndusfn::|’ Trnncpnﬂahnn‘ F:nnrgy_

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

i, What is the proposed new zoning for the site? Request rezoning of the Parce! to WITE to allow manufacturing & warehousing by special permit

C.4. Existing community services.

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

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Area is supported by the Seneca County Sheriffs Department along with the NYS Police.

¢. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Romulus Fire Department and South Seneca Ambulance. Varick Fire Department and Ovid Fire Department provide Mutual Aide Assistance

d. What parks serve the project site?
Sampson State Park.

D. Project Details

D.1. Proposed and Potential Development

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

b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action? 75 acres
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed? 18 acres
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned

or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? 6800 acres

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use? [ YeskANo
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? CdyesiNo
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)

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

e. Will the proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? M Yes[ONo
i. If No, anticipated period of construction: months
ii. If Yes:
e  Total number of phases anticipated 3
e  Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition) Fal month 2019 year
e Anticipated completion date of final phase DEC month 2030year
e  Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may

determine timing or duration of future phases:
Rﬁfﬁr }g the ?ﬂached detailed Project description. Generally, all'phases of the Project are anticipaied 1o be complete within ten years from commencement
of the Project:
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f. Does the project include new residential uses? YesiANo
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)? A Yes[ INo
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures 1
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: 26" height; 200" width; and 1000’ length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: 220,000 square feet
h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any I Yes[ JNo
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment: Storm Water run off.
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water: [] Ground water [ ] Surface water streams p/]Other specify:

Construction site run off and rainwater collection.
iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.

iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment. Volume: 1.0 million gallons; surface area: 5 acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure: 10' height; 1500 length

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

Parially clay lined banks with the main body below grade. There will be stone check dams, stone lined basins and grass wales

D.2. Project Operations

a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both? [ ]YespINo
(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? [Jyes[INo

ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan:

Excavated materials will be used for site grading.

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment M Yes[ No
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description): The stormwater management system will include a grass swale that will discharge to Reeder Creek
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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:
The site currently drains naturally to Reeder Creek. A series of Infiltration Basins and Stormwater Retention Pond will be used to

collect and dispose of stormwater runoff from the developed site. The discharge from the developed site will be less than the existing

condition. Minor bank work on Reeder Creek will be required for the swale outlet. This area of Reeder Creek was previously reshaped

(straightened) by the Army. Based on these facts there would be no adverse affects on Reeder Creek.

iii. Will the proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments? JYesk/INo
If Yes, describe:

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

e acres of aquatic vegetation proposed to be removed:

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

e proposed method of plant removal:

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

v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance:

Vegetative cover will be reestablished upon final grading of the swale. If necessary temporary ground cover will be established prior to final grading.

c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water? M Yes[INo
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: 2000 gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply? IYes[No
a Ye;s. Name of district or service area: Seneca County Water District 1. Part of our water requirements will be collected rain water.
¢ Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal? 1 Yes[INo
e Isthe project site in the existing district? Ml Yes[INo
o TIs expansion of the district needed? OyeskINo
e Do existing lines serve the project site? M yes[INo
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project? YesINo
If Yes:

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

e Source(s) of supply for the district: Water comes from the Village of Waterloo Water Treatment Plant which is supplied by Seneca Lake

iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site? [1 YeskINo
If, Yes:

¢  Applicant/sponsor for new district:

e Date application submitted or anticipated:

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

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

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

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: 1500 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 wastewater/sewage. This facility will not discharge any industrial wastewater streams to the sanitary sewer system.

iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities? M Yes[No
If Yes:
° Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: Romulus/Five Points Wastewater treatment plant

e  Name of district: Sewer District 2

e  Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project? MiYes[INo
e Is the project site in the existing district? B Yes[ INo
¢ Is expansion of the district needed? [JYeskINo
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e Do existing sewer lines serve the project site? A Yes[INo
e Willa line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project? [JYesANo
If Yes:
e Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project:
A sanitary sewer lateral will be required from the Project Site to the existing Sanitary Sewer System

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

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

e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point 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 __17.2 acres (impervious surface)
Square feet or 75 acres (parcel size)
ii. Describe types of new point sources.Stormwater runoff from the building roof(s) and parking/paved 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)?

Storm water discharges will be directed to on-site infiltration basins (IBs). The iBs will flow through Rip Rap check dams and into a retention pond (RP)
The RP will have a controled outlet which will release the water into grass swale that will flow into Reeder Creek watershed area. Refer to Attachment

e Ifto surface waters id_entil}l receiving water bodies or wetlands:
The on-site infiltration basin and stormwater pond will discharge to Reeder Creek. Post development discharge rates will be below current
discharge rate

G

e  Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties? [1YespANo
iv. Does the proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater? ¥ Yes[ 1No
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel A Yes[]No
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:

i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
Material handling equipment, delivery vehicles, and during construction of the facility, heavy equipment.

7i. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)

iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
Process emissions and gas furnaces for facility heating.

g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit, A Yes[1No
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 [IYesMNo
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:

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

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

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

. 0 Tons/year (short tons) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF¢)

o 0 Tons/year (short tons) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflourocarbons (HFCs)
° S 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, LIYespiNo
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 [JYespNo
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 [YeskANo
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:

i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply): [ ]Morning [] Evening [IWeekend
[ Randomly between hours of to

ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day and type (e.g., semi trailers and dump trucks):

ifi. Parking spaces:  Existing Proposed Net increase/decrease

iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking? Dyes[No
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:

vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within 2 mile of the proposed site? [JYes[]No
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric [ JYes[ JNo
or other alternative fueled vehicles?

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

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand M Yes[ JNo
for energy?
If Yes:

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

850,000 kw/h per year

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

NYSEG grid power

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

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

i. During Construction: ii. During Operations:
e Monday - Friday: 7am - 9pm . Monday - Friday: 6:30am - 5:30pm
e Saturday: 7am - 11:30am e  Saturday:
e Sunday: e  Sunday:
e Holidays: ¢  Holidays:
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, Wl Yes[INo
operation, or both?

If yes:

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

Excavating the site and erecting the buildings will create slight increases in noise Monday - Friday from 7am - 5pm
No Increase in current noise levels is expected once construction is complete

ii. Will the proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen? OyesANo
Describe: The site is located a significant distance from the nearest public access point and is covered with forest & other sound deadening growth

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:
Light_at doorways and building perimeter lights. All lights will be LED dark sky compliant and will not cast light past property fines. Additionally trees and

other shrubbery will serve as barriers for additional screening of on-site lighting.

ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen? OYesKINo
Describe:
0. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day? O YesANo

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

p- Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons) dYesANo
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 the proposed storage facilities:

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

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

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

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal 4 Yes [1No
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?

If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
¢  Construction: 10 tons per Year (unit of time)
e  Operation : 20 tons per Year (unit of time)

ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
e  Construction: All construction debris will be recycled to the max extent feasible.

e Operation: __ All solid waste material will be placed into dumpsters and sent to recycling centers where feasible.

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

e  Construction: All construction debris will be recycled to the max extent feasible. Items that can not be recycled will be disposed of at an
approved solid waste landfill facility.

e Operation: __ All solid waste material will be placed into dumpsters and sent to recycling centers where feasible. Items that can not be
recycled will be disposed of at an approved solid waste landfill facility.
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility? ] Yes 4 No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities):

ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:

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

t. Will the proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous [ ]YespqNo
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? Llyes[INo
If Yes: provide name and location of facility:

1f No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:

E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action

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

a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
[ Urban Industrial Commercial [] Residential (suburban) Rural (non-farm)
[ Forest [] Agriculture []] Aquatic Other (specify); Succesional Hardwood Area
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
This site is in close proximity to significant amounts of forests and has some agricultural land on part of the site. Most of the area is rural with nearby

Industrial and commercial zoned property.

b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.

Land use or Current Acreage After Change
Covertype Acreage Project Completion (Acres +/-)
e Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces 8.5 25.25 +16.75
e  Forested 0 0 0

e  Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (non-

agricultural, including abandoned agricultural) 464 29.65 1675
o  Agricultural 0 0 0
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)
e  Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.) 1.0 10 0
e  Wetlands (freshwater or tidal) 1.1 1.1 0
e  Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill) 0 0 0
e  Other
Describe: Successional Hardwood Areas 18 18 0
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation? O veslvINo
I. If Yes: explain: This is a secured area and is not open to the public

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

If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:

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

ii. Dam’s existing hazard classification:
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility, [JYesANo
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? [ 1Yes[] No

e Ifyes, cite sources/documentation:

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

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

g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin MYes[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 wastegs) handled and waste management activities, including %Pproximate time when activities occurred: .
While SEAD 66 is located to the East cl>f Fayette Road and the Project Sife, and purporfedly stored certain chemicals, we have not specifically identified
ce

any h

h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any MYes[] 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 Myes[INo

Remediation database? Check all that apply:
[ Yes — Spills Incidents database Provide DEC ID number(s):
Yes — Environmental Site Remediation database Provide DEC ID number(s): 850006 See attached Project description

[ Neither database

ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:
An environmental easement is in place near the Site and restricts access to groundwater and other Tand uses unfil remedial actions have been taken. The
restrictions-app hat nottion-of the Parceleast of Fa Road 3 d r he SiteSee-attac ad Proiect de T

iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of an sié[e in gle NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database? MYes[INo
If yes, provi de DEC ID number(s): 850006 Entire Depot property is in database. Also see attached Project description.

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

The US Army has completed remedial actions on that portion of the Parcel ea.st* of Fayette Road in SEAD 66 within the Depot. The Site is not subject to
any envirormental-easementsfrestrictions—Pleasesee-attached-Project description:
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses? [ YesWINo
e Ifyes, DEC site ID number:

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

e  Describe any use limitations:

e  Describe any engineering controls:

e  Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place? [Jyes[INo
e Explain:

E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site

a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site? 6 feet
b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site? [dYesviNo
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site: Romulus Silty Clay Loam 1247 %
Darien Silt Loam 0-3% slope 80.20 9%
Angola Silt Loam 0-3% slope 7.32 %
d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: 6'6" feet
e. Drainage status of project site soils:#/] Well Drained: 40 % of site
Moderately Well Drained: 38 % of site
Poorly Drained 22 % of site
f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes: p/] 0-10%: 100 % of site
[ 10-15%: % of site
[1 15% or greater: % of site
g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site? [1Yesk/No
If Yes, describe:

h. Surface water features.

i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers, MlYes[INo
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site? WlYes[JNo
If Yes to either / or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.i.
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal, 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 Reeder Creek Classification C
®  Lakes or Ponds: Name Classification
®  Wetlands: Name Finger Lakes Airport construction project offset Approximate Size 1.1 Acres
® Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC)
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired M yes[INo
waterbodies?

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

Reeder Creek is listed as an impaired water body.

1. Is the project site in a designated Floodway? [IYesp/No
J- Is the project site in the 100-year Floodplain? [dYesINo
k. Is the project site in the 500-year Floodplain? [IYesp/ANo
1. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer? YesiNo
If Yes:

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

See atfached Project description

Appendix H for Flora & Fauna Report

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community? [CYeskNo
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation:
iii. Extent of community/habitat:
e Currently: acres
e Following completion of project as proposed: acres
e  Gain or loss (indicate + or -): acres
0. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as [1 Yesp/INo

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

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

See attached Project description, Appendix H for Flora & Fauna Report

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of

special concern?

If Yes:
i. Species and listing:

YespNo

See attached Project description, Appendix H for Flora & Fauna Report

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

[OYesp/INo

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
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number:

[JYesk/No

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

[JYesWINo

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
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark: [ Biological Community 1 Geological Feature

ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent:

CIYesANo

d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
If Yes:
i. CEA name:

[YeskNo

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, archacological site, or district ‘ I vesZINo
which is listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or that has been determined by the Commissioner of the NYS
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historie Preservation to be eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Places?

If Yes:

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

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

f. Is the project site, or auy portion of it, located in or adjacent to an area dés}igh‘at'e_d‘as'seﬁsit'ﬁ'é for i [1yesiINo
archaeological sites on the NY State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory?

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

If Yes:

i. Describe possible resource(s):

ii. Basis for identification:

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

If Yes:
i. Identify resource: Sampson State Park ,

if. Nature of, or basis for, designation ge,g., established highway overlook, state or !ggal park, state historic trail or scenic byway,

efc.): Sampson State park was previously a Naval Base and was repurposed as 4 Stale Pa
jif. Distance between project and resource:. _ 2.2 miles,
i, Isthe project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers dYesi/INo
Program 6 NYCRR 6667
If Yes:
i. Identify the hame of the river and its designation: , — - e
ii. Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in 6NYCRR Part 6667 [JYes[ [No

F. Additional Information
Aftach 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
1 certify that the information provided is true to the best of my knowledge.

Dato: 5/1!2019. -

Applicant/Sponsor Name _Egri Martin
"

Title NYS Licensed P.E. retained by Mr. Martin

Signature Ason T. McCormick, PE
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Woodward-Clyde %

Engineanng & sciences applied to the eacdth & its environment

December 5, 1997

Stephen Absolonr

BRAC Environmental Coordinator
Directorate of Engineering and Housing
Seneca Army Depot Activty (SEDA)
Romuius, NY 14541-5001

Subject: Responses 1o EPA comments and revised CERFA Tables | and 2a

Dear Mr. Absolom;

In accordance with your request to respond to comments from the EPA on the Seneca Army
Depot Activity, New York, Draft Final Envir onmental Baseline Survey Report dated October
30, 1996, Woodward-Clyde has enclosed the following:

* Responses to EPA Comments: one hard copy and one copy on diskette,
¢ Revised CERFA Table 1: one hard copy and one copy on diskette; and
¢ Revised CERFA Table 2a: one hard copy and one copy on diskette.

Hard copies of the responses and tables have also been provided to the BRAC 95 Program
personnel listed below. No revisions to CERFA Table 2b were required at this time. Please
note that the parcel categories are in accordance with the DOD BRAC 95 guidance.

As always, it has been a pleasure working with you and your staif at Seneca Army Depot
Activity, If you have any questions, please contact me at (206) 343-7933,

Very tmlgf'yours'

Fér

Geoffrey C. Con D Ph D.
Project Manager

Attachments

cc: Randy Battaglia, GPM, USACE
- Mike Nelson, USACE, Seattle District

Woodward-Clyde Federal Services ¢ A subsidiary of Woodward-Clyde Group, Inc.
Stanford Place 3, Suile 1200 * 4582 South Ulster Street » Denver, Colorado 80237 )
303-740-2600 * Fax 303-740-2705 HABRACEPAC.LEY DOCYS-DEC-27TEL
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Engineenng & sclances applied o the earth & its environment

March 11, 1997

Mr, Steve Absolom

BRAC Environmental Coordinator

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Seneca Army Depot, Bldg. 115, Route 96

Romulus, NY 14541

Subject:  Final Environmental Baseline Survey and CERFA Letter Reports for
: Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York

Dear Mr. Absolom: )
In accordance with the contract for the U.S. Army Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 95 Program,
Woodward-Clyde has enclosed the following:

¢ Final EBS Report: seven hard copies and one set of diskettes; and

» Final CERFA Letter Report: one hard copy of the letter, seven hard copies of the
accompanying tables, and one diskette.

A copy of the Final EBS Report has also been provided to BRAC 95 Program personnel listed below. The
Final EBS and CERFA Letter Reports should be forwarded by the BRAC Environmental Coordinator (BEC)
to the regulators for review as per the attached guidelines.

If you have any questions, please contact me at {206) 343-7933,

Very truly yours,

G

eoffrey C, Compe
roject Manager

Attachment
GCCimsj

cc: Final EBS Report anly
¢ Randy Battaglia, GPM, USACE (including one set of diskettes)
o Mike Nelson, USACE, Seattle District
o Pete Cunanan, U.S. Army Materiel Command
. Glen Boldt, USAEC
« Daon Conton, USACE, Mobile District (2 hard copies)
¢ Robin Mills, DAIM-BO

Woodward-Clyde Faderal Services + A subsidiary of Woodward-Clyde Group, Inc.
Stanlord Place 3, Suite 1200 ¢ 4582 South Ulster Street * Denver, Colorado 80237

303-740-2600 + Fax 303-740-2705
BRAC 95SENECAFINLLTR.DOC\1-MAR-97
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FINAL
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Seneca Army Depot Activity, located in Romulus, New York, has been selected for closure
under the 1995 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process. The purpose-of this
Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) is to classify discrete areas of real property associated
with the Seneca Army Depot Activity, subject to transfer or lease, into one of the seven standard
environmental condition of property area types as defined by Community Environmental
Response Facilitation Act (CERFA) guidance and the Department of Defense (DOD) BRAC
Cleanup Plan (BCP) Guidebook (DOD 1993). This is achieved by identifying, characterizing,
and documenting the obviousness of the presence or likely presence of a release or threatened
release of hazardous substances or petroleum products associated with the historical and current
use of the Seneca Army Depot Activity. Releases at properties adjacent to the Seneca Army
Depot Activity that could affect the environmental condition of the installation property are also
identified, characterized, and documented, Additionally, areas containing or suspected of
containing non-Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act
(CERCLA) contamination substances (e.g., asbestos-containing material, lead-based paint) that
may limit or preclude the transfer or lease of the property for unrestricted use are delineated
separately as qualified.

The seven standard environmental condition of property area types (categories) are presented in
Section 1.3. Areas that are designated as Category 1, 2, 3, or 4 are suitable for transfer or lease,
subject to consideration of the qualifiers. Areas that are currently designated as Category 5, 6, or
7 are not suitable for transfer,

The real property evaluated under this investigation of the Seneca Army Depot Activity consists
of three geographic areas that together encompass approximately 10,634 acres, all of which were
identified as BRAC property, subject to transfer or lease.

The Seneca Army Depot Activity was established in 1941 as a munitions and general purpose
storage depot. In addition, the Seneca Army Depot Activity mission has included the
demilitarization and destruction of munitions. Although the munitions currently stored at the
Seneca Army Depot Activity are conventional, from the 1950s to 1993 the Seneca Army Depot
Activity mission included the storage and maintenance of special weapons.

Seneca Army Depot Actlvity, New York
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

ACRONYM DEFINITION

ACM asbestos-containing material

AIRFA American Indian Religions Freedom Act

AMSA Area Maintenance Support Activity

AQC Area of Concern

APE Ammunition Peculiar Equipment

AST aboveground storage tank

BCP BRAC Cleanup Plan

BEC BRAC Environmental Coordinator

bgs below ground surface

BLM Bureau of Land Management

BRAC Base Realignment and Closure

BTEX benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene

CARC chemical agent resisting coating

CCC Civilian Conservation Corps

CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability
Act, as amended

CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability
Information System

CERFA Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CPO . Civilian Personnel Office

DARCOM U.S. Army Material Development and Readiness Command

DCE dichloroethylene

DECAM Directorate of Environmental Compliance and Management

DESCOM U.S. Army Depot Systems Command

DOD Department of Defense

DOH New York State Department of Health

DPM Defense Priority Model

DRMO Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office

Seneca Army Depot Actlvity, New York
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

LUST leaking underground storage tank

MCL maximum contaminant level

MEDDAC U.S. Army Health Clinic

MEK methyl ethyl ketone

mg/kg milligrams per kilogram

mg/l milligrams per liter

MP Military Police

MSL mean sea level

NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection Act
n.d. no date '

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NPL National Priorities List

NRC U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
NYDES New York Discharge Elimination System
NYSDEC New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
'NYSEG New York State Electrical Gas Corporation
O&M Operations and Maintenance

OB/OD Open Burning/Open Detonation

OMS Organizational Maintenance Shop

ou Operating Unit

OowSs oil/water separator

PA Preliminary Assessment

PAH polyaromatic hydrocarbons

PCB polychlorinated biphenyl

PCE perchloroethylene

pCi/L picocuries per liter

PL Public Law

Seneca Ammy Depot Actlvity, New York
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LIST OF ACRONYMS

TSD treatment, storage, and disposal

TSDF treatment, storage, and disposal facility

TVH total volatile hydrocarbon

USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

USAEC U.S. Army Environmental Center

USAEHA U.S. Army Environmental Hygiene Agency
USAMC U.S. Army Materiel Command

USATA U.S. Army Test, Measurement and Diagnostic Equipment Agency
USATHAMA U.S. Army Toxic and Hazardous Materials Agency
USCG U.S. Coast Guard

USES U.S. Forest Service

USGS U.S. Geological Survey

UST underground storage tank

UXo | unexploded ordnance

vVOC volatile organic compound
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SECTIONONE INTRODOCTION

1.0  INTRODUCTION

The Environmental Baseline Survey (EBS) report for the Seneca Army Depot Activity was
prepared by Woodward-Clyde Federal Services (Woodward-Clyde) for the U.S, Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE) under Contract No, DACA67-95-D-1001, Delivery Order No. 0010. This
section describes the purpose and scope of the work conducted in preparing the U.S. Army Base
Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 95 EBS report.

The information provided in this Final EBS Report is current as of July 1996; however,

comments received from installation personnel and the regulatory community have been
incorporated, as appropriate. The comments and corresponding responses have been compiled in .
a-Comment Response Package that is included as Appendix A.

11  BRAC PROGRAM OVERVIEW

Pribr to the late 1980s, base closure was a time-consuming and inconsistent process. The
Secretary of Defense, in cooperation with Congress, proposed a base closure law to create a
process to close bases and bring base infrastructure in line with force structure. Public Law (PL)
100-526, enacted in 19‘88, created the Commission on Base Realignment and Closure, The law '
charged the Commission with recommending installations for closure or realignment based on an
independent study of the domestic military base structure. '

The closure process was refined in PL 101-510, in which Congress created the Defense Base
Closure and Realignment Commission, The process identified installations based on eight
criteria, including four military value criteria; savings and return-on-investment; and the
economic and environmental impacts of closure, The Commission met in 1991, 1993, and-1995,
and its recommendations are currently being implemented by the Department of Defense (DOD).

The BRAC environmental restoration program is similar to DOD’s Installation Restoration
Program (IRP), but it has been expanded to include non-Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Conﬁpensétion and Liability Act (CERCLA) contamination substances that are not
normally addressed under the IRP, including asbestos-containing material (ACM), lead-based

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 1-1
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SECTIONONE INTRODUCTION

petroleum product from an adjacent property that is likely to cause or contribute
to contamination at the Seneca Army Depot Activity.

No sampling or analysis activities were conducted during this survey.

1.3 DEFINITIONS

The following definitions are used in this report:

. BRAC property: The installation real property that is subject to transfer or lease,
Real property includes land and rights in land, ground improvements, utility
distribution systems, pipes or pipelines, buildings, and other structures located on
the property and affixed to the land.

o Adjacent properties: Those properties, on or off the instatlation, contiguous to
or nearby the boundaries being surveyed that are likely to cause or contribute to
contamination and affect the results of the EBS or the classification of the BRAC
property into standard environmental condition of property area types.

o BRAC parcel: An area of BRAC property that can be segregated from its
surrounding areas based on the environmental condition of the area.

J Hazardous substances: Substances listed in 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) 302.4, CERCLA Hazardous Substance Table.

. Petroleum: Any petroleum product or its derivatives, including aviation fuel and
motor oil,

* Environmental condition of property area type: Any of the seven standard
environmental condition of property area types (categories) as defined in the
CERFA guidance and the DOD BCP Guidebook (DOD 1993) and presented in
Table 1-1.

Seneca Army Depot Actlvity, New York : 1-3

EEFSISSDVFINL-RPT.DOC  J11/97/BRAC/STVERS/§






FINAL |
SECTIONONE INTRODUCTION

. Parcel labels: Each BRAC parcel has been given a number to which appropriate
descriptive labels are attached. The numbers consist of a unique parcel
identification number and an environmental condition of the property category
number. The labels consist of a designation describing the type of contamination
or storage, if applicable, The following designations are used to indicate the type

" of contamination or storage present in a parcel, -

PS = Petroleum storage

PR = Petroleum release or disposal

HS = Hazardous substance storage

HR = Hazardous substance release or disposal

Examples of this identification system follow:

— 2(1) indicates that the second BRAC parcel is designated as a Category
1 parcel. ‘

- 12(3)HR indicates that the twelfth BRAC parcel is designated as
Category 3 because of a documented hazardous substance release, but
the concentrations do not warrant remediation.

e . Qualified parcels: Areas containing or suspected of containing non-CERCLA
contamination substances that may limit or precludé the transfer or lease of the
property for unrestricted use, These parcels are delineated separately and labeled
with the letter “Q” for “qualified.” Qualified parcels overlay all environmental
condition of the property categoﬁes (i.e., Categories 1 through 7). The qualified
parcel labels are identified with the following designator, as applicable:

A = Asbestos-containing material (ACM)
L = Lead-based paint (LBP)
P = Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 15
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of the county’s population reside in one of five villages — Interlaken, Lodi, Ovid, Waterloo, and
Seneca Falls — with the latter two villages having the largest population, The towns nearest to
the Seneca Army Depot Activity — Varick, Romulus, Ovid, and Covert — have populations of
approximately 2,200 people each (STV/Lyon 1990). ’

15.2 Physical Sefting

The Seneca Army Depot Activity, an active military facility, is located near Romulus, New
York, approximately 40 miles south of Lake Ontario. The site is at‘an élevation of approximately
600 feet above mean sea level (MSL) in an uplands area forming a divide between Cayuga Lake
to the east and Seneca Lake to the west, two of the New York Finger Lakes. Most of the
surrounding area is characterized by sparsely populated farmlands. Adjacent to the facility on
the east is New York State Highway 96 and on the west is New York State Highway 96A
(Parsons Engineering Science 1995a). A map of the installation is presented in Figure 1-1.

15.3 Climatology

The area around the Seneca Army Depot Activity is characterized as cool, with an average
January temperature of 23°F and a July average temperature of 69°F. During the summer, and
parts of the spring and fall, wide temperature differences between daytime highs and nighttime
-lows occur. Precipitation is fairly evenly distributed throughout the year, averaging about three
inches a month, A significant amount of winter precipitation is provided by nearby Seneca Lake,
Cayniga Lake, and Lake Ontario, which also help moderate the local climate. Annual snowfall
averages about 60 inches. Wind directions are most commonly westerly and west-southwesterly.
Although wind velocities are generally moderate, there are many days during winter months
when winds are sufficient to cause blowing and drifting snow (Engineering Science 1994c).

154 Hydrology

Eight drainages draw the surface water from the Seneca Army Depot Activity in two general
directions. Ditches and streams carry the surface water from the southern portion of the
installation into Indian and Silver Creeks, which flow into Seneca Lake just south of the airfield.
Kendaia Creek, which flows into Seneca Lake near the Lake Housing Area, drains the
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Soil associations found on the Seneca Army Depot Activity include the Darien-Angola
Association that covers the main part of the installation and the Honeoye-Lima Association that
is found mainly at the Lake Housing Area. The Darien-Angola Association is characterized by’
deep to moderately deep, somewhat poorly drained soils that have a silty clay loam and clay
loam subsoil. Honeoye-Lima Association sails are deep, well drained soils that have a heavy
silt-loam to heavy loam subsoil (Parsons Engineering Science 1995a).

1.5.6 Hydrogeology

Within Seneca County, four distinct hydrogeologic units have been identified; two distinct shale
formations, a series of limestone units, and unconsolidated glacial drift, Groundwater in the
county is minimally acceptable for use as potable water because it is very hard, About 95
percent of the groundwater wells in Seneca County are used for domestic or agricultural purposes
and about five percent are used for commercial, industrial, or municipal purposes. Seneca Falls
and Waterloo, the two largest communities in the county, both use surface water as municipal
supplies, specifically Cayuga Lake and the Seneca River, respectively. Ovid and Interlaken
villages both use groundwater for public supplies. Ovid, which is located about five miles south
of the Seneca Army Depot Activity, obtains water from two shallow, gravel-packed wells located
within a quarter-mile of the center of the village. Interlaken is located about 11 miles south of
the Seneca Army Depot Activity and its primary water supply is from a well located about 1.5
miles northeast of the village center. Two wells located about 1.5 miles southwest of the village
are used for backup (Parsons Engineering Science 1995a).

Three geologic units are used to produce water for both domestic and agricultural purposes.
These units are a bedrock aquifer of predominantly shale, an overburden deposit that includes the
glacial till, and a deep aquifer within beds of limestone. Because it is between 100 and 700 feet
deep, the limestone source is the least used of the three for water supply. The shale aquifer is the
most common source with the glacial till aquifer being intermediate (Parsons Engineering
Science 1995a).

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 1-9
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20 SOURCES OF INFORMATION

The EBS investigation meets the requirements of CERCLA (1980) Section 120(h), as amended
by CERFA and implemented by DOD, This section describes the sources of information that
were used to support the determination of the environmental condition of the Seneca Army

Depot Activity property.

21 INSTALLATION/BRAC PROPERTY

Relevant information and documents that were used to conduct the Seneca Army Depot Activity
EBS are identified in the following sections. This information includes environmental studies;
federal, state, and local regulatory records; interviews of installation personnel; and visual
inspections within an approximately one-mile distance from the installation,

211 Existing Documents

Existing documents were reviewed to evaluate the environmental conditions at the Seneca Army
Depot Activity. The 23 documents presented in Table 2-1 are the primary documents used in the
preparation of this EBS report, Each document has a document identification ﬁumber, which is
referenced in the CERFA map tables (Table 5-1a and 5-1b) in Section Five. These documents
are the primary source of evidence for the resulting environmental condition of property area
categorization, A complete list of references is included in Section Six,

Table 2-1
"PRIMARY DOCUMENTS

.< . DOCUMENT TITLE: ‘s TAUTHOR DATE™r|"%
olid Waste Management Engineering Science, Inc. June 1994 1

Classification Study, Seneca Army

Depot, Romulus, New York

Installation Assessment of Seneca U.S. Amy Toxic and January 1980 2
Army Depot Activity, Report No. 157 |Hazardous Materials Agency .

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 2-1
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Table 2-1
(Continued)

SR DOCUMENT, TITLE? e AUTHOR: DATE
Radioactive Materials Radiological Assistance

July 1993
Decommissioning Survey, Seneca Team, Seneca Army Depot
rmy Depot Activity Activity ..
Expanded Site Inspection Report, Engineering Science, Inc. May 1995 16
Seven Areas of Concern, Seneca Army .
Depoi, Romulus, New York
Expanded Site Inspection Report, Engineering Science, Inc. June 1995 17

Three Areas of Concern, Seneca Army
Depot, Romulus, New York
Expanded Site Inspection Repori, Engineering Science, Inc, April 1995 18
Eight Moderately Low Priority Areas
of Concern, Seneca Army Depo,
Romulus, New York

Expanded Site Inspection Report, Engineering Science, Inc, April 1995 19
Seven Low Priority Areas of Concern,
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New

York
Spills List, January 1991 to November |Seneca Army Depot Activity | November 20
7, 1995 1995
Registered Petroleurn Storage Tanks {Seneca Army Depot Activity | November 21
1996
Inventory of Military Real Property as [Seneca Army Depot Activity | October 1995 22
of October 19, 1995
sbestos Management Plan - Seneca Army Depot Activity Unknown 23
Additional documents collected fall into these general categories:
. Open burning grounds investigations
) Ash landfill investigations
) Groundwater sampling results (various locations)
. Non-CERCLA issues
Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 2-3
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Table 2-2
(Continued)
sy DATABASE: , -t [ SRS CONTENTS e s g 20 0wl o
New York State Hazardous | This state of New York database contains state-designated
Waste Sites and Landfills | hazardous waste cleanup sites and landfills within a one-mile
Database radius of the Seneca Army Depot Activity,
New York State Registered | This database contains information and all known and registered
Underground Storage USTs in the state of New York, and is updated periodically.
Tanks (USTs) Database
New York State Leaking This database contains information on USTs reported to the state
Underground Storage of New York as leaking. .
Tanks (LUSTs) Database

The complete database search repbi't, including a map indicating locations of sites identified
below, is provided in Appendix B. These searches produced information related to NPL status,
spills, LUSTSs, cleanup records, RCRA, CERCLIS, and air emissions. The database search has
identified the following information:

. The Seneca Army Depot Activity is a federal Superfund site (NPL).
o It is listed on CERCLIS and EPA FINDS.
. It has had RCRA violations and corrective actions imposed.

. It has reported spill incidents and LUSTs.

. It is on the state cleanup list,

. It operates hazardous\waste treatment, storage and disposal facilities.
. It is a hazardous waste generator.

. It has a permit to discharge waste water.

) -It produces regulated air emissions,

. It operates a public drinking water system.

. It utilizes aboveground and underground storage tanks,

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 2-5
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2.1.2.1

Permits and Permit Applications

The following permit and permit information is maintained by the Seneca Army Depot Activity:

Information concerning UST's and aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) was
identified in a list provided by the Seneca Army Depot Activity and is included as
Appendix C. The information in this table includes the building location of the
tank; the New York State registration number (SRN); the EPA registration
number, if registered; capacity in gallons; product stored; type (AST or UST);
location (inside or outside); year installed; and service status.

National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit NY0021296
covers both operational sewage treatment plants located at Buildings 4 and 715
(USATHMA 1980).

The Seneca Army Depot Activity was approved for Part A, Interim Status as a

- hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal facility (TSDF) in 1980, Part B

Fihal Status TSDF was applied for in November 1986 {(STV/Lyon Associates
1990). |

DA Authorization A31-60-01 for storage of radioactive calibration and checkl
sources for uranium-235, americium-241, and krypton-85 stored in Buildings 321
and 806 (USATHMA 1980).

Memorandum regarding authorization for open pit detonation, SDSSE-HE (200-
1c) (Absolom n.d.).

Letter regarding discharge criteria for ash landfill NYSDEC 1995a).

Permit application for Part 60 SWM Facility for landspreading sewage treatment
plant sludge INYSDEC 1993¢).

Part 373 permit application for hazardous waste management facilities (Seneca
Army Deport Activity 1991).

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 2;7
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o Environmental Compliance Assessment System Review for the Seneca Army
Depot Activity, U.S. Army Materiel Command (USAMC), April 11-15, 1994
(USAMC 1994)

o Tank Test Results for 1992, 1994, and 1995, Environmental Products and
Services (Environmental Products and Services, Inc. n.d.)

. Investigation and Evaluation of Underground Storage Tanks, USACE, Huntsville
Division, September 1989 (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 1989)

) Radioactive Materials Decommissioning Survey, Radiological Assistance Team
(Radiological Assistance Team, Seneca Army Depot Activity 1993).

. Innovative Wetlands Wastewater Treatment Project Samialing and Analysis
Report, Lozier Laboratories, Inc. (Lozier 1982)

) Memorandum Regarding LBP testing in Buildings 211-A and 234-D and the Lake
Housing Area (Seneca Army Depot Activity 1993)

. Pesticide Monitoring Survey evaluating pesticide distribution in selected
components of the environment at Seneca Army Depot Activity by the U.S. Army
Environmental Hygiene Agency (USAEHA) (USAEHA n.d.)

) Inspection report of registered pesticide applicator by the NYSDEC (NYSDEC
1991)

Ce NYSDEC Annual Inspection Reports from March and October 1993, and October
1994 (NYSDEC 1993a, 1993b, 1994b)

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York . 2-9
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Activity Environmental Office and was used in preparing the CERFA map included with this
report.

24.5 Interviews

To facilitate the review of the installation’s environmental history and practices, interviews of
current and former employees involved in operations were conducted. To ensure the interview
process was thorough, standardized interview forms were created and utilized. A sample
interview form is presented in Appendix D,

2.1.6 Visual Inspections

As required by CERCLA 120(h)(4)(A)(iv) and (v) and DOD guidance, a visual inspection of the
real property and properties immediately adjacent to the property was conducted and is addressed
in this EBS report. On-site visual inspections of the installation property and adjacent properties
were conducted by the EBS field team during the"period of November 13 to December 12, 1995,
Visual inspections conducted by the field team included grounds, buildings, structures, and
equipment. Inspection methods included visual inspections from automobiles and surveys
conducted during site walks. To ensure the visual inspections were thorough, standardized visual
inspection forms were created and utilized. A sample visual inspection form is presented in
Appendix E. '

The visual inspection of every building and all undeveloped areas was not possible during the
site visit. In areas where there were collections of like buildings with the same use (e.g., storage
igloos), a random 10 percent sample was inspected. Areas of possible contamination or areas
that were reported in interviews as being suspect were inspected unless doing so posed a health
and safety risk to the surveyors. Table 2-6 lists the facilities that were visually inspected.
Numerous open areas without buildings were also inspected but are not listed in the table.

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 2-11
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Table 2-3

SPILL LIST
SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK

9204312 2 gallons sed/Cleanup p 24(3)PS/PR/HS
330 9306000 Hazardous S gallons 8/16/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 13(3)HS/HR
Unknown 8801942 Unknown Unknown 6/1/88 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | Unknown Location
Unknown 9100783 PCB Oil Unknown 7/19/89 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | Unknown Location
367 9310872 Non-hazardous 6 ounces 12/6/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 80(6)PS/HR
2305 9411405 Non-PCB Oil , 2 gallons 11/26/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 8(4)PS/PR
319 9402630 No. 6 Fuel Oil 40 gallons 5/23/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 50(5)PS/PR/HR(P)
129 9402116 Diesel 15 gallons 5/12/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 29(3)PS/PR
Open Buming 9400993 Unknown 530 pounds 4/13/94 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 104(6)PR/HS/HR
Grounds
2305 9011429 No. 2 Fuel Oil 25 gallons 1/22/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 8(4)PS/PR
718 8910830 No. 6 Fuel Oil { 3,000 gallons 10/5/87 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 101(6)PS/PR/HS/HR
136(4)PR
2438 9213269 Sewage 500 gallons 2/25/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 129(3)HR
Open Detonation 9213247 Diesel 80 gallons 3/1/93 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 104(6)PR/HS/HR
Grounds
Unknown 9210155 Non-PCB Oil 30 galions 11/30/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Compiete | Unknown Location
2073 9209232 No. 2 Fuel Oil 15 gallons 11/9/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | S7(6)PS/PR/HR
- 331 9208729 Hazardous 3 gallons 10/28/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 14(3)HS/HR
747 9207312 No. 2 Fue] Oil 10 gallons 9/23/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 100(6)PS/PR/HS/HR
Airfield 9210155 Non-Hazardous | 30 gallons 11/30/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 2(1)
C509 9206633 Waste Oil Unknown 9/8/92 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 132(3)PR/HR(P)
357 9108201 Hazardous 5 gallons 10/30/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR
307 9100990 Hazardous 45 gallons 4/23/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 19(3)HS/HR
Airfield 9100721 Jet Fuel 18 gallons 4/17/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 56(6)PR
Parking Lot 9502235 Non-PCB Oil 5 gallons 5723795 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | Unknown Location
2134 9413197 Diesel 100 gallons 1/4/95 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 104(6)PR/HS/HR
LORAN-C 9306216 Diesel Unknown 8/21/91 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete | 44(3)PR/HR
357 9004170 Hazardous 5 gallons 7/13/90 Case Closed/Cleanup Complete { 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR
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Table 2-4
LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
SENECA ARMY DEPOT ACTIVITY, NEW YORK

8907242 0.2 Fuel Oi Unknown 10/20/89 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 37(4)PS/PR
8907722 No. 2 Fuel Qil Unknown 11/1/89 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR
212 8910053 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 1/19/9Q0 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 135(4)PS/PR
2452 9204266 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 7/14/92 | Case Closed/Cleanup Compiete 133(4)PS/PR
Open Detonation 9400104 No. 2 Fuel Oil 100 gallons 4/4/94 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 104(6)PR/HS/HR
Grounds
S-311 9307284 No. 2 Fuel Oil 20 gallons 9/15/93 | Case Open 82(6)PS/PR/HS/HR
138 9209672 No.2 Fuel Oit | 1900 gallons | 11/19/92 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 52(5)PR
319 9402630 Gasoline 40 gallons 5/23/94 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete SO(S)PS/PR/HR(P)
2310 9402116 Jet Fuel Unknown 9/22/88 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 6(4)PS/PR.
Unknown 9400993 Gasoline Unknown 12/8/87 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location
2305 9011429 No. 2 Fuel Oil Unknown 11/16/87 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 8(4)PS/PR
752 9207220 No. 2 Fuel Oil 7 gallons 9/22/92 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 134(4)PS/PR
807 9412037 Gasoline 7 gallons 9/10/91 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 98(6)PS/PR/HS/HR
Unknown 8706958 No. 2 Fuej Oil 3 gallons 12/8/94 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete Unknown Location
2079 9307375 No. 6 Fuel Oil | Unknown 9/17/93 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 57(6)PS/PR/HR
357 8708149 No. 2 Fuel Oil 75 gallons 12/19/87 | Case Closed/Cleanup Complete 131(3)PS/PR/HS/HR
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3.0 PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION

This section presents an overview of past and current operations at the Seneca Army Depot
Activity and a discussion of potential environmental contamination associated with these
operations. It provides a description of the installation facilities and addresses past and current
waste management practices at the Seneca Army Depot Activity.

3.1 PROPERTY OVERVIEW

Historic land uses of the Seneca Army Depot Activity have been documented in reports prepared
by the USACE and its subcontractors, Information was collected through record searches,
interviews, and map and aerial photographs reviews. In addition, this section contains a general .
description of each facility within the installation as described through existing documentation or

site visits.

3.2 INSTALLATION HISTORY AND MISSION

The Seneca Army Depot Activity, a military installation in upstate New York, was originally
established as the Seneca Ordnance Depot (SOD) in July 1941. The facility originally covered -
about 10,600 acres of land in Seneca County. An airstrip from the former Sampson Air Force
Base was acquired later. The North Depot Activity was consolidated with SOD in October 1961
and overall command was assumed by the Commanding Officer, SOD. In August 1963, SOD
was transferred to the U.S. Army Supply and Maintenance Command from the Chief of
Ordnance and renamed the Seneca Army Depot. The Seneca Army Depot was reassigned to the
U.S. Army Materiel Development and Readiness Command (DARCOM), now the U.S. Army
Materiel Command, on July 1, 1966. On September 1, 1976, the U.S. Army Depot Systems
Command (DESCOM) was activated with command and control over all DARCOM depots. In
1993, significant downsizing in the military led to the renaming of the depot to the Seneca Army
‘Depot Activity. '

Employment of civilians reached a peak at 2,511 personne] in July 1943 and reached a pre-
BRAC low of 595 in 1946. During the Korean conflict, 300 to 400 military personnel were
assigned to the Seneca Army Depot, supplemented by 803 to 1,821 civilian personnel. Inthe

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 3-1
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Soldier support facilities include:

. Modern 450-person barracks o Athletic fields
complex o PX/Commissary
¢ 180 sets of family quarters . PX gas station
) Dining facility ' . Auto craft shop
. Child care center J Ceramics shop
o Education center o Woodshop
) Gymnasium ) Chapel
. Racquetball courts | . Theater
) . Bowling alley J Army travel camp
o Swimming pool ) Recreation area at the lake

Facilities related to conventional munitions storage include:

. 519 earth-covered igloo magazines
. 8 standard magazines

N 2 inert warehouses
° 2 small arms warehouses
. e 3 modern maintenance facilities

Demilitarization facilities include;
o Ammunition Peculiar Equipment (APE) 1236 Deactivation Furnace equipped

with EPA-approved, emission control system
. Modern, fully equipped facilities for performing disassembly demilitarization of
conventional ammunition

. On-site demolition grounds for demilitarization of ammunition through controlled
open detonation and burning

Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 3-3
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o ‘Main Depot Area

. North Depot and Special Weapons Area
. South Depot Area

. Airfield Area

e Lake Housing Area

. Coast Guard Area

These areas are based on those presented in a master plan developed for the depot in 1990

o (STV/Lyon Associates 1990), These areas are related to functional history and land use at the
depot and are used here to facilitate the ultimate goal of BRAC, which is efficient transfer and
reuse. In the following sections, the different types of activities that occur within these areas are
discussed, and various, less fonnaliy recognized, subareas are described, The main geographic

" areas and the subareas are depicted in Figure 3-1, The data appeanng m the tables accompanying
this section were derived from a real property inventory on file at the installation (Seneca Army
Depot Activity 1995b).

Seventy-two areas at the installation are known solid waste management units (SWMUs), They
have been previously classified in order of cleanup priority. These SWMUs s have all been given
numerical designations with the prefix SEAD- (e.g., SEAD-1, SEAD-2, etc.).

33.1.1  Main Depot Area

The Main Depot Area is the largest geographic area at the depot. This area includes facilities
that are used for the storage of munitions and general purpose supplies, munitions disposal,
industrial activities, administration/support, and training, Munitions and general purpose storage
facilities cover approximately 6,681 acres of the Main Depot Area. The Seneca Army Depot
Activity has been used for storage and disposal of military explosives since its inception in 1941,
Prior to BRAC, its primary mission was the receipt, storage, maintenance, and supply of
munitions. Another activity of importance has been the storage of general purpose materials and
equipment, This activity has included the storage of both hazardous and non-hazardous
materials. The majority of the facilities associated with this activity are concentrated in the
Warehouse Subarea. In general, industrial activities at the depot have included restoration and
renovation of munitions, IPE renovation, and mission support activities. Facilities related to
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Table 3-1
(Continued)

S FACILITY - NO: R et i S EUNCTION S EYEAR BUIETH 2 SQIETEE
B0301-B0O311 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
B0401-BO411 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
B0501-B0OS11 Igloo St(EgLe Depot 1942 1,816
B0601-B0611 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
B0701-B0711 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
B0801-B0811 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
B0901-B0911 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0101-COIT1 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0201-C0211 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0301-C0311 Tgloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0401-C0412 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0501-C0513 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0601-C0611 Igioo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0701-C0O709 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0801-C0809 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
C0901-C0913 Tgloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0101-DOI13 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0201-D0212 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0301-D0313 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0401-D013 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0501-D0513 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0601-D0612 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0701-D0712 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
D0801-D0812 Igloo Storage Depot 1042 1,316
E0101-E0114 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0201-E0214 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0301-E0313 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0401-E0413 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0501-E0513 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0601-E0611 Tgloo Storage Depot 1942 1,816
E0701-E0711 Igloo Storage Depot 1942 1,316
E0801-E0811 Tgloo Storage Depot (SEAD-48) 1942 1,816

A portion of the Main Depot Area known as the “50 Area” is located west of Seneca Road and
south of Indian Creck Road. This undeveloped area was reportedly used for dumping and is
discussed further in Sections Four and Five.
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Table 3-2
(Continued) .
357 Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot/Standard Warehouse 1953 203 145
(SEAD-55)

369/607 |[Non-Hazardous Store House 1956 432
371 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot © 1988 2,245
372 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot 1988 2,245
374 |Acetylene Storage Installation N 1990 2,100
375 Flammable Materials Storage Installation 1992 216
376 Non-Hazardous Storage General Purpose Depot 1993 6,000

Munitions Disposal. Several areas and facilities at the depot have been used for the
demilitarization and disposal of munitions. Presently, munitions are the only hazardous material
that is disposed of on site. The Open Burning/Open Demolition (OB/OD) Grounds, located in
the northwest comer of the depot, is still in use for munitions disposal. This area includes three
of the currently recognized SWMUs—SEAD-23, SEAD-45, and SEAD-57. A munitions
deactivation furnace at Building 311 (SEAD-16) was used to destroy small arms munitions from
1945 to the mid-1960s, A second deactivation furnace at Building 367 (SEAD-17) has been used
to destroy small arms, fuses, boosters, and other firing devices since 1962, Larger munitions,
projectiles, ahd explosives cannot be destroyed in the furnace, They must be dismantled and the
powder and/or propellant removed. These activities were conducted from 1948 to 1963 in
Buildings 2073 to 2079, 2084, and 2085. This area is known as the Munitions Washout Plant
(SEAD-4) and is currently dismantled. This activity is presently accomplished in Buildings 608
to 612 (SEAD-52). From the 1940s to the 1950s, powder was disposed of in the Powder Burning
Pit (SEAD-24), located in the west-central part of the Main Depot Area, just south of Kendaia
Creek. Information regarding munitions disposal facilities is presented in Table 3-3.

Table 3-3

MAIN DEPOT AREA
MUNITIONS DISPOSAL FACILITIES

o st beifiler z : UL PaaT R G b
3 l 1 Old Poppmg Plant (SEAD-16) 1942 11, 628 |
366 Power Collect/Barricade 1950 950
Seneca Army Depot Activity, New York 3-9
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. FINAL
SECTIONTHREE PROPERTY CHARACTERIZATION

Effluents from these operations have included solvents, preservatives, grease, metal dusts

" (including lead- and cadmium-bearing silver solders), acids, alkalies, and propellant and
explosive dusts, Effluent disposal operations have included distillation and reuses of solvents, -
burning sludées in the Open Burning Ground, running overflow from oil separators into the
storm drain system, buming waste oil at the Open Burning Ground, discharging boiler plant
blowdown onto the ground or into drainage ditches, disposing of spot cleaning and wiping rags
in the incinerator, resale of waste oils by the Property Disposal Yard, burning of some flammable
materials by the fire department for training purboses, and disposal of some used oil by burning
in the depot oil bumer (USATHMA 1980),

Steam cleaning facilities are equipped with oil/grease separators, and used solvents are disposed
of off depot by a contractor, Self-contained degreasing units were installed after 1985, and all
waste is disposed of by a contractor off site. Used motor oil was mixed with No, 6 fuel oil and
burned in the three boiler houses (Buildings 120, 319, and 718) until the 1980s, After that time,
Buildings 120 and 319 no longer burned the used motor oil mixture, However, Building 718 had
one of its boilers retrofitted to burn used motor oil without mix