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Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road, Westhampton Beach, New York 11978
(631) 288-1654 * Fax: (631) 288-4332 * clark@westhamptonbaach.org

August 12, 2020

Janica Scherer, Assistant Town Planning Director
Town of Southampton

24 W, Montauk Highway

Hamptoan Bays, NY 11846

Re: Water Quality Improvement Project Plan (WQIPP)
2020 Community Preservation Fund Request for Sowar
Project

Dear Ms, Scharar:

Please find enclosed seven coples of the proposal submission to the 2020
Community Preservation Fund, This is a resubmission and update of our
2019 proposal for the same project, and reflects an adjustment to the
request budget as discussed in my letter to Ms. Lisa Kombrink dated April
30, 2019. The letter is included with the application attachments.

As discussed aarlier this week, the engineering design report, plans and
specifications have been provided digitally via upload to the Town's Box
account. One hard copy Is Included with this submittal.

Thank you for considering this important project. If further information is
neéded, please contact me at 631-288-1854 or
mayormoore@westhamptonbeach.org.

Sincerejy yours,

Maria Z. Moore
Mayor

Ce: jfanlon@@southamplontawnny.gov
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COMMUNITY PRESERVATION FUND (CPF)
WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan (WQIPP) Fund follows the objectives in the adopted Water Quality
Improvement Project Plan (see http://www.southamptontownny.gov/DocumentCenter/View/7318)

To apply for funding, an application must be COMPLETED and submitted along with detailed narratives and supporting
information as described below. The Water Quality Advisory Committee will rank and score projects based on the Scoring
Criteria contained in the application materials. Parcel acquisitions will be considered on an ongoing basis, independent of
this application process.

Note: 7-full sets of plans and one digital submission is required for each application.
A Public Hearing and Town Board Resolution will be required for individual or multiple projects in excess of $50,000.

WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROJECT MEANS:
[1] DEFINITIONS:

1. Wastewater Treatment Improvement Project means the planning, design, construction, acquisition, enlargement,
extension, or alteration of a wastewater treatment facility, including alternative systems to a sewage treatment
plant or traditional septic system, to treat, neutralize, stabilize, eliminate or partially eliminate sewage or reduce
pollutants in treatment facility effluent, including permanent or pilot demonstration wastewater treatment
projects, or equipment or furnishings thereof. Stormwater collecting systems and vessel pumpout stations shall
also be included within the definition of a wastewater improvement project.

2. Nonpoint source abatement and control program projects developed pursuant to section eleven-b of the soil and
water conservation districts law, title 14 of article 17 of the environmental conservation law, section 1455b of the
federal coastal zone management act, or article forty-two of the executive law;

3. Aquatic Habitat Restoration Project means the planning, design, construction, management, maintenance,
reconstruction, revitalization, or rejuvenation activities intended to improve waters of the state of ecological
significance or any part thereof, including, but not limited to ponds, bogs, wetlands, bays, sounds, streams, rivers,
or lakes and shorelines thereof, to support a spawning, nursery, wintering, migratory, nesting, breeding, feeding,
or foraging environment for fish and wildlife and other biota.

4. Pollution Prevention Project means the planning, design, construction, improvement, maintenance or
acquisition of facilities, production processes, equipment or buildings owned or operated by municipalities for
the reduction, avoidance, or elimination of the use of toxic or hazardous substances or the generation of such
substances or pollutants so as to reduce risks to public health or the environment, including changes in
production processes or raw materials; such projects shall not include incineration, transfer from one medium of
release or discharge to another medium, off-site or out-of-production recycling, end-of-pipe treatment or
pollution control.

5. The Operation of the Peconic Bay National Estuary Program, as designated by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency. Such projects shall have as their purpose the improvement of existing water quality to meet
existing specific water quality standards. Projects which have as a purpose to permit or accommodate new
growth shall not be included within this definition.
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Project Applicant:

WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Village of Westhampton Beach

Project Title: Sewer System Phase 1 Construction

Project Manager:

Name Maria Moore

Title Mayor

Organization Village of Westhampton Beach

Address 92 Sunset Ave. Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
Phone 631-288-1654

Email mayormoore @westhamptonbeach.org

Property Owner (if different from Project Manager organization):

Name

Same

Affiliation

Mailing Address

Phone

Email

Project Location
Address

Westhampton Beach business district

SCTMH#(s)

N/A

Type of Project (check all that apply):

[O] Reduction
[ ] Remediation
[ ] Restoration

Project Summary: (add text 2-3 Sentences only)
The Village plans to construction a sewer system to collect and convey 60,000 gallons per day of sanitary wastewater generated within

the Main Street business corridor (i.e. Phase 1 service area) to the existing wastewater treatment facility at Gabreski Airport.
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1. PROJECT TYPE
Must meet at least one of the definitions of “Water Quality Improvement Project” per State Law
Chapter 551 cited above. Check all that apply.

@ Wastewater Treatment Improvement Project

[ ] Non-point source abatement and control

[ ] Aquatic habitat restoration

[O] Pollution prevention

[ ] Operation of Peconic Bay National Estuary Program (Grant Match)
Note: Monitoring costs are only potentially eligible for CPF funding within Aquatic habitat
restoration projects.

2. PRIORITY AREA(S)
Priority areas are defined in the Water Quality Improvement Project Plan (WQIPP).

[O] High

@ 303(d) Impaired

[ ] Medium

D Outside High and Medium priority areas*

*If Outside High and Medium priority areas, explain how the project is relevant to WQIPP goals.
N/A

3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3a. Existing conditions of applicable groundwater/sub-watershed/waterbody and most recent and
relevant data available (provide sources).

See attached narrative.

3b. How the proposed solution addresses the issue in the context of Reduction, Remediation
and/or Restoration as per the CPF Water Quality Project Plan. Note all remediation and
restoration projects must assure that reduction measures are also addressed.

See attached narrative.

3c. Describe the proposed technology and its demonstrated efficacy in similar settings. May
include published data.

See attached narrative.
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3d. How the project supports Town of Southampton, Suffolk County, NYSDEC, Long Island Nitrogen
Action Plan (LINAP) or other adopted goals/policies (provide references with pages numbers).

See attached narrative.

3e. Review the following statements and indicate whether they are applicable to your project. For
all “Yes” responses, please indicate how your project addresses the requirements indicated.

Yes N/A

D If stormwater system or drainage is proposed: The project must indicate
compliance with the New York State Stormwater Design Manual (2015 and as
updated).

D @ If project is related to farmland: Describe any Agricultural Stewardship Plan
or other long term strategy for Nitrogen abatement.

[] If the project is for habitat restoration: The narrative must address how
underlying causes are being ameliorated and expected outcomes for local
species populations or other ecological considerations are given.

|:| If project is a Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) or cluster treatment system:
Fund allocation request is based on cost for reduction of pre-existing
conditions and not for purpose of accommodating new density (describe pre-
existing density and associated flow (gallons per day) and total projected
nitrogen reduction in narrative). Include detailed information on how many
homes the system would treat as well as potential for formation of Sewer
District, if required by Suffolk County Health Department or Town Law.

D If the project is requesting grant match for the Peconic Estuary Program:
Include information related to funding program source and purpose of
application and any relevant items on this checklist. Note: A Town Board
resolution will be required in order to encumber matching funds for grant
applications.
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4. WATER QUALITY BENEFIT

4a. Identify Nitrogen, Pathogen or Pollutant of Concern (POC) including Existing Condition and
Target Reduction.

See attached narrative.

4b. Describe plans for collecting and reporting on water quality over time.
See attached narrative.

4c. Indicate useful life of proposed technology (must meet or exceed five years).
See attached narrative.

5. COST FACTORS

5a. Explain how you have confirmed that the proposed budget is reasonable, appropriate and

necessary. If available, provide third party estimates or other documentation of how costs were
determined.

See attached narrative.

5b. Describe any matching funds to be provided.
See attached narrative.

5c. Explain: i. Why project cannot proceed and intended benefits cannot be achieved without

external funding. ii. if funds are awarded at a lower level than requested, or if there are cost
overruns, explain how the project will proceed.

See attached narrative.
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6. MANAGEMENT, EXPERIENCE, ABILITY

Ga. Describe applicant’s experience in completing simllar projects.
See attached narralive,

6b. Describe community support or opposition to project. If there is opposition, explaln how this Is
to be addressed.

Saa altached narrative.

e, Describe any permits needed and time frame/status of approvals. If permits are approved,
indicate samae,

See attached narrative.

7. MAINTENANCE, MONITORING, EVALUATION

Estimate ongoing maintenance costs and explain how these will be supported. Explain stewardship
and menitoring activities planned for ensuring sustainability of the project.

Sae attached narrative,

8. DURATION OF PROJECT

Ba, Provide a projected project timeline. Note: The Committes will only make recommendations
for shovel-ready projects that can commence this fiscal year,

See allached narrative.

8b. If praject Is multl-year or phased, provide a breakdewn of budget and milestones for each year
and phase.

Sea attached narrative.

9. ATTESTATION
Allocation of CPF funds will not be for the purpose of accammodating new growth, as this is
prohibited by State law.
Check box to certify that funds will not be directed for projects for the purpose of
accommaodating new growth.

Signature: — Uf;..-.. Date_ %hﬂm
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10. REQUIRED ATTACHMENTS
Confirm that the following required documents are attached to this application:

Photos of existing conditions
Location Map

() o] (]

State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) Long or Short Environmental Assessment
Form (EAF) (https://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/6191.html)

xx| Completed EPA Spreadsheet Tool for Evaluating Pollutant Load (STEPL) http://it.tetratech-
ffx.com/steplweb/ or similar standardized methodology (describe)

Project budget (see attached template)

Ownership commitment is provided via letter of intent (LOI) for non-municipal owners or
municipal resolution for municipal owners

L]

11. OTHER ATTACHMENTS

List other attachments provided, including cost estimates, bids, plans, documentation of matching
funds, and other as appropriate to demonstrate project readiness, quality, feasibility, and cost
effectiveness.

SEE ATTACHED
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Text Box
SEE ATTACHED
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TOWN OF SOUTHAMPTON

Department of Community Preservation

24 W Montauk Hwy, Hampton Bays, NY 11946 Due to formula errors in this form, aq
Ph: 631-287-5720 Fx: 631-728-1920 alternate budget form has been provided.

WWW.SOUTHAMPTONTOWNNY.GOV/CPF
COMMUNITY PRESERVATION FUND (CPF)

WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
BUDGET PROPOSAL

PLANNING/ENGINEERING/DESIGN Town CPF Re- Matching Funds Matching Funds Estimated Total

quest Committed Pending Project Costs

In-house labor
(provide separate sheet with calculations)

Task 1- S- S- S- S-
Task 2- S- S- S- S-
Task 3- S- S- S- S-
Task 4- S- S- S- $-
Task 5- $- $- $- $-
Task 6- S- S- S- $-

$- $- $- $-
In House Labor Total $-0 $-0 S-0 $-0

$- $- $- $-

$ $- $- $

$ $- $- $

$ $- $- $

$- $- $- $

$ $ $- $

$ $- $- $
Materials/Supplies Total $-0 $-0 $-0 $-0

Contractual Services

@0 oo lv oo
Do || o lvv o
ool lv vl
@0 || |olvlv o

o

Contractual Services Total
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Text Box
Due to formula errors in this form, an alternate budget form has been provided. 


TOWN OF SOUTHAMPTON
Department of Community Preservation

. 24 W Montauk Hwy, Hampton Bays, NY 11946
Ph: 631-287-5720 Fx: 631-728-1920
WWW.SOUTHAMPTONTOWNNY.GOV/CPF

CONSTRUCTION AND SITE IMPROVEMENTS

Town CPF
Request

Estimated Total
Project Costs

Matching Funds
Committed

Matching Funds
Pending

In-house labor
(provide separate sheet with calculations)

Task 1- S- S- S- $-
Task 2- S- S- $- $-
Task 3- S- s$- S$- $-
Task 4- S- S- $- $-
Task 5- S- s$- S- $-
Task 6- S- S- $- $-
- - - -
In House Labor Total $-0 $-0 $-0 $-0

Equipment/Materials/Supplies

- - - $-
- - 5 5
$- $- $- $-
$- $- $- $-
$- $- $- $-
$- $- $- $-
$- $- $- $-

Equipment/Materials/Supplies Total s-0 $-0 $-0 $-0

Contractual Services

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-

$- $- $- $-
Contractual Services Total $-0 s-0 s-0 $-0
ENGINEERING TOTAL | -0 | $-0 | $-0 [ -0
Total Project Cost s-0
Total CPF Funds Requested $- Due to formula errors in this form,

an alternate budget spreadsheet

Applicant matching funds committed S- has been provided.
Applicant matching funds pending approval S-

(e.g. grant request submitted pending determination)

Source of matching funds Amount

Page 7 of 8
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Text Box
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Village of Westhampton Beach
CPF Proposal
Sewer System Phase |

3 3 i X Matching Funds Matching Funds Estimated Total

Planning/Engineering/Design - Contractual Town CPF Request i ) i
Committed Pending Project Costs

Map and Plan (1) S 60,000 S 60,000
Engineering design report (1) S 150,000 S 150,000
Dr. Gobler Nitrogen Study (1) S 25,000 S 25,000
Engineering and Design - plans and specs (2) S 510,000 S 510,000
Topographical Survey (2) S 350,000 S 350,000
Private Utility Markout (2) $ 75,000 S 75,000
Soil Borings, Existing Pavement Cores,
Piezometers/Geotechnical (2) S 75,000 S 75,000
O&M Manual (2) S 70,000 S 70,000
Land & Easement Acquisition (2) S 30,000 S 30,000
Legal and Bond Counsel (2) S 20,000 S 20,000
Subtotal $ - s 1,365,000 | $ - s 1,365,000
Construction and Site Improvements - Contractual
Sewer, Pump Station & Force Main Construction S 4,000,000 | $ 6,784,500 | $ 1,055,500 | $ 11,840,000
Construction Administration S 240,000 | $ 240,000
Construction Inspection S 740,000 | S 740,000
Subtotal $ 4,000,000 | $ 6,784,500 | $ 2,035,500 | $ 12,820,000
Subtotal Construction, Engineering, Soft Cost S 4,000,000 | $ 8,149,500 | $ 2,035,500 | $ 14,185,000
Project Contingency (10%) (3) S 1,400,000 | $ 1,400,000
Subtotal (incl. project contingency) $ 15,585,000
Connection Charge - Suffolk County Sewer District #24
(4) S 1,800,000 | $ 1,800,000
Totals S 4,000,000 | $ 8,149,500 | $ 5,235,500.00 | $ 17,385,000
Total Project Cost $ 17,385,000
Total CPF Funds Requested $ 4,000,000
Applicant Matching Funds S 5,235,500
Applicant matching funds pending approval
(e.g. grant pending determination) S -
Source of Matching Funds Amount
NYS ESD Engineering Planning Grant (Map
& Plan) S 30,000
Village matching share (Map & Plan) S 30,000
Village matching Share Engineering Design
Report) S 150,000
Village matching share (Nitrogen Study) $ 25,000
NYSDEC WQIP Award 2018 S 5,000,000
NYS WIIA Award 2019 S 1,784,500.00
Town of Southampton CPF S 1,130,000
Total Matching Funds S 8,149,500

NOTES:

1. Items not included in engineering design report budget but supported as matching share by Village. All other costs are included in the

Engineering Design Report which provides detailed cost calculations and backup.

2. Items supported by 2018 CPF award.

3. 10% cost factor refers to cost opinion on page 22-23 of Engineering Design Report and is based on sum of “Planning/Engineering/Design —

Contractual & Construction and Site Improvements — Contractual.”

4. Per Engineering Design Report Appendix E: $30/gpd for 60,000 GPD design flow allocation to fund requisite STP improvements.




VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH
SEWER SYSTEM PHASE 1 CONSTRUCTION
PROPOSAL NARRATIVES

SECTION 3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3a. Existing conditions of applicable groundwater/sub-watershed/waterbody and most
recent and relevant data available (provide sources).

The project location is the Village of Westhampton Beach Phase | Sewer Collection and Conveyance
System service area, comprised of 156 Suffolk County tax lots across approximately 31 acres within
the downtown business district. The parcels are primarily comprised of commercial lots, with some
high-density residential and vacant parcels. See attached map. The project is located within a High
Priority Area in the Town of Southampton CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan.

The surface water bodies of Moriches Bay, Moniebogue Bay, and Quantuck Bay that surround the
Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach (Village), including its downtown business district,
have experienced an increase in recurring red, brown and rust tides and have been added to the
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Section 303(d) List of
Impaired Waters Requiring a TMDL/Other Strategy in 2010 (see attached). The pollutants of
concern identified by the NYSDEC are nitrogen and low dissolved oxygen with onsite wastewater
disposal systems and urban runoff as the suspected sources. The impacts from the ongoing
degradation of these surface water bodies can be seen through the significant loss of native plant
and shellfish species.

A study prepared by Dr. Christopher J. Gobler of the Stony Brook University School of Marine and
Atmospheric Sciences has also identified the high nutrient loading to be attributed to outdated
onsite septic systems and cesspools serving the surrounding homes and businesses located within
the Village of Westhampton Beach. The report, Quantifying Nitrogen Loading to from Village of
Westhampton Beach to Surrounding Water Bodies and Their Mitigation by Creating a Sewer District
was completed in June 2017 and is attached to this proposal.

Based on historical Suffolk County Water Authority (SCWA) summer use records from 2014 and
2015, sanitary wastewater generation rates equal an average daily design flow of 60,000 GPD.

The Village has completed the following steps toward implementation of the Phase | system:

e Final Map and Plan

e SEQRA review

e Formal approval for connecting to Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 at Gabreski Airport

e Engineering Design Report for Sewage Collection and Conveyance System (Volume 1)

e Engineering Design Report for Expansion of Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 Sewage
Treatment Plant (Volume 2)

e Final plans for Sewage Collection and Conveyance System

Village of Westhampton Beach 2020 1



e Regulatory plan submittals (approved by SCDPW and anticipated approval in August 2020
from NYSDEC and NYSEFC)

e Secured funding support for a portion of project costs from NYS and Town CPF sources

CPF funding is requested for construction of the wastewater collection and conveyance
infrastructure. The 2018 CPF provided funding support for related engineering costs. This proposal
requests a CPF allocation for construction.

Please refer to the Engineering Design Report (Volume 1) dated May 2020 for comprehensive
information on existing conditions including the Map and Plan.

3b. How the proposed solution addresses the issue in the context of Reduction, Remediation
and/or Restoration as per the CPF Water Quality Project Plan. Note all remediation and
restoration projects must assure that reduction measures are also addressed.

This is a reduction project. As a step towards mitigating the existing water quality issues, the Village
plans to construct a sewer system to collect and convey 60,000 gallons per day (GPD) of sanitary
wastewater generated within the Main Street business corridor (i.e. Phase 1 service area) to the
existing wastewater treatment plant located in Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 (SCSD #24) at
the Gabreski Airport. Treated effluent discharged from the existing wastewater treatment plant is
reintroduced to the ground via subsurface leaching pools with nitrogen concentrations reduced
below the current drinking water standard of 10 mg/L. Therefore, the Village’s sewer system will
remove nitrogen-rich onsite wastewater point sources from continuing to discharge to the ground,
thereby contributing to the improvement of water quality in the surrounding water bodies.

As described in the Engineering Design Report, Volume 1, the Village’s collection and conveyance
system will entail installation of a combined gravity/low-pressure sewer system, including two (2)
submersible pump stations. In addition, the Village will be required to fund a connection charge to
Suffolk County which will be used to fund future improvements to SCSC #24. These improvements
are described in the Volume 2 Engineering Design Report.

The 60,000 GPD design flow will support existing conditions and will not support new growth. The
project will eliminate existing inadequate onsite septic systems and instead convey the wastewater
to the sewer treatment plant in Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 at the Gabreski Airport.

Please refer to the Engineering Design Report Volume 1, stamped plans and specifications for a
comprehensive project description.

3c. Describe the proposed technology and its demonstrated efficacy in similar settings. May
include published data.

The Village retained the firm H2M Architects and Engineers to prepare the Map and Plan and
Engineering Design Report. Part of the scope of work entailed detailed evaluation of alternatives.
The recommended alternative is installation of a combined gravity/low-pressure sewer system,
including two (2) submersible pump stations. See Engineering Design Report for further detail. The
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recommended alternative is supported by accepted engineering standards and cost benefit
analysis.

The project leverages availability of existing capacity at Suffolk County Sewer District 24 at Gabreski
Airport. This shared services approach leverages the County’s investment in wastewater treatment
infrastructure that is compliant with applicable regulatory requirements.

Please refer to the Engineering Design Report Volume 1 for a comprehensive discussion on efficacy
of the technologies to be employed.

3d. How the project supports Town of Southampton, Suffolk County, NYSDEC, Long Island
Nitrogen Action Plan (LINAP) or other adopted goals/policies (provide references with pages
numbers).

The project supports the Town of Southampton Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom
Action Plan as follows:

Town of Southampton Water Quality Improvement Project Plan (WQIPP)
e The project is located in a High Priority Area as defined in WQIPP maps (p. 54).

e The project will remove 156 Suffolk County tax lots from their existing onsite septic systems,
and direct the wastewater to the County owned wastewater treatment facility at Gabreski
Airport. Treatment of the wastewater prior to discharge will reduce nitrogen before it
enters groundwater. As a result, the project will reduce nitrogen loading to Moniebogue Bay
by 5,000 pounds per year, a 30% reduction in external nitrogen load (see Gobler report).
Nitrogen reduction is a central aim of the WQIPP (p. 12, 25, et. al.)

o The proposed project is in conformance with the authorizing statutes for the WQIPP:

o NYS Town Law Article 4, Sec. 64-f, Peconic Bay Region Community Preservation
Funds, defines a “wastewater treatment improvement project” as “planning, design,
construction, acquisition, enlargement, extension, or alteration of a wastewater
treatment facility, including alternative systems to a sewage treatment plant or
traditional septic system, to treat, neutralize, stabilize, eliminate or partially
eliminate sewage or reduce pollutants in treatment facility effluent, including
permanent or pilot demonstration wastewater treatment projects, or equipment or
furnishings thereof.” The proposed project is directly aligned with this definition.

o The Code of the Town of Southampton, Chapter 140, Community Preservation Fund,
includes the same definition of a wastewater treatment project.

o Town Code Chapter 140, Community Preservation Fund, further indicates that a
“wastewater treatment improvement project” incudes “The planning, design,

Village of Westhampton Beach 2020 3



construction, acquisition, enlargement, extension or alteration of a wastewater
treatment facility...” (underlining added for emphasis). This demonstrates eligibility
of proposed project costs.

Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan

The project supports Recommendation 1.1, “As a result of Superstorm Sandy in an effort to
promote resilience create and/or expand sewer districts for existing communities identified as
priority areas and upgrade current wastewater infrastructure.” Key Milestone b., which states,
“Advance sewer expansion projects as funding becomes available,” is also supported.

Section 9 (Implementation) link:
http://www.suffolkcountyny.gov/Portals/0/health/pdf/Section%209%20Plan%20Implementation.pdf

Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan

The Top Strategic Priority in the Management Recommendations is to: “Reduce nitrogen and
phosphorous loading to ground watersheds, surface watersheds and direct inputs to surface
waters, particularly by upgrading septic systems, both residential and nonresidential” (p.50).

Link to plan: http://reclaimourwater.info/Portals/60/docs/HABActionPlan.pdf

Long Island Nitrogen Action Plan (LINAP)

The project supports LINAP goals for reducing nitrogen in Long Island's surface and ground waters.
Links:

https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/water pdf/linapfactsheet.pdf
https://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/water pdf/linapscope.pdf

3e. If project is a Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) or cluster treatment system: Fund allocation
request is based on cost for reduction of pre-existing conditions and not for purpose of
accommodating new density (describe pre-existing density and associated flow (gallons per
day) and total projected nitrogen reduction in narrative). Include detailed information on
how many homes the system would treat as well as potential for formation of Sewer District,
if required by Suffolk County Health Department or Town Law.

The project is a sewage conveyance system that will leverage the existing Suffolk County
Sewage Treatment Plant No. 24 at Gabreski Airport. The project location is the Village of
Westhampton Beach Phase | Sewer Collection and Conveyance System service area, comprised
of 156 Suffolk County tax lots (the equivalent of 200 single family residences) across
approximately 31 acres within the downtown business district.

The project will support only the existing level of development and is not for the purpose of
accommodating new density. The planned 60,000 GPD of treatment capacity will service
existing conditions only. The following summary table was prepared based on Suffolk County
Water Authority data that was provided for properties in the Phase | service area. The table
breaks down the existing water use based on each property’s designated NYS land use
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classification. The number of parcels are as follows: 88 residential, one vacant, 66 commercial
and one community services. 70% of acreage is residential.

It is anticipated that a portion of this water use is attributed to swimming pools, irrigation and
similar activities that do not contribute to sanitary flow. For this reason, the repurposing of
some existing Village commercial properties for additional wet uses such as restaurants can be
accommodated and is a desirable outcome of the project.

Suffolk County Sewer Agency Resolution 51-2017 granted formal approval for the connection of
the Village of Westhampton Beach business district to Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 at
Gabreski Airport.

4. WATER QUALITY BENEFIT

4a. ldentify Nitrogen, Pathogen or Pollutant of Concern (POC) including Existing Condition
and Target Reduction.

This project will remove properties from onsite septic systems and divert wastewater to the
wastewater treatment plant at Gabreski. The project will reduce nitrogen loads entering area
surface waters.

According to Dr. Gobler’s 2017 report (attached), “The completion of the proposed phase 1
sewering of Main Street would divert nearly 5,000 Ibs. of nitrogen each year away from
Moniebogue Bay annually, reducing its total nitrogen load by 24% and its external nitrogen load
by 30%.

4b. Describe plans for collecting and reporting on water quality over time.

The Village will work with the Town to establish a mutually acceptable plan for ongoing water
quality monitoring and reporting for a period of at least five years. It is understood that the
Town’s aim is to quantify the impact of CPF investment on water quality in Moniebogue Bay.
The following ongoing activities will be leveraged to establish the monitoring plan:

e The sewer system will remove existing subsurface wastewater disposal system
discharges within the Phase 1 service area from continuing to discharge direct to the
ground, and convey the sanitary wastewater up to the existing sewage treatment plant
at the Gabreski Airport in Suffolk County Sewer District #24. The existing sewage
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treatment plant is required to monitor the effluent water quality as part of its State
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) permit.

e Stony Brook University’s School of Marine and Atmospheric Sciences currently conducts
sampling on a weekly basis at a monitoring station at Moniebogue Bay. These ongoing
efforts are overseen by Dr. Christopher Gobler of Stony Brook University.

e The Moriches Bay Project has an ongoing water monitoring program that they anticipate
will last more than five years. Results will continue to be shared with the Village.

4c. Indicate useful life of proposed technology (must meet or exceed five years).

The useful life of the project meets or exceeds the CPF five-year requirement. The design life
for non-mechanical infrastructure (i.e. pipes, manholes, concrete, etc.) is based on a 50-year
useful life cycle and the design life for the mechanical components (i.e. pumps, motors,
electrical systems, etc.) is typically based on a 20-year useful life cycle; however, there are
instances when specific mechanical components have expected useful life that is either shorter
or longer than the typical 20-year period. These instances are typically identified during
detailed design, when final equipment selections are made.

5. COST FACTORS

5a. Explain how you have confirmed that the proposed budget is reasonable, appropriate and
necessary. If available, provide third party estimates or other documentation of how costs
were determined.

A cost opinion was developed by H2M and is included with the Engineering Design Report
Volume 1 (beginning on p. 21, with backup provided in Appendix E). H2M’s staff of engineers
and other professionals are highly qualified and experienced in design and implementation of
wastewater treatment systems. The cost opinion is based on detailed engineering and
responsible market estimates.

The project leverages availability of existing capacity at Suffolk County Sewer District 24 at
Gabreski. Connection to the County Sewage Treatment Plant will require a Village investment in
facility upgrades on the order of magnitude of S3M (these costs are detailed in a separate
engineering design report not included with this proposal). Through this partnership, the
project’s cost benefit is significantly higher than it would otherwise be if the Village had to fund
construction of a new sewage treatment plant. This intermunicipal shared services approach
meets statewide and local priorities articulated by the Governor and Suffolk County Executive.

5b. Describe any matching funds to be provided.

Confirmed sources are as follows:

Village of Westhampton Beach 2020 6



Village of Westhampton Beach:
e $25,000 for Nitrogen Study to Dr. Christopher Gobler
e $210,000 for preparation of Map and Plan and Engineering Design Report

New York State:
e 55,000,000 Department of Environmental Conservation Water Quality Improvement
Program 2018 award
e 51,784,500 WIIA Award Project C1-5126-02-00. Awarded December 2019. Contract
development currently on hold per NYS Budget Bulletin B-1223 (COVID impacts)

Town of Southampton CPF:
e 51,130,000 for engineering costs

5c. Explain: i. Why project cannot proceed and intended benefits cannot be achieved without
external funding. ii. if funds are awarded at a lower level than requested, or if there are cost
overruns, explain how the project will proceed.

i. Why project cannot proceed and intended benefits cannot be achieved without external
funding. The total cost for engineering design and construction for the Phase 1 service area and
system infrastructure as well as the County STP upgrades is nearly $17M. By contrast, the entire
Village operating budget for 2020-2021 is under $11M. The cost of this project far outweighs
the Village’s ability to self-finance. Diversified financing is necessary to proceed. The Village is
pursuing all available avenues of funding, including external grants from CPF, County, State and
Federal sources, as well as lending programs offered by the NYS Environmental Facilities
Corporation.

ii. if funds are awarded at a lower level than requested, or if there are cost overruns, explain
how the project will proceed. The cost opinion prepared by H2M incorporates escalation
factors to account for anticipated construction start in 2020. While best efforts are made to
accurately project costs, market conditions may result in unexpected variation from the
projected figures. Should cost overruns occur, the Village will utilize its available funding
mechanisms, including capital funds, grants and financing tools to advance the projectin a
reasonable timeframe.

This proposal is a resubmittal of a request submitted to the CPF under the 2019 funding round.
In negotiating the terms of a potential award in 2019, the Village was asked to submit
supplemental information that would assist the CPF Water Quality Advisory Committee to
utilize a single-family equivalency method for determining an award amount. The following
information was provided in the attached letter from Mayor More to Ms. Kombrink dated April
30, 2019:

To maximize the effect on water quality improvement, the Village defined the boundary

of their sewer system service area to encompass the highest density of existing onsite
wastewater point loads equal to the 60,000 gpd wastewater flow. The final boundary
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included 156 tax lots comprised of mixed uses, mainly consisting of commercial and
high-density residential build-out. The existing mixed-use build-out is equated to 200
single-family residences based on a 300 gpd/SFE (single-family equivalent) conversion
factor (i.e. 60,000 gpd + 300 gpd/SFE) that was confirmed by the Town of Southampton
Assistant Town Engineer.

The Village kindly requests the Community Preservation Fund (CPF) Water Quality
Advisory Committee consider the information provided in this letter when making their
final determination on whether the construction costs associated with the Village sewer
system project are eligible for grant subsidence. Should the Committee deem the Village
eligible, the Village would like to suggest the grant amount be based on the current
maximum rebate for an I/A OWTS equal to 520,000 per single family residence, which
would equate to a total grant amount of 54,000,000 (i.e. 200 SFE x 5$20,000/SFE) in an
effort to maintain fair and equitable disbursement of CPF grant funding.

The Village maintains its request at this previously discussed level of $4M. Should funds be
awarded at a lower level than requested, it is likely that the Village will need to increase
borrowing in order to ensure the project will proceed as planned. It is noted that the project
budget reflects the Phase | sewage collection and conveyance system only.

As noted in 5.a., in addition to the Phase | sewage collection and conveyance system, the
Village will also be required to support additional costs on the order of magnitude of S3M to
upgrade the County STP. Due to the high overall project cost, it is imperative that the Village
maximize its ability to secure external support.

6. MANAGEMENT, EXPERIENCE, ABILITY
6a. Describe applicant’s experience in completing similar projects.

While the Village has not previously established a sewage collection and conveyance system, it
has advanced this project in a timely and proficient manner by securing services of qualified
and experienced engineering, planning and other professionals, and through effective project
management. Evaluation of water quality impacts, preparation of a Map and Plan and
preparation of Engineering Design Reports are threshold steps to progress toward establishing
a financing plan and advancing to construction. Stakeholder engagement and solicitation of
input have been ongoing as well.

The Village has taken the following actions in support of the project. Village Board resolutions
and plans provided in the application attachments serve to provide confirmation of Village
commitment and capacity to deliver the project:

e Notice of Determination of Lead Agency and Coordinated Review under SEQRA issued to

Town of Southampton Highway Department and Southampton Town Board (both dated
9/27/17)
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e Determination of Environmental Significance under SEQRA for the Village of
Westhampton Beach Sewer System Project (Adopted November 15, 2017)

e Accepted Final Map and Plan — Formation of The Inc. Village of Westhampton Beach
Sewer System (Phase 1 Sewer Service Area) For Moniebogue Bay (October 2017)

e Secured formal approval for the connection of the Village of Westhampton Beach to
Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 — Gabreski Municipal (Resolution 51-2017 adopted
December 18, 2017)

e SEQRA Determination on the Village of Westhampton Beach Main Street Roadway,
Drainage and Streetscape Improvement Project (adopted June 7, 2018)

e Appointment of H2M to provide Professional Engineering Services for the Sewer Project
(December 6, 2018)

e Engineering Design Report — Inc. Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer Collection and
Conveyance System (Phase 1 Sewer Service Area) Connection to Suffolk County Sewer
District No. 24 Volume 1 (May 2020)

e Stamped plans and specifications for Phase 1 Collection and Conveyance System (July
2020)

e Engineering Design Report — Inc. Village of Westhampton Beach (Phase 1 Sewer Service
Area) Expansion of Suffolk County Sewer District No. 24 Sewage Treatment Plant (STP)
Volume 2 (May 2020)

e Intermunicipal connection agreement with Suffolk County, expected to be finalized
August, 2020.

Please see the attached statement of qualifications for H2M, the Village’s engineering firm.

6b. Describe community support or opposition to project. If there is opposition, explain how
this is to be addressed.

e Significant community support: support letters attached. These letters were secured in
2018 for our prior application and are still valid.

e Community opposition: a small number of residents have voiced concerns about project
cost. The Village has responded to these concerns by maintaining transparent and
consistent messaging about the need for the project, its importance to the environment
and economic viability of the business district, and the cost savings associated with
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completing this project as a shared services initiative with Suffolk County. We have also
shared information about availability of external funding support, which is more
favorable currently than in years past. All of these factors are expected to ameliorate
community concern about potential fiscal strain on the Village and its residents.

Further, residents are supportive of this project because they understand that while
sewage treatment will not create more development, it will enable existing businesses
to repurpose their spaces on Main Street for increased wet uses (e.g. restaurants).
Limitations on wet uses due to inadequate capacity of onsite systems has been a
longstanding concern of Village residents and business owners. Residents understand
that because current zoning and parking restrictions will stay in place, overall square
footage is not expected to change.

6¢. Describe any permits needed and time frame/status of approvals. If permits are
approved, indicate same.

SEQRA determination complete. Approvals from NYS Environmental Facilities Corporation and
NYSDEC are anticipated within 1-2 weeks of submittal of this application.

See Engineering Design Report for progress to date and timeline below for remaining tasks.
7. MAINTENANCE, MONITORING, EVALUATION

Estimate ongoing maintenance costs and explain how these will be supported. Explain
stewardship and monitoring activities planned for ensuring sustainability of the project.

The Engineering Design Report discusses estimated operation and maintenance costs as
follows. See the full report for further detail.

Currently, the Village is engaged with Suffolk County Department of Public Works (SCDPW) to
finalize the terms and conditions that will be written into the final inter-municipal sewer
Connection Agreement. To date, the Village and SCDPW have agreed that SCDPW will assume
the responsibility for the operation and maintenance of the collection and conveyance
infrastructure after it is constructed, tested and turned over for beneficial use. The Village will
be responsible for the design and construction of the collection and conveyance infrastructure.

The operation and maintenance (O&M) costs associated with the selected alternative are based
on the sewer rent that will be assessed by SCDPW. SCDPW has indicated that they would
assume full operation of the Phase 1 collection and conveyance infrastructure without
increasing the current total annual O&M budget for SCSD #24, if a 100% gravity sewer
collection system is installed. Additional O&M costs have been considered to account for the
replacement of individual grinder pumps that would be expected to occur roughly every 10
years for the full life of the system. As such, the Village’s O&M cost has been comprised of the
following two cost components: 1) O&M (sewer rent), which is proportionally based on the
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Phase 1 service area single-family equivalent (SFE) flow contribution to the current permitted
flow at SCSD #24, and 2) replacement costs for each grinder pump station based on the
quantity of stations previously stated in the engineering design report at the assumed 10-year
replacement interval. Both cost components are escalated based on 3.5% per year. SCOPW
bases their O&M (sewer rent) on SFE flow units equal to 225 GPD. As such, the Phase 1 service
area is comprised of 267 SFE (i.e. 60,000 GPD + 225GPD/SFE). The current annual O&M budget
for SCSD #24 is $200,000. Therefore, Village residents and business owners will be responsible
to pay 40% of the annual operation and maintenance budget equal to a total annual cost of
$80,000 per year (i.e. 40% x $200,000). Distributing this total annual cost to the Phase 1 service
area will result in an O&M rate equal to $300/year/SFE (i.e. $80,000/year + 267 SFE).

Based on the preliminary collection system layouts identified in the engineering design report,
there are a total of one hundred thirteen (113) pumps (i.e. 63 simplex + 25 duplex). A present
worth budget of $1,500 per grinder pump per 10-year interval has been assigned to each pump
to represent the life-cycle costs that could be expected for pump replacement and/or repair.
Projecting this cost over a 30-year period for the quantity of grinder pumps identified above,
with an annual escalation factor of 3.5%, the total grinder pump replacement costs over a 30-
year period are projected to be $644,177.

8. DURATION OF PROJECT
8a. Provide a projected project timeline.

The following timetable is included in the Engineering Design Report, which was finalized May
2020.
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8b. If project is multi-year or phased, provide a breakdown of budget and milestones for each
year and phase.

The project is phased with costs for design/engineering and construction distributed over 2018-
2022 as shown in the project timeline. See Engineering Design Report Volume 1 for further
detail. The Village will look forward to discussing leverage of CPF funding during the life of the
project, with 2020 as the initial funding year. It is requested that the Town provide a 2020
allocation of $4M.

Depending on the actual amount of funds provided, and the outcome of future proposals to the
Consolidated Funding Application and other grant programs, we anticipate requesting
additional CPF funding, the amount of which will take into account availability of external
funding sources.

The Village was awarded 2018 CPF funds in the amount of $1,130,000 to support engineering
costs for the project. 2020 CPF funds are requested to offset construction costs of the Phase 1
sewage collection and conveyance system only, as described in the Engineering Design Report
Volume 1.
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New York State Final 2016 Section 303(d) List November 2016
Water Index Number Waterbody Name (WI/PWL ID) County Type Class Cause/Pollutant Suspected Source Year
Part 1 - Individual Waterbody Segments with Impairment Requiring TMDL Development (conat)

Atlantic Ocean/Long Island Sound Drainage Basin (con’t)
(MW3.4) LIS (portion 2c) Milton Harbor (1702-0063) Westchester Estuary SB Floatables Urb/Storm, Municipl 2002
(MW3.4) LIS (portion 2c) Milton Harbor (1702-0063) Westchester Estuary SB Pathogens Urb/Storm, Municipl 2002
(MW3.4) LIS-11 Blind Brook, Lower (1702-0062) Westchester River sC Silt/Sediment Urb/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW3.4) LISs-11 Blind Brook, Upper, and tribs (1702-0130) Westchester River C Silt/Sediment Urb/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW3.6) LIS (portion 2d) Port Chester Harbor (1702-0260) Westchester Estuary SB Floatables Urb/Storm, Municipl 2002
(MWa3.6) LIS (portion 2d) Port Chester Harbor (1702-0260) Westchester Estuary SB Pathogens Urb/Storm, Municipl 2002
(MW3.6) LIS-13 Byram River, Lower (1702-0132) Westchester Estuary SC Pathogens Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2004
(MW4.2b) LIS-MB (portion 2) Manhasset Bay, and tidal tribs (1702-0141) Nassau Estuary SB Pathogens Urb/Storm Runoff 2002
(MWa4.3a) LIS-HH Hempstead Harbor, south, & tidal tribs (1702-0263) Nassau Estuary SB Pathogens Urb/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW4.4a) LIS-OBH-MNC-45-P150a Beaver Lake (1702-0152) Nassau Lake C Phosphorus Urban/Storm Runoff 2012
(MWS5.3) LIS-62-P296 Millers Pond (1702-0013) Suffolk Lake C Phosphorus/Low D.O. 2 Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MWS5.4c) LIS (portion 5) Long Island Sound, Suffolk Co, Central (1702-0265) Suffolk Estuary SA Pathogens Urban/Storm Runoff 2012
(MW6.1d) GB..GPB-P495 Mattituck/Marratooka Pond (1701-0129) Suffolk Lake A Phosphorus/Low D.O. 2 Other (in-lake recycling) 2002
(MW?7.1b) AO-P815 Agawam Lake (1701-0117) Suffolk Lake C Phosphorus/Low D.O. 2 Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2008
(MWT7.1b) AO-SB Shinnecock Bay and Inlet (1701 0033) Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.1c) AO-QB Quantuck Bay (1701-0042) 1 Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. 2 Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.2a) AO-MB (portion 1) Moriches Bay, East (1701-0305) * Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. ? Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.2a) AO-MB (portion 2) Moriches Bay, West (1701-0038) * Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. ? Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.2a) AO-MB-168a thru 175 Tidal Tribs to West Moriches Bay (1701-0312) 12 Suffolk Estuary SC Pathogens Urban/Storm, Agric,OWTS 2006
(MW?7.2a) AO-MB-168a thru 175  * Tidal Tribs to West Moriches Bay (1701-0312) 12 Suffolk Estuary SC Nitrogen/Low D.O. 2 Urban/Storm, Agric, OWTS 2006
(MW?7.3) AO GSB (portion 1) + Great South Bay, East (1701-0039) 1! Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. 2 Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.3) AO GSB (portion 2) + Great South Bay, Middle (1701-0040) Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. 2 Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW?7.3) AO GSB (portion 3) + Great South Bay, West (1701-0173) 1! Suffolk Estuary SA Nitrogen/Low D.O. 2 Onsite WTS, Urb Runoff 2010
(MW7.5) AO-GSB-185-P889 Canaan Lake (1701-0018) Suffolk Lake B(T) Phosphorus Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW7.5) AO-GSB-185-P889 Canaan Lake (1701-0018) Suffolk Lake B(T) Silt/Sediment Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW?7.7) AO-GSB-193..P304 + Lake Ronkonkoma (1701-0020) Suffolk Lake B Pathogens Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW?7.7) AO-GSB-193..P304 + Lake Ronkonkoma (1701-0020) Suffolk Lake B Phosphorus Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW?7.8) AO-GSB-194 Champlin Creek, Upper, and tribs (1701-0019) Suffolk River C(TS) Thermal Changes Urban/Storm Runoff 2002
(MW8.1a) AO-SOB-216 thru 219 Tidal Tribs to South Oyster Bay (1701-0200) Nassau Estuary SC Pathogens Urban/Storm Runoff 2012

11

addressed in the TMDL/Watershed Strategy for the larger waterbodies.

12

Other tributary embayments to these larger waters (e.g., Penniman Creek, Nicoll Bay, Patchogue Bay, Bellport Bay) are also considered to be included within these listings and will be

Includes Upper Forge River, which is the trib of primary concern. The Lower Forge River is included in Part 2¢ - Shellfishing Waters portion of the list.
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Quantuck Canal/Moneybogue Bay (1701-0371) Impaired

Waterbody Location Information Revised: 07/13/2018

Water Index No: (MW7.1¢) AO-SB-QB-QtC Water Class: SA

Hydro Unit Code: Shinnecock Bay-Atlantic Ocean (0203020206) Drainage Basin: Atlantic-Long Island Sound
Water Type/Size:  Estuary Waters 114.9 Acres Reg/County: 1/Suffolk (52)
Description: entire canal/bay, as described below

Water Quality Problem/Issue Information

Uses Evaluated Severity Confidence
Shellfishing Impaired Known
Primary Contact Recreation Stressed Susected
Secondary Contact Recreation Stressed Suspected
Fishing (Aquatic Life) Impaired Known
Fishing (Fish Consumption) Unassessed -
Type of Pollutant(s) (CAPS indicate Major Pollutants/Sources that contribute to an Impaired/Precluded Uses)
Known: LOW DISSOLVED OXYGEN, PATHOGENS
Suspected: -
Unconfirmed: -

Source(s) of Pollutant(s)

Known: ONSITE/SEPTIC SYSTEMS, URBAN/STORM RUNOFF
Suspected: OTHER SOURCE (waterfowl/wildlife)
Unconfirmed: ---

Management Information

Management Status: Restoration/Protection Strategy Needed
Strategy Implementation Scheduled or Underway
Lead Agency/Office: DOW/BWAM
IR/305(b) Code: Impaired Water, TMDL Required (IR Category 5)
Impaired Water, TMDL Completed (IR Category 4a)

Further Details

Overview

Quantuck Canal/Moneybogue Bay is assessed as an impaired waterbody due to shellfishing use that is impaired by
pathogens and fishing use (aquatic life) that is impaired due to low dissolved oxygen. This assessment is based on
year-round and seasonal shellfishing closures and continuous water quality monitoring data. Urban and storm runoff
are the primary sources of pathogens, although various other sources such as waterfowl/wildlife may also contribute.
Onsite septic systems are suspected to be the primary source of low dissolved oxygen to the waterbody.

Use Assessment
Quantuck Canal/Moneybogue Bay is a Class SA waterbody required to support the best use of shellfishing for market
purposes, primary and secondary contact recreation and fishing.

Shellfish harvesting for consumption is considered to be impaired in these waters. All of this waterbody (included
within Shellfish Growing Area #9) has been designated uncertified or only seasonally certified for the taking of
shellfish for use as food. Seasonal restrictions apply to the entire canal and bay; year-round restrictions apply to the
Stevens Park Yacht Basin and other smaller boat basins. Shellfish that grow in contaminated waters can accumulate
disease-causing microorganisms (bacteria, viruses) that can be eaten with the shellfish. These shellfishing designations
are based on results of water quality sampling and evaluation of data against New York State and National Shellfish



Sanitation Program monitoring criteria and/or shoreline surveys of actual or potential sources of contamination.
Certified/uncertified shellfish area designations are revised regularly; for the most up to date and detailed descriptions
of current designations, go to www.dec.ny.gov/regs/4014.html. (DEC/DFWMR, Region 1, July 2010)

Fishing use is evaluated based on standards and guidance values for the protection of aquatic life and the human
consumers of fish. Fishing use (agautic life) is impaired based on continuous monitoring results that show low
dissolved oxygen.

Primary and secondary contact recreational uses are thought to be stressed based on shellfishing certification
monitoring. There are no regularly monitored beaches in this waterbody, but bacteriological sampling conducted
through the shellfishing monitoring program indicate elevated pathogen levels. However criteria for shellfishing are
lower than those for public bathing and additional bacteriological sampling is needed to more fully evaluate swimming
use.

Fish Consumption use is considered to be unassessed. There are no health advisories limiting the consumption of fish
from this waterbody (beyond the general advice for all waters). However due to the uncertainty as to whether the lack
of a waterbody-specific health advisory is based on actual sampling, fish consumption use is noted as unassessed.
(NYS DOH Health Advisories and DEC/DOW, BWAM, April 2018)

Water Quality Information

Assessments of recreational uses and aquatic life in marine waters are based primarily on information from NYS and
local health departments and the NYSDEC Division of Fish Wildlife and Marine Resources. This information is
compiled and updated in regularly issued advisories and certifications regarding bathing beaches, shellfishing harvest
and sportfish consumption.

A Long Island dissolved oxygen monitoring effort led by The Nature Conservancy in collaboration with SUNY Stony
Brook SOMAS and USGS began continuous monitoring of dissolved oxygen in a number of marine embayments in
2014. This sampling documented significant diurnal swings in dissolved oxygen during some summer periods. The
initial results of this sampling are consistent with this assessment that fishing use (aquatic life) is known to be impaired
by the episodic low dissolved oxygen.

Source Assessment

Based on surrounding land use and general knowledge of the waterbody, urban stormwater runoff and possibly residential
onsite wastewater/septic systems are considered to be the primary sources of pathogens, although various other sources
such as boat discharges, municipal wastewater discharges and waterfowl may also contribute.

Management Actions
Quantuck Canal/Moneybogue Bay was among the waterbodies covered by the Long Island Pathogen TMDL to address
shellfishing impairments that was established in 2007.

The NYS Legislature authorized $5 million to DEC and the Long Island Regional Planning Council (LIRPC) for a
Long Island nitrogen management and mitigation plan. Plan development — with active input from local stakeholders
and public — is underway. Chief among the expectations for the plan is a focus on wastewater issues, including
sewering of unsewered communities in Suffolk County and the evaluation and use of advanced alternative onsite
wastewater treatment systems to reduce nitrogen loads from individual septic systems where sewering in not viable.

This waterbody is also included within the South Shore Estuary Reserve (SSER). The SSER encompasses the tidal
waters and watershed between the Nassau—Queens County line and the eastern boundary of Shinnecock Bay. The
goals of the SSER Program outlined in the draft Comprehensive Management Plan (CMP) include improvement and
maintenance of water quality, protection and restoration of living resources, expansion of public use and enjoyment of
the estuary, and increasing education, outreach and stewardship. Program activities focus on point and nonpoint source
pollution reduction, protection and restoration of water quality and coastal habitat, increasing shellfish harvesting, open
space preservation and enhancing other public uses of the estuary. A vessel waste no discharge zone was established
for the entire South Shore Estuary in 2009 to address impacts from boat pollution.
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Section 303(d) Listing

Quantuck Canal/Moneybogue Bay is not included on the current (2016) NYS Section 303(d) List of Impaired/ TMDL
Waters. However, this updated assessment suggests that it may be appropriate to include this waterbody on the next list.
It is recommended that this waterbody be added to Part 3¢ of the List as an impaired waterbody for which TMDLs are
deffered pending development/implementation/evaluation of other restoration measures. This waterbody is currently
categorized as an IR Category 4a water that is impaired but not listed due to the inclusion of the waterbody in the 2007
Long Island Pathogens (Shellfishing) TMDL.

Segment Description
This segment includes tidal waters between the Bascule Bridge at Jessup Lane to Quantuck Bay.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Village of Westhampton Beach is located within the watersheds of Moniebogue Bay,
Quantuck Bay, and Moriches Bay, all water bodies declared impaired by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC). For more than 30 years, these waters
have been plagued by recurrent brown tides more frequently than any other water body across
Long Island leading to significant losses of shellfish and eelgrass. High levels of nitrogen have
been detected in the groundwater under the Village and this nitrogen flows to coastal water bodies,
promoting these brown tides while also contributing toward other nitrogen-related impairments
including the loss of salt marshes, the loss of eelgrass, poor water clarity, low oxygen levels, and
poor conditions for fish populations. Any effort to reduce the delivery of nitrogen from the Village
of Westhampton Beach will help mitigate these conditions. This study was undertaken to estimate
the effect of sewering various portions of the Village of Westhampton Beach on the total nitrogen
loads to Eastern Moriches, Moniebogue Bay, and Quantuck Bay, as well as the water quality within
these systems. A nitrogen loading model was developed that considered nitrogen delivered to
these waterbodies from three types of fertilizers, septic systems, the atmosphere, surface-run-off,
storm drains, sediments, and birds. The model was run for current conditions as well as for four
phases of wastewater remediation for the Village including the creation of phased sewer districts
and upgrades of on-site septic systems. The subsequent effects on water quality in the surrounding
water bodies was quantified. The models demonstrate that wastewater is currently the largest
source of nitrogen to East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck (58%, 78% and 62% of the
external nitrogen load). The completion of the proposed phase 1 sewering of Main Street would
divert nearly 5,000 Ibs of nitrogen away from Moniebogue Bay annually, reducing its total
nitrogen load by 24% and its external nitrogen load by 30% but would not significantly impact
East Moriches and Quantuck Bays which are outside of the Main Street watershed. Phases 2 and
3 would expand sewering to regions beyond Main Street bringing a 30% reduction of total nitrogen
load and ~40% reduction of external loads to Moniebogue Bay and modest reductions to East
Moriches and Quantuck Bays (0 — 5%). Phase 4 of the plan would bring alternative, denitrifying
septic systems to the remainder of the Village and lead to the largest total nitrogen reductions to
all waterbodies with the total load reduction of 12% for East Moriches Bay, 56% for Moniebogue
Bay, and 8% for Quantuck Bay and external loads reductions of 18% for East Moriches Bay, 70%
for Moniebogue Bay, and 13% for Quantuck Bay. Given that Moniebogue Bay is the only water
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body fully within the Village’s watershed, and that the Village comprises ~20% of the other
watersheds, the 70% reduction in nitrogen load to this water body is the most realistic assessment
of the efficacy of this project. Upon the reduction of nitrogen loads to coastal waters, it is expected
that the intensity of brown tides and other algal blooms would be reduced. Additional ecosystem
benefits would include improved nighttime oxygen levels, improved water clarity, increases in
submerged aquatic vegetation, and improved conditions for pelagic fish. Given that recent
research at Stony Brook University has determined that waterfront or near-waterfront home values
can be strongly effected by water clarity, improved water clarity could financially benefit home

owners in the region as well as associated tax revenues.



TasK 1 SUMMARIZE THE CURRENT STATUS OF WATER QUALITY WITHIN MONIEBOGUE AND
QUANTUCK BAY AND KNOWN RELATIONSHIPS TO EXCESSIVE NITROGEN LOADING IN A BRIEF
REPORT.

Estuaries and other coastal ecosystems have suffered multiple anthropogenic insults in
recent decades, including pollution, eutrophication, overfishing of fish and shellfish, and loss of
key habitats, such as seagrass beds, salt marshes, mangroves, and oyster reefs (Valiela et al., 1992,
Nixon 1995, Cloern 2001, Lotze et al. 2006). At the same time, resource value of estuaries and
their various habitats has increased, as measured by monetary value (Costanza et al. 1997) or by
ecosystem services provided to marine and terrestrial species, including humans (Beck et al. 2001,
Bruno et al. 2003, Johnson and Heck 2006). In response to the ongoing degradation of coastal
ecosystems, the current challenge to scientists and managers is to implement management schemes
for estuaries and coastal waters that balance preservation, conservation, and restored ecosystem
function with ever-growing human populations and human demands in the coastal zone.
Anthropogenic nutrient loading is a major threat to coastal systems; it has increased world-wide
and led to eutrophication in many systems (Nixon 1995, Cloern 2001, de Jonge et al. 2002).
Eutrophication can have severe effects on estuaries and estuarine resources, such as
hypoxia/anoxia leading to loss of benthic habitat (Breitburg 2002), harmful algal blooms (Sunda
et al. 2006), shading of seagrass beds (Dennison et al. 1993), and “regime changes” from a high-
biomass benthos to a pelagic, microbially-dominated system (Lotze et al. 2006).

These broad global threats to estuaries are abundantly apparent in the coastal waters
surrounding the Village of Westhampton Beach. As a relatively dense population hub with a main
street and a series of condominiums in the Village, there is an abundance of nitrogen-rich
wastewater entering the groundwater under the Village. A GIS-based map of nitrogen levels in
groundwater across Westhampton measured by Suffolk County shows that levels are relatively
low north of the Village and in the region of the Pine Barrens (<1 mg N per liter; Figure 1). In
strong contrast, the Village of Westhampton Beach and surrounding regions stand out as having
exceedingly high levels of nitrogen in groundwater, in some cases exceeding 20 mg nitrogen per
liter (Figure 1). Due to the low elevation of the Village and shallow groundwater, this nitrogen is
likely to quickly traverse through the aquifer and directly into coastal water with little processing
or denitrification.

The first marine habitat to receive nitrogen-groundwater from the Village would be salt
marshes or wetlands. Salt marshes serve as an important habitat for a variety of animals as multiple
marine, terrestrial, and migratory species utilize these systems for food, shelter, and nurseries
(Turner 1987; Leonard et al. 1999). Marine marshes can also serve as a buffer between the land
and the adjacent marine ecosystem whereby land-derived nutrients and organic carbon may be
retained and re-mineralized, potentially minimizing the effects of these constituents on the local
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marine environment (Valiela et al. 1978; Valiela and Teal 1979; Dame et al. 1992). The expansion
of human populations along coastlines during the past century has led to the alteration and
degradation of many salt marsh habitats, a process which, in turn, can impact estuaries. There has
been an accelerated loss of salt marshes in recent decades all around Long Island, but most notably
along the south shore (NYSDEC 2014). What was once vegetated intertidal marsh has become
non-vegetated underwater lands and/or mud flats. Moreover, high marsh vegetation is being
converted to low marsh vegetation or has been built upon.

The salt marshes along Westhampton Beach and Moniebogue Bay, despite their vast,
potentially healthy-appearance, are likely degrading. It was once thought that salt marshes had an
unlimited capacity to remove nitrogen and were, therefore, not susceptible to damage due to
nitrogen overloading. Earlier research had shown that excess nitrogen loading can lead to an
expansion of above ground, leaf biomass of salt marshes, and thus, eutrophied salt marshes can
appear green and lush (Valiela 2006). There is, however, now a scientific consensus that excessive
nutrient loading promotes the collapse and destruction of salt marshes. Excessive nitrogen
concentrations accelerate microbial decomposition of leaves, stems, and other organic biomass in
marshes sediments and prevent the ability of these marsh communities to keep up with sea level
rise (Turner et al. 2009). Nutrient enrichment decreases the dense below ground biomass of bank-
stabilizing plant roots and increases microbial decomposition of organic matter within the soils
that underlie the marsh biomass that can cause marshes to subside (Deegan et al. 2007, 2012).
Longer term exposure to enhanced nutrient levels causes an increased probability of marsh channel
destabilization (Deegan et al. 2012). The tall marsh grasses in a nitrogen-enriched system produce
fewer roots and rhizomes — plant attributes that are critical to stabilizing the edges and soils of
marshlands (Deegan et al. 2007, 2012). The poorly rooted grasses eventually grow too tall and
then fall over, thereby destabilizing the creek-edge and bay-edge marsh, causing it to slump and
exposing soils to erosive forces (Deegan et al. 2012). The destabilization of creek-edge and bay-
edge marshes makes these areas much more susceptible to the constant tugging and pulling of
waves, accelerating erosion, and the loss of stabilizing vegetation. Ultimately, this process of root
degradation and collapse of salt marshes leads to their conversion to mud flats (NYSDEC 2014).
These conclusions are consistent with those of Stony Brook University scientists who have found
that marsh loss in eutrophied regions, is driven by nitrogen and organic matter loading, which
perturb the salt marsh sulfur cycle and lead to plant die-offs and the deterioration of marsh peat
(Kolker et al. 2010).

Tidal wetlands are critically important for protecting coastal communities such as the
Village of Westhampton Beach from storm damage by dissipating wave energy and amplitude,
reducing erosion from waves by slowing water velocity, and by stabilizing shorelines through
sediment deposition (Mdéller et al., 1999). Some studies estimate that more than half of normal
wave energy is dissipated within the first 3 meters of marsh vegetation, such as cord grass, while
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other studies concluded that wave height is reduced by 80 percent over fairly short distances as
waves travel through marsh vegetation (Anderson et al. 2013; Jadhav and Chen 2012; Ysebaert et
al. 2011). In addition, wave energy dissipation rates over the salt marsh are more than dramatically
higher than non-marsh regions and are therefore important for maintaining a natural defense for
coastal communities against storm surge, waves, and flooding (NYSDEC 2014). This is very
obviously in the vicinity of the Village of Westhampton Beach. Large stands of salt marshes line
the entire eastern bank of Moniebogue Bay (Figure 2). During Hurricane Sandy, these salt marshes
absorbed a large amount of tidal flooding, protecting many regions of the Village of Westhampton
Beach (Figure 2). In contrast, regions on the west side of Moniebogue Bay without salt marshes
were badly flooded (Figure 2). Beyond storm events, the amount of sea level rise in the next 30
years may also pose a risk to coastal communities such as the Village of Westhampton Beach. In
a manner similar to Hurricane Sandy, the projected sea level rise for the next 30 years is likely to
lead to flooding of some properties and homes along the western shore of Moniebogue Bay
whereas the salt marshes on the eastern shore should protect the homes behind it, as well as the
Village (Figure 2). Importantly, however, these projections are assuming the current salt marshes
remaining intact. If nitrogen loading continues or accelerates, they could weaken and experience
a die-back and future flooding might be worsened (Deegan et al., 2012; NYSDEC, 2014).
Alternatively, nitrogen mitigation could strengthen these salt marshes and enhance the protection
they offer (Deegan et al., 2012; NYSDEC, 2014). Therefore, while the loss of tidal marshlands
results in a direct reduction in coastal resiliency and the ability of these natural features to help
protect coastal communities along the Village of Westhampton Beach from future storm surges,
projects that have the potential to remove significant amounts of nitrogen are likely to encourage
salt marsh recovery and enhance community protection.

Beyond the shoreline, the release of nitrogen from groundwater into coastal waters has a
strong effect on the surrounding estuarine ecosystems since nitrogen is considered the limiting
element for primary producers (Nixon, 1995). Hence, more nitrogen will lead to more growth of
algae. An examination of 40 years of marine monitoring data from Suffolk County’s Department
of Health Services clearly illustrates the impact excessive nitrogen loading is having on regional
estuaries and water quality. In compiling all of the data from Shinnecock, Quantuck, and Moriches
Bay from 1976 - 2014, no site monitored had higher levels of total nitrogen in bay waters than
Quantuck and Moniebogue Bay (Figure 3). The precise levels (~0.6 mg nitrogen per liter)
exceeded the guidelines recommended by US EPA for many estuaries including the Peconic
Estuary and Chesapeake Bay (< 0.4 mg per liter; PEP, 2001). These high nitrogen levels have a
cascading effect on the entire estuarine ecosystem. As mentioned above, nitrogen is the limiting
element in estuaries (Nixon, 1995) including Quantuck Bay (Gobler et al., 2004, 2011). Hence,
these high nitrogen levels lead to algal blooms. The highest levels of chlorophyll a (a proxy for
the biomass of microalgae) anywhere across Shinnecock, Quantuck, and Moriches Bays (Figure
3) and across most of Long Island (Figure 4) are found in Moniebogue and Quantuck Bays. In
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fact, of >30 sites monitored by the Gobler lab since 2014, only the Forge River has had higher
levels (Figure 4). During late spring and summer months, these algae are typically dominated by
the brown tide alga, Aureococcus anophagefferens (Gobler et al., 2004, 2011). Such brown tides
are a serious ecosystem threat as they are lethal and toxic to bivalves such as clams, oysters,
scallops, and mussels and they can kill of seagrasses (Gobler and Sunda, 2012). During the past
30 years, no place on Earth has had more intense brown tides than Quantuck Bay, eastern Moriches
Bay, and western Shinnecock Bay (Figure 3). Consistent with Suffolk County’s data, monitoring
across all of Long Island by the Gobler Laboratory has revealed the precise same trend (Figure 5).
In fact, during the past decade, these brown tides have become more frequent and more severe
than they had been from 1985 — 2005 (Figure 6). Beyond brown tides, an even more dangerous
algae is Alexandrium, a dinoflagellate that synthesizes saxitoxin, a compound 1,000-times more
potent and dangerous than cyanide (Anderson, 1997). This algae and toxin can cause paralytic
shellfish poisoning when humans consume shellfish contaminated with saxitoxin (Anderson,
1997). There have been four PSP-induced shellfish bed closures in Shinnecock Bay during the
past seven years and high levels of Alexandrium have been detected in Moniebogue Bay and
Quantuck Bay (Figure 7). Blooms of Alexandrium and Aureococcus have both been shown to be
strongly promoted by nitrogen loading (Hattenrath et al., 2010; Gobler et al., 2005, 2011).

Algal blooms can have additional, secondary negative impacts on marine life. Both the
occurrence of brown tides and the occurrence of algal blooms in general can make coastal waters
extremely turbid and murky (Gobler and Sunda, 2012). Accordingly, the region of Quantuck Bay,
eastern Moriches Bay, and western Shinnecock Bay is the epicenter for low water clarity across
the south shore of Long Island (Figure 3). Monitoring by the Gobler laboratory across all of Long
Island during the past three years has demonstrated that Moniebogue Bay and Quantuck Bay have
the lowest water clarity of any locations monitored (n=30; Figure 8). Poor water clarity has a host
of primary and secondary ecosystem and economic ramifications. Firstly, low light levels from
poor water clarity can lead to the loss and demise of seagrass meadows that are a critical nursery
habitat for juvenile finfish and shellfish (Dennison et al., 1993). Also, recent research at Stony
Brook University has determined that waterfront or near-waterfront home values can be strongly
effected by water clarity, with low water clarity being associated with lower home values.

Finally, low light levels associated with poor water clarity can minimize the amount of
photosynthesis in an ecosystem and thus contribute toward low oxygen levels. The decay of
intense algal blooms can also promote low oxygen levels (Diaz and Rosenberg, 2008). Quantuck
Bay, eastern Moriches Bay, and western Shinnecock Bay have the lowest oxygen levels across
Long Island’s southeast shoreline (Figure 3) and monitoring across Long Island has demonstrated
that this region has some of the lowest oxygen levels anywhere (Figure 9), commonly falling below
the minimum standard for oxygen set by the NYSDEC of 3 mg per liter. Low oxygen levels are
associated with the loss or death of marine life (Diaz and Rosenberg, 2008).
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In summary, the groundwater flowing from the Village of Westhampton Beach into
Moniebogue and Quantuck Bay is highly enriched in nitrogen. This nitrogen threatens severe
future flooding in the region due to the nitrogen-induced degradation of salt marshes. Nitrogen
loading is promoting brown tides, Alexandrium, and other algal blooms that are reducing light and
oxygen levels and negatively impacting finfish, shellfish, and seagrasses. The severity of the
problem in the Village of Westhampton Beach is clear as the near-by coastal water bodies have
some of the worst water quality on Long Island. Nitrogen mitigation is needed to improve water
quality and protect homes in the region.
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TASK 2. DEVELOP A DYNAMIC MODEL FOR NITROGEN LOADING RATES AND SOURCES FOR THE
VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH TO MONIEBOGUE, QUANTUCK, AND EASTERN MORICHES
BAy.

A Nitrogen Loading Model was developed to quantify the total dissolved nitrogen input
into the waterbodies surrounding the Village of Westhampton Beach. The original Nitrogen
Loading Model (NLM; Valiela et al.,, 1997) is available via a web-based modeling tool
(nload.mbl.edu) described in Bowen et al. (2007) and used in Bowen and Valiela (2004) and
recently in Kinney and Valiela (2011) among others. The NLM uses information about land use
in a defined watershed to predict both the amount of nitrogen that is released into the watershed
from various sources and how much of it ends up in a corresponding waterbody. This model
requires accurate land-use and land cover information, such as area of agriculture, residential areas,
and impervious surfaces as well as other environmental data that was gathered for this project from
scientific literature, NYS and Suffolk County GIS data bases, USGS reports, the Town of
Southampton, Suffolk County, and the US census as described in Table 1. Hence, for this project,
this original model was modified to utilize more accurate, local data sources, although the
underlying assumptions and several critical components were not altered. As an example,
originally average roof area was multiplied by the number of buildings to approximate the total
area of roofs in a watershed. With more accurate, GIS-based data, the area of each roof in the
watershed was calculated and then all the individual areas were summed together.

The NLM is a good fit for watersheds around the Village of Westhampton Beach that are
a mix of residential, forested, and forest and is one of the most inclusive nitrogen loading models
regarding the transformation and transport of nitrogen as it travels from watershed to estuaries..
The NLM assumes that the primary transport mechanism for nitrogen entering the bays from each
watershed is groundwater flow. This assumption is consistent with data available for the region
as the little inflow to the bays from streams is actually derived from groundwater and geologically,
Long Island is composed of unconsolidated sands that allow for relatively easy transport of
groundwater to coastal lagoons. The NLM assumes that all nitrogen entering the waterbodies from
external sources originates from atmospheric deposition to the watershed, wastewater, or fertilizer.
Valiela et al. (1997) validated this model by comparing its nitrogen load prediction to empirically
measured nitrogen levels. They found the NLM’s results to be statistically indistinguishable from
measured concentrations and that a linear relationship exists between the percent contributions
from wastewater that the NLM predicted and the stable isotope signature for wastewater expected
from known isotopic N values of nitrate in groundwater. A recent study by Gobler (2016) came to
the same conclusion for the south shore of Long Island.

The NLM utilizes multiple features, which were obtained or derived from Suffolk County
and New York State datasets for the watersheds: number of people; number of people within 200

A-14



meters of shore; area of roofs; surface area of the watersheds; area of freshwater wetlands; area of
agriculture; area of golf courses; lawn area on parks, athletic fields, and residential parcels;
freshwater ponds; and, various impervious surfaces (Table 1). The model also includes a list of
constants assigned values based on recommendations from Suffolk County (Table 1).

Watershed delineation

The surface extent of the East Moriches Bay, Moniebogue Bay, and Quantuck Bay
watersheds were determined using a combination of CDM’s ground water travel time analysis and
groundwater flow patterns, which have been previously found to generally follow hydraulic
gradients established by surface topography (Figure 10). Surface topography was determined
using United States Geological Survey LIDAR data. Watersheds were limited on the northern
edges by the 50-year groundwater travel time line provided by H2M, with the western edge of the
East Moriches watershed was drawn roughly half way down the complete Moriches watershed,
and the Quantuck Bay watershed as previously established (Gobler, 2016). As described later in
this document, the multi-phase wastewater mitigation strategy being implemented by the Village
encompasses all of the Moniebogue Bay watershed, 23% of the western Quantuck Bay watershed,
and 19% of the eastern Moriches Bay watershed (Figure 11).

Atmospheric Deposition of Nitrogen

Atmospheric nitrogen is delivered via precipitation (wet) or via dust (dry). Nitrogen that
arrives in the watersheds through wet and dry deposition may have a varied contribution to
waterbody nitrogen load depending on where the nitrogen lands. Different land use types
(impervious, vegetation, developed) alter the amount of nitrogen that passes through to
groundwater and enters a waterbody. Nitrogen deposited on vegetation has time to be assimilated
by plants and organisms in the soils, and/or may be denitrified in the aquifer. Nitrogen that lands
on impervious surfaces can runoff directly into a stream, or bay, skipping assimilation. It may also
flow through a municipal separate stormwater sewer system (MS4) where it eventually seeps into
sandy soils and discharges into coastal zones. In general, when atmospherically deposited nitrogen
lands on impervious surfaces, less is removed before entering the waterbodies.

Nitrogen inputs from wet and dry deposition were determined using the National
Atmospheric Deposition Program (NADP; wet) and the EPA’s Clean Air Status and Trends
Network (CASTNET; dry). Data from the closest NADP monitoring station is in Southold, N,
10 miles from eastern Shinnecock Bay, were utilized. Two years (2010-2011) of monitoring
from CASTNET’s three closest monitoring stations (Washington Crossing, NJ, Claryville, NY,
and Abington, CT) were averaged to determine the dry deposition input. Atmospheric deposition
rates often only consider inorganic forms of nitrogen despite the fact that organic nitrogen
contribution to atmospheric deposition can be considerable. While direct measurements are not
available, a 1:1 ratio of inorganic to organic deposition of nitrogen has been suggested by
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Cornell et al. (1995). Hence, the value of wet and dry deposition was doubled to account for
organic nitrogen loading from these sources. As a result total input for atmospheric deposition
amounted to 5.4 kg N per hectare yr (=4.8 Ib N per acre per year). Direct atmospheric
deposition rate to the bays was added to the nitrogen load from wastewater and fertilizer for a
final nitrogen load rate for each subwatershed.

Nitrogen runoff from driveways, roofs, and other impervious surfaces was attenuated
because it first passes through turf and/or soils. All atmospheric depositions also go through a
limited amount of denitrification in the aquifer. The atmospheric deposition of nitrogen is
decreasing on Long Island and the Northeast in general, a trend expected to continue due to
changes in industrial atmospheric discharge in the Midwest (Gobler, 2016).

The land-use and land cover information used for the NLM was ascertained through the
Suffolk County Land Use and Land Cover parcel dataset for all watersheds. This layer includes all
taxable parcels, but areas like public roads are not covered. All inputs to the NLM and their sources
are referenced in Table 1. Impervious land areas were estimated by finding where the Normalized
Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) was low (NDVI<80). The NDVI was created from the
USGS’s high resolution orthoimagery. Parcels that were known by land type to not have any
impervious surfaces were removed to improve the accuracy. The removal included the classes
open water, vacant land, preserved/forested land, and agricultural land. Road area was estimated
by limiting this impervious layer to areas where land parcels did not exist. Driveway areas were
estimated by limiting the impervious layer to residential parcels and where the height of objects
on the properties were close to zero. The height of objects on properties (trees, buildings, decks,
etc.) was determined by subtracting a Digital Elevation Model from a Digital Surface Model.
These models were created from the same USGS LiDAR point cloud data. Total roof area was
quantified by summing the area of each building footprint within the watershed. Footprint data
was supplied by Suffolk County.

Wastewater

The contribution of nitrogen load to the bays from wastewater was calculated in the NLM
by multiplying the nitrogen released per person by the number of occupants in the watershed. The
number of occupants for most parcels in each watershed was determined by using CDM’s model
results. They determined that one residential parcel produces 300 gpd of sewage. Using 2010
census data for the region, occupancy of 2.8 people per one year round residential parcel. Hence,
it was estimated that 2.8 people produce 300gpd. With this ratio and the modeled sewage output,
the occupancy for other property types was determined. Most commercial and industrial properties
were included in H2M’s study, but it did not fully cover the watersheds. Year-round residential
properties outside of H2M’s study were assigned 2.8 people and seasonal occupancy properties
were assigned 0.92 people assuming three months of occupancy and an average of 5.5 people per
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seasonal home, numbers acquired from the recent NYSDEC’s Long Island Nitrogen Action Plan
Subwatersheds study. Properties were determined as year round or seasonal based on the
permanent address of the owner.

Differing levels of nitrogen were then removed from wastewater loading depending upon
the type of on-site sewage disposal system (septic or cesspool) and the system’s distance from
shore as there is significantly less nitrogen removed when septic tanks and cesspools are within
200 m of coastal waters. Residential and commercial parcels have either an individual septic tank
system or cesspool, which differ slightly in the fraction of nitrogen released to the underlying
aquifer, with the less effective cesspools releasing more. In Suffolk County, a law was passed in
1973 requiring all newly constructed buildings to include a septic tank system instead of a
cesspool. For this study, half of the residential and commercial uses were assumed to have
cesspools. The study area does not contain any municipal wastewater treatment facilities.

The NLM breaks down the nitrogen removal in septic tank and cesspool-based systems
into three steps: removal in the tank, removal in leach rings, and removal in septic plumes (Table
1). Cesspools on Long Island are typically composed of cylinders arranged vertically, eliminating
any traditional leaching rings and the associated nitrogen removal therein. Although there is a
disposal pit associated with these vertically structured cesspools systems, only a small amount of
nitrogen is removed in this part of the system (<10%).

Fertilizer

The NLM considers fertilizer input from agricultural uses, golf courses, parks and athletic
field lawns, and manicured residential lawns. The area of each type was calculated using ArcGIS
processes; residential lawn areas were found by limiting high NDVI areas (NDVI>80) to
residential parcels and to areas where the LIDAR height layer was near zero (height<0.05m). Golf
courses were extracted from the Open Street Map and were further manually edited. Agricultural
land was extracted from the Suffolk County Land Use and Cover dataset and manually verified
with satellite imagery. Parks and athletic field parcels were also extracted from the Suffolk County
Land Use and Land Cover dataset but were then further limited to lawn areas within those parcels
with the same process used for residential lawns.

Sediments, birds, and waterfowl

To determine benthic flux, sediment core samples were obtained from three locations in
the lake: one at the north sampling station, one at the longitudinal center of the lake and one near
the southern portion of the lake. Cores were extracted using a box corer dropped from the side of
the boat which was then brought to 0.3 m below the water surface. An acid-washed clear
polycarbonate tube (length = 26.6 cm, diameter = 9.3 cm) was then inserted through the top of the
corer to collect a sediment sample. While the tube was still in the sediment, a plastic cap was
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placed on the bottom and then the top to capture the sediment sample and lake water immediately
above the sediment. Cores were immediately placed in a cooler and transported back to the lab
within one hour. A replicate and blank of the North End were also retrieved. Core samples were
then incubated in similar light and temperature conditions to those measured at the lake bottom of
each site. The samples were also aerated to achieve similar dissolved oxygen levels found in
bottom waters of Quantuck Bay using an aquarium air pump. Physical parameters were monitored
using an Onset® temp/light monitor. Water samples were extracted using an acid-washed 60 ml
syringe with 15 cm tubing attached to the end. Water was drawn up slowly from just above the
sediment water interface and care was taken to not draw up sediment. Samples were placed in
acid-washed 60 ml bottles and frozen. The incubation was allowed to run for 12 hours with a total
of 5 samples obtained per core as a time course during the incubation. Samples were filtered on
combusted GFF and analyzed for nutrient levels. As filtered lake water was not added to replace
the volume extracted, a mass balance correction was applied using the equation (Co — C1)xVg =
Am where Co is the starting concentration, C1 is the ending concentration, Vo is the starting volume
and Am is the mass change. This correction was applied to each time point in the series and the
results were plotted against time. The resulting slope was used to determine the flux of nutrients
out or into the sediment. Given that incubations were with mud and that sands generally do not
provide benthic fluxes, flux rates were applied to only 75% of the bottom of the Lake, and the
shoreline region which is at least 25% of the bay is sandy. In addition, it was assumed that benthic
fluxes cease during winter (December through March) when cold temperatures restrict this
process.

Final processes considered were direct atmospheric deposition to the water bodies (0.16
mole m? yr as per Gobler (2016) and waterfowl. Fleming, R. and H. Fraser (2001) reported the
nitrogen content of Canadian geese droppings as: 3,168 mg/goose/day and 608 to 1,819
mg/bird/day. Bird populations of East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck were estimated at
100, 100, and 300 birds, respectively, and a loading rate of 2,000mg/bird/day was used.

Nitrogen loading rates to East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck Bays

Recently, nitrogen loads have been quantified for many watersheds across Suffolk County.
In most of these efforts, load calculations have been based exclusively on external nitrogen loads
from watersheds to the ecosystem and have not considered processes within the waterbody. For
this study, both internal and external nitrogen loads to East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck
Bays were quantified. When considering external loads only, wastewater was the largest source
of nitrogen to all three waterbodies. East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck Bays received
25,087, 6,909, and 11,889 kg N per year from wastewater sources representing 74%, 89%, and
80% of the total external nitrogen load to these three systems (Table 2). The second largest
external nitrogen source was fertilizer comprising 19%, 7%, and 11% of the total nitrogen load to
East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck Bays (Table 2). Atmospheric deposition onto the land,
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the last external source, produced between 4 and 9% of the external nitrogen load to the
watersheds.

When considering internal and external loads, wastewater was still the largest source of
nitrogen to the waterbodies and represented 49%, 72%, and 53% of the total nitrogen load to East
Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck Bays respectively (Table 3; Figure 11-13). The next largest
source of nitrogen was an internal source, specifically direct atmospheric deposition to the
waterbodies that contributed 9,578, 1,043, and 4,072 kg N per year that represented 19%, 11%,
and 18% of the total nitrogen loads to these systems (Table 3). Benthic fluxes, another internal
source, followed with 7,647, 832, and 3,251 kg N per year representing 15%, 9%, and 15%.
Thereafter, fertilizer emanating from homes, golf courses, and public parks were the fourth largest
source of nitrogen contributing 13%, 6%, and 7% of the total nitrogen loads East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck Bays, respectively (Table 3; Figure 11-13). Atmospheric deposition
to the land contributed less than 6% of the total nitrogen load and nitrogen from birds was below
1% for each waterbody (Table 3). These distributions of nitrogen loads are similar to recent studies
in Suffolk County (Kinney and Valiela, 2011; Lloyd, 2014, 2016; Gobler, 2016).

Recently, the NYSDEC’s Long Island Nitrogen Action Plan (LINAP) has made significant
progress in accessing nitrogen loads to coastal water bodies. One of the earliest actions of LINAP
has been the formation of the Suffolk County Subwatersheds Study and committee. As part of
that effort, individuals from US EPA, USGS, Cornell University, Stony Brook University, Suffolk
County, NYSDEC, and The Nature Conservancy have been collaborating to consider the manner
in which nitrogen from land is transported to bays, harbors, lakes, and estuaries in Suffolk County.
Through that process, two important and new consensus facts have been established. First, the
existing cesspools and septic systems across Suffolk County have been found to be releasing
significantly more nitrogen than had previously been thought. For example, in the original NLM
model developed by Bowen et al., (2007) it was assumed that there was a 35% reduction in
nitrogen within septic tanks, within leaching pits, and as groundwater traverses through the aquifer.
While subsequent studies on Long Island began to reduce the removal rates for each step, LINAP
has determined that the loss of nitrogen from each of these processes is between 5 and 10%, making
wastewater a significantly stronger nitrogen source within the ecosystem (Figure 11-13). Another
major change initiated by LINAP has been with regard to lawns. While NLM originally assumed
lawns allowed 40% of nitrogen applied to enter groundwater, LINAP has compiled enough
information to feel confident that the transmission rate is 30% (Table 1). Finally, although NLM
had assumed there would be a large vadose zone removal of nitrogen applied to land surfaces,
LINAP has concluded such a process does not exist on Long Island and thus it has been eliminated.
This project used the most up-to-date information available regarding nitrogen loading on Long
Island as developed by LINAP. As a result, the total nitrogen loads are higher since nitrogen is
not being removed within the aquifer at the rates previously assumed but rather at much lower
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rates and more nitrogen is being transmitted by septic systems and lawns to groundwater. These
changes were slightly larger for wastewater than for fertilizer, making the later process more
important. Regardless, the findings of this study are generally consistent with recent studies that
have found that wastewater is usually the largest source of nitrogen to a given watershed, although
fertilizer can sometimes be larger (Kinney and Valiela, 2011; Lloyd, 2014, 2016; Gobler and
Stinnette, 2016).
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TASK 3. USE THE DYNAMIC MODEL QUANTIFY HOW CONNECTING DIFFERENT REGIONS OF THE
VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH WILL ALTER NITROGEN LOADING RATES TO MONIEBOGUE,
QUANTUCK, AND EASTERN MORICHES BAY.

For task 3, the nitrogen loading model developed for the Village of Westhampton was built
to consider the different proposed phases of sewers. This was done in multiple phases (Table 4;
Figures 14-15). Phases one through three will involve connecting individual commercial and
residential parcels to the sewer treatment plant at Gabreski Airport in phases (Table 4; Figures 14).
Phase one focuses on Main Street and a section of residential properties south of Main Street
connecting 68 commercial properties and 88 residential properties (Table 4; Figures 14). Phase
two focuses on regions north of Main Street and connects 46 commercial properties and 23
residential properties (Table 4; Figures 14). Phase three incorporates 55 commercial properties and
97 residential properties between Montauk Highway and the south edge of Gabreski Airport (Table
4; Figures 14). Phase Four, which will be addressed concurrently with phases 1- 3, will involve an
upgrade of on-site septic systems to denitrifying systems recently approved as Article 19 of the
Suffolk County Health Code which requires that denitrifying systems reduce nitrogen discharge
to at least 19 mg nitrogen per liter. Phase 4 will specifically involve 96 commercial properties and
1,955 residential properties across the Village (Table 4; Figures 15). For phases 1 — 3, wastewater
diverted from on-site systems and delivered to the sewer treatment plant at Gabreski Airport was
added to the nitrogen loads to the Quantuck Bay watershed assuming a treatment level of 10 mg
N per liter.

The first important observation of this task is that the region under consideration for phase
1 sewering falls entirely within the watershed of Moniebogue Bay, meaning that the proposed
phase 1 sewer district will benefit this water body but is not expected to have any effect on East
Moriches Bay and will add very modestly to the nitrogen loads of Quantuck Bay (2%) (Figures
16, 18). The proposed sewer district for phase 1, however, will have a substantial impact on
nitrogen loading to Moniebogue Bay (Figure 17). Beyond the phase 1 sewer district falling entirely
within the Moniebogue Bay watershed (Figure 14), it is also important to note that the very large
majority of nitrogen entering the waterbody comes from wastewater (72%; Figure 12) and hence
the proposed project which will divert a large fraction of this nitrogen load out of the watershed
will have a significant impact on loading to regional waterbodies. Quantitatively, the nitrogen
load that will be removed from Moniebogue Bay with the implementation of this phase 1 sewer
districtis 2,167 kg of N per year (~5,000 pounds; Figure 17), representing 22% of the total nitrogen
load into Moniebogue Bay (Table 5, Table 13) and 28% of externally sourced nitrogen loads (Table
6, Table 14). Given that the overwhelming majority of nitrogen load to the waterbody is from
wastewater, expanding the size of sewer district will further decrease the total nitrogen load to this
system.
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Phase 2 and 3 are an expansion of the sewer district to a larger area focusing on properties
north of the downtown commercial area (Figure 15). Phase 2 would not bring any reduction to
Eastern Moriches Bay but phase 3 would bring a reduction of 1,388 kg of nitrogen removed per
year to this system (Tables 7 - 10; Figure 16) representing 3 and 4% of total and external nitrogen
loads, respectively (Tables 13 and 14). Phase 2 would also have an additional benefit to
Moniebogue Bay, removing another ~700 kg of nitrogen per year (Tables 7 and 8; Figure 17),
bringing the reduction in nitrogen load to the bay to ~30% of the total load and 37% of the external
loads (Tables 13 and 14). In contrast, phase 3 would target few homes within the Moniebogue
Bay watershed and this would have only a minor impact on this system (Tables 9 and 10; Figure
17). For Quantuck Bay phase 2 and 3 would have almost not net effect as the nitrogen removed
from this watershed is nearly equal to the nitrogen imported from the others via the sewage
treatment plant (Tables 7 — 10, 13-14; Figure 18).

Finally, phase 4 of the Village of Westhampton Beach sewage mitigation program would
entail upgrading more than 2,000 onsite septic systems to systems that denitrify and remove large
amount of nitrogen. This phase targets nearly five-times more systems than phases 1 — 3 combined
and thus would remove the largest amounts of nitrogen. Numerically, for Eastern Moriches Bay,
this phase would remove 3,876 kg or more than four tons of nitrogen leading to a cumulative
reduction of 12% of the total load and 18% of the external load (Tables 11-13; Figure 16). For
Moniebogue Bay, this phase would remove an additional 4,121 kg of nitrogen leading to a
cumulative reduction of 56% of the total load and 70% of the external load (Tables 11-13; Figure
17). Finally, for Quantuck Bay this phase would remove nearly 2,000 kg of nitrogen leading to a
cumulative reduction of 8% of the total load and 13% of the external load (Tables 11-13; Figure
18).

The three waterbodies studied here are interconnected and therefore have a degree of
mixing, in this way it is possible to look at the results as one mixed waterbody. In that context, for
all three watersheds combined, these projects would amount to reductions of 16 — 23% (Tables 13
and 14), percentages much smaller than the effect on Moniebogue Bay (70% reduction) which is
wholly within the Village watershed. These differences arise from the Eastern Moriches watershed
and Quantuck watershed each being individually much larger than the entire Village of
Westhampton Beach. For example, the phase 4 area is roughly 1,500 acres whereas the Eastern
Moriches Bay watershed is 3,950 acres and the Quantuck Bay watershed is 2,370 acres. Again,
while the Moniebogue Bay watershed is completely contained within the phase 4 area, only 19%
of the Eastern Moriches Bay watershed and 23% of the Quantuck Bay watershed is contained
within the phase 4 area (Figure 6). Hence, going forward it will be important for the Village to
partner with the Town of Southampton, Suffolk County, and NYSDEC to address larger scale
nitrogen loading and wastewater issues as related to these larger water bodies. The extension of
the Community Preservation Fund and the inclusion of water quality improvement projects in that
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fund in the future should provide millions of dollars to the Town of Southampton to address on-
site wastewater loading within coastal watersheds. Suffolk County’s Reclaim Our Waters
Initiative will seek to reduce nitrogen loading rates to coastal water bodies that are highly impaired.
This will specifically be facilitated via NYSDEC’s Long Island Nitrogen Action Plan’s
Subwatersheds study of Suffolk County that will specifically seek to identify regions most in need
of septic upgrades. Given the severe water quality impairment in eastern Moriches Bay, Quantuck
Bay, and western Shinnecock Bay (Figures 1-9), it seems certain this region will become a high
priority for wastewater mitigation in the near term. This study provides the background and
justification for this region to be ‘shovel ready’ for future wastewater mitigation projects.

Given that some of the study areas examined here are large watersheds outside of the
Village boundaries, a final way of examining these project is to assess the proportion of the total
nitrogen load from the Village to the surrounding water bodies. All combined, there is 21,431 kg
of nitrogen per year delivered from land and sea into the water bodies receiving discharge from
the Village as its own watershed including internal (bay) and external (land, atmosphere) and
roughly 16,500 kg of nitrogen per year when controllable, land-based sources only are considered
(i.e. wastewater and fertilizer; Figures 19, 20). When considering these loads only, phase 1 reduces
the total nitrogen load the Village is responsible for by 10 - 14% (for total and land-only based
loads), whereas phase 2 is a 16 - 21% reduction, phase 3 is a 23 - 30% reduction, and phase 4 leads
to a 66 — 70% reduction of the total nitrogen load the Village is responsible for (Figures 19, 20;
Table 15). The higher estimates are likely more important for the Village to consider since internal
nitrogen sources like benthic flux and atmospheric deposition cannot be easily mitigated or
controlled.

A final thought with regard to phase 4 of this project is the precise types of alternative on-
site systems that are installed. Article 19 of Suffolk County’s Health Code now requires that
alternative, denitrifying on-site septic system reduce nitrogen effluent levels to at least 19 mg of
nitrogen per liter and this was the level used in the present study to estimate load reductions
associated with phase 4 of this project. Importantly, however, some systems reduce nitrogen levels
below this threshold. For example, in pilot phase testing in Suffolk County the Hydro-Action
system achieved, on average, 12 mg of nitrogen per liter effluent. In addition, the New York State
Center for Clean Water Technology at Stony Brook University has created a new design of septic
system called Nitrogen Reducing Biofilters that, in pilot phase testing in Massachusetts, has
regularly achieved < 10 mg of nitrogen per liter effluent (CCWT, 2016). Hence, the phase 4
estimates used in this study were conservative and based on the realistic information available as
of 2017. It is feasible that the amount of nitrogen reduction achieved in the Village of
Westhampton Beach by phase 4 could be twice as large as estimated here which could be up to a
90% reduction in the wastewater loading of nitrogen to Moniebogue Bay, for example.
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TASK 4. USE THE DYNAMIC MODEL QUANTIFY HOW BUILDING OUT THE VILLAGE OF
WESTHAMPTON BEACH WITH AND WITHOUT CONNECTING DIFFERENT REGIONS OF
WESTHAMPTON VILLAGE TO A SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT WILL ALTER NITROGEN LOADING
RATES TO MONIEBOGUE, QUANTUCK, AND EASTERN MORICHES BAY.

With the implementation of phase 1 of the sewer district, nearly 5,000 Ibs of nitrogen will
be diverted from Moniebogue Bay annually while completion of phase 4 will divert 10,000 Ibs
annually. The creation of the sewage district will also allow for an expansion of building within
the Village with the newly constructed structures being connected to the sewage treatment plant
which will treat the sewage to a 10 mg N per liter standard. Hence, for this task, the Moniebogue
Bay watershed nitrogen loading model was run under six scenarios: Current nitrogen loading,
nitrogen loading with the addition of 100,000 square feet of commercial space within the Village,
nitrogen loading with the implementation of the sewer district (phase 1), nitrogen loading with the
addition of 100,000 square feet of commercial space within the Village along with the
implementation of the sewer district, nitrogen loading with the implementation of the sewer district
and denitrifying septic systems (phase four), and nitrogen loading with the implementation of the
sewer district and denitrifying septic systems and 100,000 square feet of commercial space within
the Village. It should be noted that this much building is unlikely to occur within the Village in
the near future or potentially ever. This level was specifically chosen to represent a large growth
scenario to assess how the implementation of the sewer district would affect nitrogen loading
future growth in the region.

As shown in Figure 22, if 100,000 square feet of commercial space was added to the Village
without the sewer district, this would increase nitrogen loading rates to Moniebogue Bay by 64
kg of N per year, likely exacerbating environmental degradation of this water body (Figure 21).
Alternatively, if the same growth occurred but the new structures were hooked up to the new
sewage treatment plant, the net effect on Moniebogue Bay will be a 2,100 kg N per year reduction
in nitrogen loading to this water body (Figure 21). If this project was carried out to phase four
with denitrfying septic systems also added, even 100,000 square feet of commercial space would
yield a net decrease in nitrogen loading by more than 50% (Figure 21). Hence, while increased
building can lead to significant increases in nitrogen loading to coastal water bodies, when such
growth occurs in parallel to the implementation of a sewer district, net nitrogen loading can be
reduced.
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TASK 5. PROJECT AND DESCRIBE HOW CONNECTING DIFFERENT REGIONS OF THE VILLAGE OF
WESTHAMPTON BEACH TO A SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT WILL IMPROVE WATER QUALITY IN
MONIEBOGUE BAY.

The large and significant reductions in nitrogen loading from the Village of Westhampton
Beach into surrounding water bodies will contribute toward a series of significant water quality
improvements in the regions. As stated in the introduction, the first marine habitat to receive
nitrogen-enriched groundwater from the Village are salt marshes or wetlands. These habitats are
critical for the survival of marine life, birds, and even some terrestrial mammals (Turner 1987;
Leonard et al. 1999). In addition, they are known to intercept and process land-derived pollutants
including excessive nitrogen loading (Valiela et al. 1978; Dame et al. 1992). Finally, recent
research has affirmed the key role salt marshes play in protecting coastal communities from storm
surge and flooding (Anderson et al. 2013; Jadhav and Chen 2012; Ysebaert et al. 2011). In fact,
mapping of the storm surge from Hurricane Sandy or the expected rise in sea level this century
suggests that the salt marshes surrounding the Village of Westhampton Beach are playing a critical
role in protecting the Village against current and future storms (Figure 2). It is now widely
recognized that excessive nitrogen loading degrades and erodes salt marshes (Turner et al. 2009;
Deegan et al, 2012) making coastal communities on Long Island more vulnerable to flooding
(NYSDEC 2014). Therefore, the currently proposed project that will divert and remove up to 70%
of the nitrogen load to Moniebogue Bay will play a key role in stabilizing and restoring the salt
marshes in this region and thus protecting the Village from future flooding associated with sea
level rise and storm events.

Beyond the shoreline, the release of nitrogen from groundwater into coastal waters has a
strong effect on the estuarine ecosystem since nitrogen is considered the limiting element for
primary producers (Nixon, 1995). Hence, excessive nitrogen loading from the Village is
promoting algal blooms, brown tides, and Alexandrium blooms in near-by waters (Figures 3 — 7),
and the cascade of events that ensue from these events such as paralytic shellfish poisoning,
reduced water clarity, the loss of seagrass, low oxygen levels and the loss of marine life (Figures
3 - 9). Prior research across Long Island and regionally demonstrates that these processes can
work in reverse if nitrogen loads are mitigated. For example, in 1980, the Southwest Sewer District
was implemented and sewage from a large region of southwest Suffolk County that had flowed
into Great South Bay was diverted to the Atlantic Ocean. Following this, nitrogen levels in Great
South Bay declined and more than 3,000 acres of seagrass re-grew (NYSDEC, 2009). Similarly,
in Mumford Cove, CT, seagrass was lost entirely as population and sewage inputs increased during
the 20" century, and the Cove became overgrown with seaweeds (Vaudrey et al., 2010). In 1989,
the sewage was diverted from this Cove and the seaweeds vanished and were replaced by
seagrasses (Vaudrey et al., 2010). In Northport Harbor, Alexandrium blooms had occurred every
year from 2008 to 2012, leading to the closure of more than 8,000 acres of shellfish beds due to
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contamination with saxitoxin and the threat of paralytic shellfish poisoning (PSP; NYSDEC, 2008-
2016). In 2013, the Northport Village sewage treatment plant was upgraded and reduced its daily
nitrogen discharge by more than 50%. In the years since that upgrade (2013-2017), there have
been no PSP events in Northport Harbor. Finally, in 1994, a plan was devised to reduce nitrogen
loading into Long Island Sound by 58.5% over a 20 year period. Reductions began in earnest at
the turn of the century and through this century, the size of the ‘dead zone’ or low oxygen zone
within Long Island Sound has progressively shrunk to the point that in 2015, for the first time since
records began, there was no dead zone in Long Island South (CT DEEP, 2015).

With the implementation of the sewer district and the upgrading of septic systems in the
Village of Westhampton Beach, it is anticipated that similar change will occur in the surrounding
water bodies, but primarily within Moniebogue Bay. More specifically, by reducing nitrogen
loadings, that water body will become less hospitable for harmful algae such as brown tides and
Alexandrium (Hattenrath et al., 2010; Gobler and Sunda, 2012). This will lead to improved water
clarity and higher oxygen levels and thus will promote the re-colonization of seagrasses. This, in
turn, along with lower levels of brown tide, will benefit regional finfish and shellfish populations.
This will also increase the diversity of the phytoplankton community in Moniebogue Bay. Brown
tides compete with diatoms and green algae for dominance in this region (Gobler et al., 2011) and
prior research has shown that nutrient reductions selectively reduce harmful algae biomass more
than other phytoplankton in general (Heisler et al., 2008). This change will have whole ecosystem
benefits. It is well-known that brown tides are poorly grazed by zooplankton compared to other
phytoplankton (Gobler and Sunda, 2012) and during summer, bloom to the exclusion of other
phytoplankton. Since zooplankton are the next step in aquatic food webs that ultimately yield fish,
under current conditions, blooms of brown tides are inhibiting the productivity of finfish and
shellfish populations, especially pelagic fish that feed in the water (Gobler and Sunda, 2012).
Hence, as nitrogen reductions begin to alter phytoplankton populations and reduce the prevalence
of brown tides and enhance phytoplankton diversity, zooplankton populations should also rebound,
a change that will benefit pelagic finfish and benthic shellfish populations.

Other changes wrought by a lowered intensity of algae blooms should include increased
water clarity, improved dissolved oxygen levels, and enhanced levels of submerged aquatic
vegetation, and these changes are likely to have positive, synergistic effects on each other and fish
populations. More than a decade of research in Moniebogue Bay has shown that water clarity is
highly correlated with the levels of algal biomass (p<0.001) and hence, the 40% reduction in
nitrogen loads should translate into a similar reduction in algal biomass. Additional water clarity
will allow more light to penetrate to the bottom of Moniebogue Bay which will promote the growth
of submerged aquatic vegetation in regions that previously received less light. Such vegetation
can benefit to fish populations whose juvenile forms may utilize the vegetation as a nursery habitat.
These aquatic plants will also produce oxygen as they photosynthesize, thus enhancing oxygen
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levels in Moniebogue Bay. Finally, the reduction in algal biomass from sewering should also
benefit the levels of nighttime dissolved oxygen in Moniebogue Bay. Night-time fish kills are
becoming more prominent on eastern Long Island. At night, in the absence of photosynthesis,
dissolved oxygen levels are controlled by respiration rates which consume oxygen. These
respiration rates are proportional to the total amount of algal biomass produced in Moniebogue
Bay which can directly respire or can result in bacterial respiration as the carbon from the algal
biomass is consumed. In either scenario, reduced algal biomass from sewering will reduce the
incidence and likelihood of low dissolved oxygen levels and fish kills at night in Moniebogue Bay
and thus will contribute toward a rebuilding of healthy fish stocks in Moniebogue Bay.

Recently, a study performed for the Town of Southampton estimated the effects of
removing nitrogen loads on the intensity of brown tide blooms in Quantuck Bay (Figure 22). If
that results from that same study were applied to the nitrogen mitigation that would be associated
with this project and focused on Moniebogue Bay, it seems likely this system would see a
significantly lessening of brown tide intensity. For example, the 56% reduction in total nitrogen
loads to Moniebogue Bay associated with completion of phase 4 of the Village of Westhampton
sewage mitigation plan might result in a drop of total nitrogen in the Bay of more than 70%, a 50%
reduction in brown tide cells densities, and a 40% reduction in total algae (Figure 22).
Collectively, these changes would have many of the ecosystem benefits described above.

Finally, there will be a financial benefit of sewering the Village. Recent research at Stony
Brook University has determined that waterfront or near-waterfront home values can be strongly
effected by water clarity. Hence, the improved water clarity associated with lower intensity algal
blooms should financially benefit home owners in the region as well as associated tax revenues.
Obviously, other benefits such as fewer fish kills and algal blooms will also likely improve home
values as well as the number of visitors to Moniebogue Bay and the Village, occurrences that will
have direct and indirect financial benefits for the Village and its residents.
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Figure 1. Nitrogen concentrations in groundwater under and surrounding Westhampton
Beach Village.
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Figure 2. Westhampton Beach Village
Right: highlighting surrounding salt
marshes on Moniebogue Bay. Below
left: Flooding that occurred during
Hurricane Sandy. Below right: Expected
sea level due to sea level rise by the year
2050. The images below highlight the
key role salt marshes / tidal wetland play
in protecting Westhampton Beach
Village from flooding. This protection is
at risk from the degradation wrought by
excessive nitrogen loading

Flooding, Hurricane Sandy Sea level by year 2050
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Figure 3. Water quality coastal waters within
Moriches, Quantuck, and Moriches Bay as
measured by Suffolk County Department of
Health Services 1976 — 2014 specifically
showing (clockwise from the upper right)
total nitrogen, brown tide densities, dissolved
oxygen levels, secchi disc depth, and
chlorophyll a levels, a proxy for
phytoplankton. The data shows that the
waters surrounding Westhampton Beach
Village have the lowest quality in this region.
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Figure 4. Chlorophyll a levels across 28 sites around Long Island as measured
during the summers of 2014-2016 by the Gobler Lab’s water quality reporting
to News 12. Moniebogue Bay was the second worst site across all of Long
Island.
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Figure 5. Brown tide levels across 28 sites around Long Island as measured
during the summers of 2014-2016 by the Gobler Lab’s water quality reporting
to News 12. Moniebogue Bay was the worst site across all of Long Island.
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Figure 6. Brown tide levels in Quantuck Bay from 1989 through 2016. In the
last decade brown tides have gotten more intense and more frequent.
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Figure 7. Densities of the toxic algae, Alexandrium, across Long Island 2007 —
2015, and the 2017 shellfish bed closure in Shinnecock Bay in the region within
the Westhampton Beach Village watershed.
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Figure 8. Water clarity across 28 sites around Long Island as measured during
the summers of 2014-2016 by the Gobler Lab’s water quality reporting to News
12. Moniebogue Bay was the worst site across all of Long Island.
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Figure 9. Dissolved oxygen levels across sites around Long Island as measured
during the summers of 2014-2016 by the Gobler Lab’s water quality reporting
to News 12. Eastern Moriches Bay was the third worst site across all of Long
Island. Rankings of good, fair, and poor follow NYSDEC standards.
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Figure 10. Watersheds for East Moriches, Moniebogue, and Quantuck used in this study.
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Figure 11. Current relative contribution of various nutrient loading processes to the total nitrogen

load to East Moriches.
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Figure 12. Current relative contribution of various nutrient loading processes to the total nitrogen
load to Moniebogue bay.

Nitrogen loading
Moniebogue

Geese, swans  Atmospheric
deposition

= Atmospheric to land = Waste Water
Fertilizer Benthic flux

m Bird, geese, swans m Atmospheric to water

A-44



Figure 13. Current relative contribution of various nutrient loading processes to the total nitrogen

load to Quantuck bay.
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Figure 14. Extent of proposed sewer improvement areas for phases 1 — 3.
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Figure 15. Extent of proposed sewer improvement area through phase 4 is outline in
orange. The percent of watershed area captured by phase 4 proposal are labeled in the
sections of phase 4 boundary.
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Figure 16. Modeled total nitrogen loads in East Moriches for each proposed phase.
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Figure 17. Modeled total nitrogen loads in Moniebogue for each proposed phase.
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Figure 18. Modeled total nitrogen loads in Quantuck for each proposed phase.
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Figure 19. The village only contains a small portion of the larger watersheds, this plot
scales back the total N load to 21,431 kg per year which is the amount the Village is
geographically responsible for. It essentially limits the study area to the village
boundaries instead of the watershed boundaries. All sources of nitrogen, external and
internal, are included.
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Figure 20. Wastewater and fertilizer sourced nitrogen load with the study area limited
to the village boundaries instead of the watershed boundaries.
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Figure 21. Nitrogen loading rates from the Village of Westhampton Beach with
and without future growth of 100,000 square feet of space and with and without the
implementation of the sewer district (phase 1) and advanced septic systems (phase
4),
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Figure 22. Changes in nitrogen levels, brown tide, and chlorophyll levels with differing
levels of nitrogen reduction as modeled for Quantuck Bay.
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Table 1. Inputs used for the nitrogen loading model constructed for this study.

I T ) T S

1598

Area of wetlands 225

(freshwater)

Area of agriculture 19

Area of golf courses 41

Area of parks and 23

athletic field lawns
Impervious surfaces 274
10

Percent of buildings 50

Percent of parcels with [E[i]

Total area of roofs 63
Area of Driveways 123
Area of road 49

Nitrogen inputs from 5.37

wet and dry deposition

Fertilizer applied to 89.8

parks and athletic fields

Fertilizer applied to 97.6

agriculture

75

Fertilizer applied to golf REEK]

43

50

44

90

14

19

11

5.37

189.9

89.8

97.6

75

110

192

50

133

90

35

132

24

5.37

189.9

89.8

97.6

75

ha

ha

ha

ha

ha

ha

%

%

ha

Ha

ha

kg N halyr

1

kg N halyr

1

kg N halyr

1
kg N ha-1
yr-1

(74

ArcGIS®

NYS freshwater wetlands maps

Suffolk County Land Use and Land Cover
dataset

Open Street Map, Manual Delineation

Suffolk County Land Use and Land Cover

dataset

Low NDVI created from USGS High
Resolution Orthoimagery, open water
areas removed.

Suffolk County Land Use and Land Cover
dataset

Southampton GIS department (houses
built before 1973 have cesspools) (SB,
QB), estimate MB

High NDVI (USGS HRO), limited to
residential parcels, limited to areas
where LiDAR height data was near zero.
(USGS LiDAR)

Suffolk County Recommendations

Suffolk County building footprint
dataset, 2006

Impervious layer limited to developed
parcels

Impervious layer limited to non-taxed
parcels

Suffolk County Recommendations

Suffolk County Recommendations

Suffolk County Recommendations

Suffolk County Recommendations
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Table 2. Current annual external nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen
load represented by each process also shown.

East East
i k Moni k
- Moriches Moniebogue | Quantuc Moriches oniebogue| Quantuc

(%) (%)
2,457 273 1,367 7% 4% 9%
25,087 6,909 11,889 74% 89% 80%
3,027 534 1,615 9% 7% 11%
679 0 0 2% 0% 0%
2,733 40 0 8% 1% 0%

Fertilizer - all 19% 7% 11%
Total 33,983 7,755 14,871 100% 100% 100%
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Table 3. Current annual nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches, Moniebogue,
and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen load
represented by each process also shown.

East . East .
(ke/yr) | (kg/yr) (ke/yr)

) )

Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 5% 3% 6%
Waste Water 25,087 6,909 11,889 49% 71% 53%
Fert - Residential Lawns 3,027 534 1,615 6% 6% 7%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 1% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 5% 0% 0%

Fertilizer - all 6,440 574 1,615 13% 6% 7%
Benthic flux 7,647 832 3,251 15% 9% 15%
Bird, geese, swans 73 73 219 0% 1% 1%
Atmospheric to water 9,578 1,043 4,072 19% 11% 18%
Total 51,282 9,703 22,413 100% 100% 100%
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Table 4. Numbers of commercial and residential properties connected to the sewage treatment or
receiving upgraded septic systems under the proposed Village of Westhampton Beach plan.

I N s
connections
connections
connectlons

Whole [|Sewage treatment plant 264 2,164 2,428
connections and onsite systems
project
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Table 5. Phase 1 annual nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches, Moniebogue,
and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen load

e
Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 5% 4% 6%
Waste Water 25,087 4,742 12,250 49% 63%  54%
Fert - Residential Lawns 3,027 534 1,615 6% 7% 7%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 1% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 5% 1% 0%
Fertilizer - all 6,440 574 1,615 13% 8% 7%
Benthic flux 7,647 832 3,251 15% 11%  14%
Bird, geese, swans 73 73 219 0% 1% 1%
Atmospheric to water 9,578 1,043 4,072 19% 14%  18%
Total 51,282 7,537 22,774 100% 100% 100%

Table 6 . Phase 1 annual external nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen
load represented by each process also shown.

East . East .
ey | —he/y | le/yn @

Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 7% 5% 9%
Waste Water 25,087 4,742 12,250 74% 85% 80%
Fert - Residential Lawns [EEEXwY) 534 1,615 9% 10% 11%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 2% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 8% 1% 0%

Fertilizer - all 11%
Total 33,983 5,589 15,232 100% 100% 100%
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Table 7. Phase 2 annual nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches, Moniebogue, and
Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen load represented by
each process also shown.

East . East .

2,457 273 1,367 5% 4% 6%
24,967 4,063 11,438 49% 59%  53%
3,027 534 1,615 6% 8% 7%

2,733 40 0 5% 1% 0%
6,440 574 1,615 13% 8% 7%
7,647 832 3,251 15% 12%  14%
73 73 219 0% 1% 1%

Atmospheric to water 9,578 1,043 4,072 19% 15% 18%
Total 51,162 6,858 21,962 100% 100% 100%

Table 8. Phase 2 annual external nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen
load represented by each process also shown.

East . East .

(ke/yr) | (kg/yr) | (ke/yr)
Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 7% 9%

6%

r
ential Lawns 3,027 534 1615 9% 11% 11%

Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 2% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 8% 1% 0%

Fertilizer - all 1615 11%

Total 33,864 4,910 G 100% 100% 100%
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Table 9. Phase 3 annual nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches, Moniebogue, and
Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen load represented by
each process also shown.

East . East .

Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 5% 4% 6%
Waste Water 23,699 4,045 11,980 47% 59% 53%
Fert - Residential Lawns 3,027 534 1,615 6% 8% 7%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 1% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 5% 1% 0%
Fertilizer - all 6,440 574 13% 8% 7%
Benthic flux 7,647 832 3251 15% 12% 14%
Bird, geese, swans 73 73 219 0% 1% 1%
Atmospheric to water 9,578 1,043 4072 19% 15% 18%
Total 49,894 6,840 22,504 100% 100% 100%

Table 10. Phase 3 annual external nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen
load represented by each process also shown.

East . East .

Atmospheric to land 2,457 273 1,367 8% 6% 9%
23,699 4,045 11,149 73% 83% 80%
Fert - Residential Lawns [EEEXY] 534 1,615 9% 11% 11%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 2% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 8% 1% 0%
Fertilizer - all 11%
Total 32,596 4,892 14,131 100% 100% 100%
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Table 11. Phase 4 annual nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches, Moniebogue,
and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen load
represented by each process also shown.

East . East .

(%)

6%

Atmospheric to land

2,457 273 1,367 5% 7%

Waste Water

19,106 1,488 10,005 42% 35% 49%
Fert - Residential Lawns 3,027 534 1615 7% 12% 8%
Fert - Agriculture 679 0 0 1% 0% 0%
Fert - Parks and Golf 2,733 40 0 6% 1% 0%
Fertilizer - all 6,440 574 14% 13% 8%
Benthic flux 7,647 832 3251 17% 19% 16%
Bird, geese, swans 73 73 219 0% 2% 1%
Atmospheric to water 9.578 1043 4072 21% 24% 20%
Total 45,301 4,283 20,528  100% 100% 100%

Table 12. Phase 4 annual external nitrogen loading rates from the watershed to East Moriches,
Moniebogue, and Quantuck in kilograms of nitrogen per year with percentages of the total nitrogen
load represented by each process also shown.

East . East .

19,106 1,488 9,174 68% 64% 7%
3,027 534 1,615  11% 23% 12%

Fertilizer - all

6,440 574 1,615 23% 25% 12%

Total 28,003 2,335 12,156 100% 100% 100%



Table 13. Percent reduction of nitrogen load each phase would achieve compared against
current nitrogen loads considering internal and external nitrogen loading.

rom phase East Moriches| Moniebogue Quantuck Combined

0% 22% 0% 2%
0% 29% 0% 3%
3% 30% 0% 5%
12% 56% 8% 16%

Table 14. Percent reduction of nitrogen load each phase would achieve compared against
current nitrogen loads considering external nitrogen loading only.

rom phase East Moriches| Moniebogue Quantuck Combined

0% 28% 0% 3%
0% 37% 0% 5%
4% 37% 0% 7%
18% 70% 13% 23%



Table 15. Percent reduction of nitrogen load each phase would achieve. The first column
contains all sources of nitrogen load to the waterbody, the second only contains external
sources controllable by the Village, wastewater and fertilizer

WERENELT A WERENELT
Fertilizer, Fertilizer,
Atmospheric to Atmospheric to
land, Atmospheric Land
to water, Benthic,
Birds

Phase 4
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VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF LEAD AGENCY
AND
COORDINATED REVIEW UNDER SEQRA

Te:  Southampton Town Board
Southampton Town Hall
116 Hampton Road
Southampton, NY 11968

Re:  Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer System Project

The Village of Westhampion Beach is considering the establishment of the Incorporated
Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer System, including the adoption of a formal Map and Plan
(hereinafter, the “sewer system project”).

As presently contemplated, but subject 1o {urther review and modification, the sewer
system project is separated into four phases. Phase 1 focuses on the arca surrounding Main Streer
and includes the Moniebogue Bay watershed — which has been identified by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation as an impaired water body, Phase 2 (north of Main
Street) and Phase 3 {centered on Montauk Highway/County Road 80) have been identified as
future sewer service arcas within the Village. Phase 4 comprises all tax parcels within the Village
that are not located within the Phase 1, 2 or 3 service areas and would be served by innovative
advanced on-site nitrogen removal systems, The proposed Phase 1 sewer service mrea is
approximately 31.29 acres in total area and comprises 89 residential properties and 67
commercial properties. The proposed Phase | sewer systemn will consist of a combination of
gravity and low pressure sewers, two conventional pump stations and two force mains. The
cxisting Gabreski Airpen Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) has been identified as the prefemed
treatment Jocation for sewage flow from the proposed service area. The Gabreski Alrport STP
would be modified to provide the additional capacity 1o support the Village's flow, It is
anttcipatled that existing equipment at the facility would be replaced to increase capacity without
reyquiring expansion outside of the footprint of the facility or any additional tankage.
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The Village Board of Trustees has preliminarily classified the sewer system project as a
Type | action under the State Environmental Quality Beview Act (“SEQRA™ - Article 8 of the
Mew York Environmental Conservation Law),

You have been identified as a potential “involved agency™ for purposes of SEQRA
review, due to the fact that the sewer system project will extend beyond the boundaries of the
incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach and into the unincorporated territory of the Town of
Southampion for purposes of connecting the system to the Gabreski Airport STP, New York
State Village Law §14-402 requires consent of the Southampton Town Board under such
circumstances.

Pursuant o & NYCRR Section 617.6(b}3), the Village Board of Trustees has determined
the following:

s That there will be coordinated review of the application:

2. That the Village Board of Trustees is proposing to serve as lead agency.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the Village of Westhampton Beach Board of Trustees
shall assume lead agency status unless you notify the Board of Trustees within thirty (30) days
than you disagree with this designation:

Annexed hereto are copies of the following:

1. EAF Part I; and

2, Site map for sewer system project.

Duted: September 27, 2017

Village of Westhamplon Beach
Board ees

s

“Antifny C. Pasca, Village Attorney
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part | - Project and Serting

Instructions for Completing Part 1

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

Compleie Part | based on information currently available, 1T additsonal research or investigation would be nceded 1o fully respond to
any iteim, please pswer a5 thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether misseng infarmation docs not exist,
or is nol reascnably available to the sponsor; and, when possilile, generally describe work or studies which woild be necessary 1o
upslate or fully develop that infommmion

Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most ilems contain an initial qeestion thal
must be answered gither “Yes™ or "MNo™. [T the answer 1o the initial question is ™Y es", compleie the sub-questions thal follow, 11 the
answer 10 the initial guestion i “MNo™, proceed 10 the nest question, Section F allows the project spoidor 1o identify and stsch iy
additional information. Section € requires the name and signature of the project spomnsor bo verify thal the information contained in

Part lis accurate and coniplete.

A, Project and Sponsor Inlormation.

“Mame of Action o Project:

Vilisge of Wasihamgion Beach Sewar Syslam

Frogect Location {describe. and atiach o general locaion map):

Peoucl is cartared in the Main Siresl Commencial Disirct®onisbogis Bay Walseshad, Vilage of Westhamplon Beach. 3Y {soe allached iscalion map)

Briel Description of Proposed Action {inclede purpose or noed):

Thir peopased progec involves ihe establishment of the Vilage of Wasthampion Beach Sewor Systerm and the nslalation of sewer infrasruciung 16 sene
tha \Village's Miain Steet commercial distict The lotsl proposed ares o be seweved is approximately 35 pcrns (Iotel Area of (he (ax parosi within the
PrOposad SO BRAcE &ied i 3120 acres) and compnses 55 residontal propenies and §F commarcial propsdties The peopect would inetall g
combinadion of gravity and kow pressuns sevwer maing within the 35-acre senvios areo, with fao pumg Stnlions 10 pumg sawage 10 (he ocsting Gobrogkl
Awporl Sewsgu Tronimond Plant (STR), Madficalion w e wxisting STP would B petionmid within [he sxisting building footprinl. Parmilel lorcs msing
wioulhd arinnd from e heo pump statons. aksng Oak Sireal, 30 k8 Gabeeaki STP

IF'lﬂii-‘l B inchudes be ceniral portion of [y Main Sirool commrarcl dsinc snd spans from sl sl of Sunsel Avenusbichs Fond |0 jus! ee of Ml
AvprniLdaany Avarue. Tha rofem boundary of ihe sanice ares s lociled gt nonh af Main Steeel with e sorihedn boundiry nennicg slong Steyvens

Limnda

fame of ApplicanlSponzor Telephoni: gy 201552
Willags of Wesihampion Beach E-Mal: g
Addross. oo
Ciny/ PO yypasharmiion Baoch Slate: O Zip Code: oo
Project Contsct (i1 nol same s sponsos; give name and tiileroke): Telephane:
E=Mail;
| Address:
City PO Siate: | Zip Code:
Property Chwner (il s saine i sponser): Felephone:
E-Mail: =
Addrss:
j 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 oiher forms of financal

agl -mﬂnpaml!pn-m

assistance. )
Cavernment Entity T Yes: Identify Agency and Approvalis) Application Date
Required {Actunl or projected )

a. City Council. Town Board, [I¥esCOMNo | vitage Board of Tnustens - SEGRA doprmeaton: | 102017

or Village Board of Trustees DFW - oad opening pemits
b, City. Town or Village OOy esCIMg

Planning Boord or Commission
¢, City Council, Town or o

Village Zoning Board of Appeals
. Other local agencies B es[OMa l'r'mﬂﬂmﬂ-iﬂpm « Tiren Bioard, Highway TED

e. County agencies EAvesCINe | Dept of Econ Dewi®ian. - Funding: SCOMS -Eng [TBD {folowing SEQRA delermindalicn |
Design Renview, BCPC Ralorral DPW - mads

f, Keglonnl agencics OOvesNe

& Stale agencics EWeilrONo  |SHPO - jarchhisty EFC - Fundng: DEG - Eng. | SHPO « in progeess. Others - TBD {oflowing
Demign Review, Compiofier - S0 MTA, NYSHOH | SEQRA detanminaticn |

h. Federul agencies [

i, Coastal Resourees,

or an adopied municipal farmland protection plan’
1Y es, identify the plan{s):
Open Space Acouiniion Policy Pian for Suffol County, Town of Soushampion Commenty Presenystion Plan_

{15 the project site within o Coastal Area, or the walerfront arca of 8 Designated Infand Warerway? Y es e
i, Is the progect site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront RevitaHation Program? O veshdMa
i, s the project site within o Coastal Erosion Haxard Area? O Yesif ™o
. Phinning and oning
ol Flanning and zoning sctions,
Will administrative or legislative asdoption, or amendment of & plan; local law, ordinance. mle or regulation be the O Yes@TNo
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action 10 procecd”
* I 'Ves, complete sechions C, F and 4.
= Il No, procesd to question C.2 and complete all remaining sectivms and questions in Pan |
C.2, Adopted land use plans.
a Do any muenicipally- sdoped (city, town, village or county |} comprehensive land use plun(s) include the site Evaline
where the proposed action would be located?
IF Yes, does the compeehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site whene the proposed setion EyaldNe
wold be lognded?
B, I the site of the proposed action within any local or regional specinl planaing district (for example: Greenway CIYesB T No
Brownfield Opportunity Ares {BOA); desigmated State or Foderal beritoge area) watershed management plam;
or olhier?)
I Yes. identily the planis);
€, In the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed i an adopted municipal open space plan,  BZ1Yes[No

Page 20l 13

A-68



Y Fonlng

i Is the sie of the propesed action located in o municipality with an adopeed roming low or ordinance. By =lse
I ¥es, what is the zoning clssificationds) including any applicable averlay district?
8-1 (Businoss Deatricd 11, HE {Hambel Commncial] and MF-20 (Mus-Family Rasidence)

[ b s the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional wsi permil? BAvyaldne
¢, 1% i 2oning change requested us part of the proposed action” i L i T
I Yes,

i. What is the proposed new soning for the sire?

.4, Existing communily services.

a. [n what school district is the project site located? Westhamplon Beach UFSD

b What palice or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Weathampsan Baoch Polica -

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

i, Whai parks serve the project gite?
T Ciend Liwen, Vilage Maria

— —_— e — -

I, Project Details

.1, Proposed and Potentinl Development

a. What ks the general nature of the proposed action {e.g., residentinl, industriad, commercil, recreationalz if mixed, include all
componesl? Formation of the Westhampton Beach Sewer Dusirict and installation of & sewer system

b. o Tofal acreage of the site of the proposed action’? 35 perey
b, Total acreage 10 be physically diswrbed? B [Fhase 1) nores Mate: 10+ acres disturbed with
e Toaal acreage {propect site sl any contiguons properties ) owned patential future Phases 2, 3 & 4
of controlled by the applicant or project sponsor? M4 ncres
¢. Is the propased acthon an expandion of an existing project or use? O Y Na
i I Yes, what is the approximale percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (¢.g.. scres. mibes, howsing units,
sipuare fee1)?  Ya — Lnits: _ -
i Is the propased action a subdivision, or Goes 1l mclude n subdivision? OVes Do
7 Yes,
i, Purpase on type of subdivision? (e.g, residential, industrial, commercial; if mised, specify lypes)
it 13 a cluster'conservation layout proposed” - = OYesve
fii Mumber of lots proposed?
v, Minimim and muximiam proposed b sizes? Matimum Masimiin i
e Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases? Hveslna
i, 1 Mo, anticipated period of construction: ~ months
i Yes
®  Tolal number of phases anticipated .
= Anticipated commeéncement date of phase | {including demalition 10 month 2018 yeqr
= Amicipaied completson date of final pluise _TBOD month  TBO year

Generally describe connections or relationships among phases. including any contingencies where progress of ane phase mi
determine liming or duration of future phases: —
This EAF faguses on the formation of the sswer diiric! and the installation of the Phass 1 Serace Asms. Prase 2 (norh of Man Sieeet) and Phase 3
icinlared on Mohlsuk Highway/CR B0 haros been idenlifed 53 flbums sewor serdcn sesas withn the Village. Phasa 4 comprises nF s paicels kecoled
wailhur At Wi 5 ROl Tocaad wilhin Bhe PRasE 1, 2 BF 3 Senaci Aries e winds 5e senmed by Innovalive Bavanced oi-a il renval

syatams o T OF CONSANCHGN OF & N Tacy |
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I. Does the project inclede new residentinl uses? OveslNe
IT % ez, show numbers of units proposed.
O Fammily Twa Family Threg Family Mubuple Eamily {four or more)
Iniial Phasze e
Al completion
ol all phuses

. Does the proposed action include new non-residential constraction {mecluding expansionsi? PlYes[JNo
IMYes,

!, Tetal nember of structures 2

i, Dimensions (in feet] of largest proposed struciure: TBO Iu.-igﬁL; __ TEO width; and __ TBOD length

il Approximaote extent of building space to be heated or cooled: MiA, {bwir pumg stations) siguiare feeq

h. Does the proposed action include constrisction or saher sctrvities thal will result in the mpoundment of any O¥esfAnNa
liquids, such as cremtion of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lgoon or other stormge?
17 ¥es,
¢ Purpose of the impoundment: e : e T —
it 1T @ water impoundmend, the principil sowrce of 1he water: [] Ground water Ij Surface waler streanis [ JOther apeciiy:

iii 1T odher than water, lﬂﬂﬂll';r the type ul":mpﬂ:ulhﬂ:d contained fiquids and their source.

iv. Approximate size of the proposed mpoundment Volume:  million gallons: surface aren: pores
v [Mmensions of the praposed dam or impounding structure: height;  lengih
vi. Constrsction method'matcrinds for the proposed dam or impounding structure {e.g., earth Gl rock, wood, concrete):

Nl Project Operations

. Does the proposed action include any excavation, minmg, or dredging, during consinuciion, operations, or both? DT:;E:’:-«,:
Mot mn:l'udmg general site preparation, grading or installstion of wilites or foundations where all excavated
mmm:ll will remain onsile)
Ii'Yes
i 'Mm-'l i3 the purpode of the excavoiion or dredging?
i1 Havw emviec v mmaterial {including rock, earth, sediments, eic :| is pfnpmtdm b pemoved from the sie?
= Yolume (specily tons or cubie yards):
o Dwver what duration of time?
ifi Deseribe nature and characieristics of materials 1o be excavated or dredged, and plans 1o use, mannge or dispose of them.

iv. Will there be onsite dewstering of processing of excavaled materials? [I¥es[ Mo
IF yes, deseribe, — =
¥ What is the total area io be dr':dgrd oF nxﬂwmrﬂ" neres
Wi What is the maximum arca 1o be worked ot any ane e - _OEres
¢ What would be the masinum depth of excavation or dredging? = = feel
viii. WL the excovation require blasting? Ovesvo

iv. Summariee site reclumation goals and plan: B

b, Woeuld the proposed action casise or result in aheration of, increase or decrease in siee of, or encroachment [Tveshiro
into any existing wellind, waterbody, shoreling, beach or sdjaccnt ares?
I Yex:
i Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland mup number or geographic
descripiion);
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i Desgribe bow the proposed sction woukd affect thal waterbody or wetland, e.p. excavation, fll, placement of strschses, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines, Indicate extent of activities, alerations and addinons in squire feel or acres:

i, Wﬁlpm[mtd action cause of result in disturbance to bottom sediments” = Tived Jrio
If Yes, describe: o ﬁﬂ__ e
v Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of squatic vegetation? T EveliNe
IF¥es: el ]

#  acres of spumtic vegotation proposed 1o be remowved:

* expected acreage of nquatic vegelmion remnining afler profect completion:

=  purpose of proposed removal {e.g. beach clearing, invasive specics control, boat access)

«  proposed methid of plant removal:
o il chemicalherbicide treatment will be wsed. :pu:\lﬁr product{s);
v Describe any proposed reclamuion/mitieation following disturbance:

'Fl-l Will the proposed action use, of crente a new demand for waler? AVesDve
IT Yes:
. Total onticipated water usage/demand per day: {Exsting) 80,000 yallons'dny
i Wil the proposed action obtmn wxier from an existing public water supply? Eyes o
If Yies:
#  Mvarme of district or service arca;  Southansplon N
= Dioes the existing public waier supply have capacity 10 serve the proposal” B vesldnNe
» s the project site in the existing distrcr? Y No
& lsexpansion of the district needed? R
s Do existing Hnes serve the project site? & ves[d No
sii. Wil line extension within an existing district be necessary o supply the project? Ol es o
If Yes:

*  Deseribe extensions or capacity expansions proposed 1o serve this projecs:

= Source(s)of supply for the disirict; =
|“1":'h a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site” O vYesBfno
I, ¥es;

= Applicant/sponsor for new district;

*  Date application submitied or aniicipated;

*  Proposed sourceis) of supply for new distiricr: o
v 10 public water supply will not be ised, describe p:ln.ns io pfnh-ldr: water supply for the IFT'J'-"“-

vi, Il water H-I'[I'F-l}' will be from v wells :puhlﬁ; ar prividel, aximum pumping n-lpmity_- S g:llunymlnmn_
. Wil ihe proposed sction generoie liguid wasies? Flyvedua
IF ¥es:

i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day:  jsvatng) 60,000 gallons'day conveyed to STP in=liew of septic systems
fi Muture oF liquid wastes (o be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; it combination, describe all components and
approsimate vilames or proportions of cach),

[sannary wasownie =
I m:r. thee proposed action use any existing public wasteernier reniment faciitics? T EYes[o
el

#  MName of wastewater treatment plant to be used: Gobeski Aipart STP

s Mame of disiricr mm:ma:mma Mw - )
= Does the exiging wastewater trestment plant have capacity 1o serve the project” Y e[ JNe
= s the praject site in the existing disiricy? Oy e=EFTun
; i Mole: J
=[5 expansion of the district necded? i EEReEt pes to srialichnew’ Vilkpe Siwer. DNatriol O vesifo
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o o exasting sewer lines serve the project sige? OYesfNo
e W T extension within an existing district be nocessary 1o serve the progect? Bves[no
Y es:
* Describe extensions or capacRy expansions proposed o serve thisprojest: R :
|L-"= scderigign yeopld by rpguk ..'E.Eﬁ".l'.!'.'ﬂ 1he proposed sardon afea o the existing Gabreski STF E]ﬁvw,mm.hf. [ parplyl 4" low windi e
{1251 inrage

uﬂndﬂ'll’ﬂwmif-u.h_ Ly MMMMWmnE“ _Wllyqﬂwﬂg_?_m?_w_ ariaay
iv. Will o new wostewmler {sewage) treatment district be formed 10 sérve the project site? AYes[OxNe
I ¥es:

s Applicant’sponsor For new district: Ylogs of Wasihampion Beach

*  Date application submired or anticipated: 2018 (anscipated)

= Whatis the receiving water for the wastewater discharge” Groundwater
v Il'puh'hl: facilities will ot be used, describe plans o provide wastewater treatment for the project, meluding specifving propesed

receiving waler iname and classification il surfnce discharge, or describe subsurface disposal pluns):

Eomiing Ginkimsid Anpo TP will b ufilized. =

vi, Deseribe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: B

thﬂ —— ;

£ Wil the proposed action disturb smore than one scre and orenfe stormwnier munoil, gither from new poimt AvesCNo
sources (i.e, ditches, pipes; swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrsted flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (o sheet ow) dunng construction or post construction? Note: No change in stermwater runoff as all disturbed arens

IMYes: ; will be restared 1o priar conditien (landseaped ar paved)
i How misch impervious surface will the progect create in relation 1o otal size of project parced?
Square feetor 0 acres (impervious surface ) See note above - No increase in impervious surfaces

Square feetor 35 acres (parced sized Stee of Proposed Phase | Service Area
i Duseribe types of new point seunces. Nons -

ifi. Where will the stormwater runofl be directed {ie. on-site slermwater management Facility struclures, adjacen properics.
groundwater, on-ste surface water or off-site surface wabers)?

Ay congiructinn-ralabed slormwibsd runolf will be ) MM_EMW s Bl TTerAlEE
rursalt s arcsatend @3 1he will ol e N INCrisast In ATpenious SUFACHITOW FOINL BCUIEES ELL.-Pellwn condinichon, ne siommwale

* [T ip surface waters, mhentily receiving waler bodies or wetlands: p
| —

= Will stormuwater mnﬁ_[f-ﬁn;;-l.u;dp:ml properies’ OYes@no
v, Does proposed plan mindmize [mpervicus sorfaced, ose pervious matefinls or colléel and re-use stormwaier? LY eskfl ™o
f. Does the proposed scuon include. o will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, nchiding fuel EYes[™No
combaistion. wiste incaerson. of Mhier processes or operabione?
IF Yes, idemtify:

i, Mabile sources dusing progect operations {o.g-, heavy equipment, Nest or delivery vehicles)

Inbemallont colivories ko the savwags Inesimeniplent =
ii Stntionary sources during construction (¢ 4., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)

LA, —— ——

e ———— e

it Simsonary sOurces dt;‘iﬂn operations (g, g,. process :mh-s.lnru.. lmw.- boibers, electric FI'I':I'IH.HI:I

& Will any air emission sournces num-d in D.2.M{above), require a NY ‘.\uut Air Regrstration, Air Facility Pmnn. Y esfNo
I'E'r Federal Clean Air Act Titke IV or Title v Permit?
I Yes
i, 1& the project site bocuted in an Air quality non-attainment area? | Area routinely or periodically fails 1o meet OyesOne
ambient air quality stusdards for all or some pants of the year)
it I addition fo emissions as calculaied in the spplication, the project will genomie:
Tons/vear {(shor wms) ol Corbon Dioxide (00:)
Tisns! year (shisr tons ) ol Minous Cxide (S4E0)
_Tensdyear (short ons) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
Toms/year {shon 1ons) of Sulfar Hexafluonide (SF )
_Tonsfyear {short fong) of Carbon [ioxide equivalent of Hydmwilourogarbons (HFCs)
Tona'year (ghon ioms) of Hazardous Adr Polluans (HAPs)

E & & & & &
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b Will the propased action generste or emit methane (including, but not limitsd to, sewage treatment plants, [TyeiNe
landfills, composting facilities)”
N Yes:
i Estinsate methane pencration in kena/vear (metric):

ii. Describe any methane caplure, conteol or elimination measures mcluded in project design {e.g., combustion o generate heat or
electricity,. Haring i

i Will the proposed action reault in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes. such s el Ne
quarry of londfill operations’!
IF ¥es: Describe operations and nature of emissions {e.g., dicsel exhawst, rock peniculaes/dust):

1 Will the proposed nction result in a substantial increase in imffic above present bevels or genernte substantinl Oy el Ne
metw demand for transportution Facilitics or services?
I Yes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply . (I Moming O Evening Oweckend
O Bandomly between hoars of [T
i For commercial activities only, prujr-'l:l:d number of ln:rm-lm-!h:rlruclv; iripsiday:
i Parking spaoes! Exbring Proposed T Nelincrease'decrease
v Does the proposed sction inchude ; ;my , shired wse parking? O¥e J™o
v I the proposed action includes any modification of existing romds, coention of new moads or change i exisling pccess, describe

v Are purl:lh:.-'pn;ni: transpanation servicels) or facilities available within % mile of the proposed sie? _;Eﬁn'
vii Will the proposed action include acoess o public transponation or sccommodations for isse of hybrid, electric
of other allemative faeled vehicles?

il Will the proposed sction inclide plans for pedestrion of bicyele nccommodations for connections to existing  [J¥es{ Mo
pedestrion or bioycle routes?

k. Wil the proposed action { fer commercenl or indusirial progects only) generate new or addimonal demand m"lﬁ.D‘H.'l-
fiot energy”

I Yes

i Estimate annual electineity demand during operation of the proposed st -

S50 kW-he of slectricty per day

i Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.8., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, vin eridfocal wtility, or
other):

GeidiLocal utivty (PSEG] = e
i Will the proposed action requine @ new, or an upgrade 10, an existing substation” DOvesi@Ne
I Hours of speration. Answer all items which apply.  Nate: All construction will suspended from Memaorial Day to Labor Day
¢ Dwiring Construction: i Durmg Ohperations:
= Aloday - Friday T AM -8 R . Momday - Friday- 4 hiniday
#  Saturday; o 8 AR - 5 PR - Suturdoy: 24 hratdary
*  Sunday: BAM -8 PM = Ry 24 hewioay -
s Holidays: Mo Construction Activiy *  Holidays: _ 24 hewiday .
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. Will the proposed action pruduce moise that will exceed existing ambicnt mise hevels during construction, EyesOno '
operation, or both™
I yes:
(. Provide detabls including sources, time of day and durstion:
Censtugiion #olivifies may Mmpamnily procuce note siceedeg oaising smbhnm kvels bl would b

ii. Will proposed action remove cxisting natural barriers. that coukd act s 8 noise barrier or sereen? Ovesfne
Dreseribe: N
f. Wi“ the proposed sction have outdoor lighting? ﬁ‘l"mﬁ.’rhﬁ:
T yes:

i, Deséribe sourcels), locationis ), height of fixture(s}), direction/nim, pnd proximity 1o nearest cccupied structures:

i, Will proposed action remove existing naturad barriers that coubld act as a Hght barrier or screen? Ovest@ne
[heseribe: — e
0. Dogs the proposed action have the potential 1o produce odors Ffor more than one hour per day” OYes NG

I ¥es, desenibe possible sources, potentinl frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximiny (o nesrest
oecupied structures:

p. Will the proposed action include any bulk, storage of petroleum (combined capacity of over 1,100 gallons ) OYelNo
or chemical products 185 gallons in abave ground siorage or any amount in underground stomge?
I Yes
i Product(s ) w be stored
i Wolumegs ) e umit timeg e month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilitics:

q. Will the proposed action {commercanl, industrial and recreational projects anly ) use pesticides 11.¢., herbicides, L1 Yes Ao
imzecticides} during construction or operation’?

I Yes,
i DPeseribe propeaed ireatmentds);

i Will the pl'ﬂilll;;;d action use Integrted Pest Management Praclices? [ Yes ko

r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or requine the management or disposal [ Yes PINo
of solid wasie {excluding hazardous materials)?

I ¥es:
i Describe any solid wastels) 1 be penerated during constriction or operation of the Facility:
s CopsFetion: _ bons per {amit o time
e (hperudion ; ons per (it of time]

i Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, I'dqrdma o rewse of materinls to avord disposal as solid wasie:
«  Construction;

& Olperntica: . -

fii. Proposed disposal methods/Tcilities for sulid waste generated on-site
= LConstrction:

*  Operstion:
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;}l:lm the proposed action inchide construction or medilication of & sold wiste management facility? OveaE N
£x
i Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g.. recyeling or transfer stnfson, conyposing. kandfiil, or
odher disposal activities): —=
i, Andicipated rabe of disposal/processing:
. Tons/maonth, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal tneatment, or
. Tonshour, if combistion or thermal treatment
i I tandfill, anticipated site life: years

L. Wil proposed actson o the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, stompe, o disposal of hazrdous  LVesfg]No
wiste?

1M Y es:
i Mnme{sh of all hazardous wasies or constituents 1o be generated, handled or managed m fcility

il mﬂh -prm. s5e5 oF I:Ih'ilits-iiiknlvlng hazardous wastes or conslitucnls:

iir. Sp;ciﬁ- amount to be handled or generared s mantly
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recyeling or reuse of hiardous constifuents:

v Will any hazardous wastes be disposed a1 an existing offsite hazardous waste facility”? DOyalre
I Yes: provide nome and bocation of faciliy;

==

I Na: dbescribe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent 10 8 hazardous waste facility:

E. Site and Seiting of Proposed Action

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

a. Existing land uses.
i Check all uses that ocour on, sdjoining and near the project site.
O Urban [ Industrial Commercial  bf] Residential (suburban) [ Rural (non-farm)
O] Forest [0 Agriculture [] Agusiic O Ocher ispecify): -
i 10 mix of uses, penerally deseribe:
Phase 1 project anen inchudys She Main St commarcin] dighng] and includes 58 residential properties snd 67 commprcis pioparties

| b, Land uses and covenypes on the project site.

Lausd use or (Current Acreage Afler Clange
CovverType Acrenge Project Completion iAcres + L)
* Roads, buildings. and other paved or impervious
surfaces -2 i 8 [Phose T 10= (Ph 2 3 & 4) |8 [Phage 110 (Ph.? 358 4 a

*  Forested

*  Niesdows, grissbands or brushilands (non-
agricultural, including abandoned agricultural)

= Agnculuml
{inc lisibes active orchards, fiekd, greenhouse etc. )

*  Hurface wner features
{lnkes, pomds, sbreams, rvers, @lc.§

®  Wetlands { freshwater or tidal)

= Mon-vegented (hare rock. eanh or Gill)

=  {hher
Describe: Landscaped Aiwa

Page 9ol 13
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¢, Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation’™ EvesOIno
| E T Yes: explain: The Great Lan and Vlage Maring are located jus! culside of 1he proposad sandce anea_ Waler guabty | Moras wil ingrove
d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, lieensed  Bf]Yes[TNa
r'?:'“:r care centers, or group homes) withan 1500 feet of the project site”
I Yes,
i Identify Faciliies
Famiy Counsaling Services [£0 Main 51 Westhamglon Beach, NY) —

:I:Dn:i the project site contain an existing dam? CIvestINe
e
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundmen:
e [dam beigh _ feet
e Dam length: feet
«  Surface area; il
*  Molume impounded: gallons OF ocre-fioet

i, Dum's existing hazard classification:
i Provide dote and summinnize resulls of last mspection:

f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility,  [JYesifl™e
or does the project site adsoin property which is mow, or was o1 one time, used s a solid waste management faciling”
IF¥es:
i; Hins the fcility been formally closed? O¥ed ] Mo
I yes, cile sources/documentation:
fi Describe the bocation of the project site relative 1o the boundaries of the solid waste management facifity:

il Deseribe any development constrints due b the prior solid waste schivities!

& Have hmrdoos wastes been generated, treated andor disposed of o the site, or does the project site adjoin O VeshiiNe
property which is pow or was ol one time used 10 commercially trent, store and'or dispose of hazandous waste”
M Yes:
i Describe wuste(s) handled and wiste management activities, including approximate time when activities occumed:

h. Potential comamination history. Flas there been 8 reported spill al the proposed project site, oF have any O¥ ek Mo
remedial actions been conducted at or pdjacent 1o the proposed site?
i Yes
i. 1s any portion of the sie listed on the NYSDEC Spills Ingidents database or Enviconmental Sie Oy et
Remedintion datnbase™ Check all that apply:
[ Yes - Spills Incidents dutabase Provide DEC 1D numberfs),
[ ¥es - Environmeninl Site Remediation damabase Prowide DEC 1D number(s )

[ Neither database
A [ sine has been subject of RCRA comective nctrvities, describe conbrol measures:

jii. 15 the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation datsbse” DOvedno
I yes, provide DEC 1D numiber(s).
dv. BT wes b (i), (i) or (5 ) above, describe current status of site{sf

Page 100l 13
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v I the progect site subject (o an institutional control limiting property uses? Clvesline
o |Fyes, DEC site IDnumber: e - I,
*  Describe the 1ype of institutional control (e.g., deed resiniction or casement) —
= Deseribe any use limitaions:
= Describe any engineening comtrols: =
= Will the project affest the instittional of enginecring controls in place? Oves[Ine
=  Explain: = -
E.2. Natural Ressurces Of or Near Pruject Site
a. Wha is the avernge depth o bedrock on the project site” Gawaidns ihan 100 Toct
b Are there bedrock oulcropgrngs on the project sife” ClYeskdmo
1T ¥es, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? %
¢. Predominant soil typeds) predent on project sife: Rivarhead sandy loam, 0-3% (RdA| e o,
Lt & W land. pantly sloping {Cull) %
a
d. What is the average depth 1o the water table on the project site? Average: i lect
e. Drainige status of project site soils:&2] Well Drained: 100 s of site
[ Moderaely Well Drained: = of site
] Poarly Drained S of site
[ Approximate proportion of propesed action site with slopes: B 0-10%%: 85 %y ol sile
B 10-15%: 3 %ol sie
K] 15% or greater: 2 %alshe
L. Are there any unigue gevlogic features on the project site? Cveddive
If Yes. describe —
h. Surface wiser feastures.
t. Does any porticn of the peaject site contain wethands or other witerbodies (including stremms, rivers, Y es Mo
pomds or lnkes)?
¢ Dhoy amy wetkands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site?  Note: Mo construction in these areas [ S
If Yes 1o gither § or i, continue. 17 No, skip to E.2i
di Are oy of the wetlands or waterbodies within or sdjoming the project site regulated by any Tedernl, Rves[ve
slle or local ngeney™
. For each identified regulated werlznd and waterbody on the project site. provide the following information:
o Strcams Mame 52356 Classificaiion 5C
*  Lakes or Ponds:  Name - Classification _ o
*  Wetlonds: Mame Fededal Waters Approximate Size Tidal Wellands {LZ]
*  Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC)
v. Are mny of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilition of NYS water quality-impaired Y es o
waterbodies?
If yies, nnme of impaired water body hodies and basis for listing as impaired: _
W-Eﬂlwmﬂrﬂﬂﬂ-m—w — .
1. Is the progect site in a designated Floodway® E ﬁﬁ
J I the project site in the 100 year Fioodplain? IVes [N
k. I5 the project sile in the 500 vear Floadplam? e[ Mo
L. 13 the project site located over, or immediatcly adjoining. a primary, principal of s0le source aquifer? Fveve
Y es:
i Wume al squifier: 0l Soures Aqufler Namas: Massa-Sollok B3A o N

Page 11 of 13
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m. [dentify the predominant wildlife species that oocupy of use the project site;

ik [oes the project site contain a designated significant natural sommunity? ﬁ"l’ﬂ [wa
I Yes;
i Deseribe the habiwy community (composition, function, and basis for designation ):
HmEld;ln Knodoew
It Soreets) of description of evaluation: NYS DEC =
fii. Esagnt of communily habnm.

& Currently: I_:&‘ﬂ' B eres
= Following completion of project af proposed: 159781 ucres Mole: Mo construction in this srea
*  Gainor loss (indicale + or -); 0 peres

o, Dives project sele contnin any specws of phint or anioal that is bsted by ihe federal government ar NY'S as [ ¥ eslfI ™o

etidangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified os habitor for an endangered or threatened species”

_p'u_l‘-lrm ihe project sie conimin any species of plant or amimal thar s Bseed by WY'5 a8 e, or 85 o species of D'i‘n"du
specinl congermn?

4. Is the project site or adjolning area currently used for hunting, trapping, lishing or shell fishing? EVesINo
Il':.'ﬂ. give i briel deseription of hoaw the proposed action moy affeel that wse: §

E.X Designnted Public Resources On or Near Project Siie

a. 15 the project site, or any portion of it located in a designated ngricubural district certificd pursuint 1o Y s G s
Agriculiure ond  Markets Low, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 1047

I Y es, provide county plus district name/number:

b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present’? OY esbfne
i I Yes: acrengedsh on project site?
i Sourcelsh of soil ratingisk

——— = —

€. Does the project site contain all or part of, or i il substdially contiguous o, b registered Mational CIVes o
Matural Londmark?
1 ¥es:
i Wature of the natwral landmark: [ Biological Community O Geological Feature

it Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximnte stz extent:

il 1% the project sie locsted in or does it adjoin o state listed Critical Environmemal Ares? OveffINe
Il Yes;
i CEA name: —

i Bazis for designation: -
i Desagnating agency and date: —

Page 120l 13

A-78



e. Does the project site contain, or is it substantially contiguous to, a building. achacological site, or district ByeO~No
which is listed on, or has been nominated by the NY 5 Board of Histore Preservation for inglusion an, the

"i.q:? or Mational Register of Historic Places? Mote: Historic Hesouroes are loested outside of project area
i. Wature of historic archaeological resource: Dudumhpm Site ElHistaric Bailding or District
i, Wame; US Post Difice-Westhampian ampion Beach, Foster-Meeker House o

i1 Brief description of aitributes on which listing is based:
Peat Do - WM%W&FW Fosier-hiaskar Howss - 1735 shinghsd Cape-Cod rascnce.

i Is the project <ite, or any portion of #, located in or adjacent 1o an aren designated as senstive For OYesEMa
wrchneological sites on the NY State Historse Preservation Ofice (SHPO) archaealogical site inventony?

& Have mdditionn] archaeolagical o historie sitefs) or resources been identified on the project site? OvesffAso
Y es
{. Deseribe possible resource{s): -

i Basis for identificntion;

h. Is the project site within fives miles of any officially designated and publicly nccessible federal, state, o locnl | @) Yes[ JNo
seenie of aesthetis resource?
If¥es

i Wdentify resource: The Geeat Liwn, Vilage MarinaMonisbogue Bay
o, Mature of, or basis for, designation (.., csiablished highway overlook, state or local park, state historic trail or scenic byway,

elc. }: Locad Parka/Recroatcnal Faciitio =
i Distonce between project pod sesowee: .10 miles.

i, I the project site located within a designated river corridor under the Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers O ¥eskA e
Program & MY CRR G667
IFYes:
(. ldentify the name of ihe river and 15 designation: B
it Is the activity consistent with development restrictions contained in GNYCRR Part 6667 CO¥es[OMNo

F. Additional Informatien
Atinch pny additienal mformation which may be needed 10 clasily vour project,

IT yomi hewe ddentifieal amy alverse impacts which could be pssodiated with yoir proposal, please desenbe those imepacts plas any
measudes which you propose 1o avond oF minimiee thiemn,

G, Verifleation

I eertify that the information provided is e 1o the best of my know ledge.

Applicant/Sponsor Mume Dovid Teppar _ Date nmar0i7

Signaiure M ! “'M“"""". Title Planner, MCP (Cameson Engnparing & Associates, LLP}
PRINT FORM Page 130113
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

STATE OF NEW YORK)
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK) ss.:

Giail Johnson, being duly swomn, deposes and says:

I.I am not a party to the action, | am over 18 years of age, and | reside in Riverhead, New
York.

2, On October 2, 2017, 1 served, by regular first class mail, the annexed VILLAGE OF
WESTHAMPTON BEACH NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF LEAD AGENCY AND
COORDINATED REVIEW UNDER SEQRA upon the following agency at the address listed
below, by depositing the original of same, enclosed in a postpaid wrapper, in an official depository
under the exclusive care and custody of the United States Postal Service within the State of New
York:

Southampton Town Board
Southampton Town Hall
116 Hampton Road
Southampton, NY 11968

Ciail Johnson

}lﬁ;ﬁ%}:ﬁ,gtf_u_@w

Swom to before me October 4, 2017

E E_th'f‘v—_h S
Notary Public 3

ELIFABETH SPMESS
Matany Public, Stabe of Mew Yok
Mo 481 1848

Duafisd In Buflalk 'I:-m.lﬂ:lr r
Commisnion Expres September 20, Eﬂ_ﬁi
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VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF LEAD AGENCY
AND
COORDINATED REVIEW UNDER SEQRA

To:  Town of Southampton Highway Department
20 Jackson Avenue
Hampton Bays, NY 11946

Re:  Villnge of Westhampton Beach Sewer System Project

The Village of Westhampton Beach is considering the establishment of the Incorporated
Village of Westhampton Besch Sewer System, including the adoption of a formal Map and Plan
{hercinafier, the “sewer system project”).

As presently contemplated, but subject 1o further review and modification, the sewer
system project is separated into four phases. Phase 1 focuses on the area surrounding Main Street
and includes the Moniebogoe Bay watershed — which has been identified by the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation as an impaired water body. Phase 2 (north of Main
Street) and Phase 3 (centered on Montauk Highway/County Road 80) have been identified as
future sewer service areas within the Villege, Phase 4 comprises all tax parcels within the Village
that are not located within the Phase 1, 2 or 3 serviee arcas and would be served by innovative
advanced on-sile nitrogen removal systems, The proposed Phase 1 sewer service area is
approximately 31.29 acres in total area and comprises 89 residential propertics and 67
commercial properties. The proposed Phase | sewer system will consist of a combination of
gravity and low pressure sewers, two conventional pump stations and two force mains, The
existing Gabreski Airpont Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) has been identified as the preferred
treatment location for sewage flow from the proposed service area. The Gabreski Airpont STP
would be modified to provide the additional capacity to support the Village's Mlow. It is
anticipated that existing equipment at the facility would be replaced to increase capacity without
requiring expansion outside of the footprint of the facility or any sdditional tankage.

The Village Boasd of Trustees has preliminarily clussified the sewer system project as a
Type | action under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (“SEQRA" - Anticle § of the

Mew York Environmental Conservation Law),
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You have been identified as a potential “involved agency™ for purposes of SEQRA
review, due 1o the fact that road opening permits may be required from the Town of
Southampton Highway Department in association with the sewer system project.

Pursuant o 6 NYCRR Section 617.6(b}3), the Village Board of Trustees has determined
the following:

1. That there will be coordinated review of the application;

& That the Village Board of Trustees is proposing 10 serve as lead agency.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the Village of Westhampton Beach Board of Trustees
shall assume lead agency status unless you notify the Board of Trustees within thirty (30) days
that vou disagree with this designation:

Annexed hereto are copies of the following:

1. EAF Pant [; and

8 Site map for sewer system project.

Dated: September 27, 2017
Village of Wosthampton Beach

Board lees
By: . e T
A C. Pasca, Village Attomey
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

STATE OF NEW YORK)
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK) ss.:

Ciail Johnson, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. | am not & party 10 the action, | am over 18 years of age, and | reside in Riverhead,
New York.

2. On Oeiober 2, 2017, 1 served, by regular first class mail, the annexed VILLAGE OF
WESTHAMPTON BEACH NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF LEAD AGENCY AXD
COORDINATED REVIEW UNDER SEQRA upon the following agency ot the address listed
below, by depositing the original of same, enclosed in a postpaid wrapper, in an official depository
undler the exclusive care and custody of the United States Postal Service within the State of New
York:

Town of Southumpton Highway Department

20 Jackson Avenue
Hampton Bays, NY 11946

M0 CL
] bl Sbdinann
Gail Johnson ./

Swom (o before me October 4, 2017

¢ i bt =
WotarpPublic k.
:‘.'-. Frhprl-'-.__—.-- - g

[ § IR R DT e T _":l.}:._.,
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Tha Board of Trustees of the Village of Wasthampton Beach held their Ragular

Meating on Wedneaday, November 15, 2017 at 5 p.m. in the Municipal Building, 165
Mill Road, Westhampton Beach

PRESENT: Mayor Maria Z. Moora
Daputy Mayor Ralph Urban
Trustea Rob Rubio
Trustes Brian Tymann
ABSENT Trustea Stephen Frano

Clark-Treasurer Ellzabath Lindtvit
Villaga Altornay - Staphan Angal

IR AR RS R B A R L I R R L I AR F R R B RS R R E e ad bl -

RESOLUTIONS

R N N N . mm

Determination of Environmental Slgnlﬂuinul undnr B!'L'.‘!HA I'nr the Village of
Waeathampton Baach Sewer System Project

Motion made by Trustea Tymann:

WHEREAS, The Village of Westhampton Baach is considering the sstablishmant of a

sawarage ayaiem fo be known as the Incorporatad Village of Waathampton Beach
Sewer System, including the adoption of a formal map and plan (hereinafter, the "sewer
system projeat”); and

WHEREAS, tha sewer system project (& separated into four phasaes. Phasa 1 foouses
on the area surrounding Main Street and includes the Monlebogue Bay waterahad —
which has baen identified by the New York State Dapartmant of Environmeantal
Conservation as an impaired water body. Phase 2 (north of Main Strest) and Phase 3
{eentered on Montauk Highway/County Road 80) have baen dentified as future aawar
sarvica areas within the Village. Phase 4 comprises all tax parcals within the "'.I'i"ﬂﬂu that
are not looated within tha Phase 1, 2 or 3 servioe areas and would be served by

axiating private on-aiie wastewaier dispesaal ayatems and Innavative advanced on-aile
nitrogen ramoval syslame; and

WHEREAS, purauant to the regulations of the New York State Departmant of
Environmantal Conservation (6 NYCRR Part 617), spacifically Sections 617 2(b) and
617.3(g). the "action,” as defined under the State Environmantal Quality Review Act

"BEQRA" (Article B of the Naw York Envirenmaental Consarvation Law), is the Board of
Trustees’ establishment of the Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer

Syatemn and the implementation of Phase 1 of the sewaer system project, and

WHEREAS, tha Village has engaged H2M Architects + Enginoers as consulting

angineara for the sewar ayatem project and Camaron Engineafing & Associales, LLP,
as environmantal consultants for the SEQRA review of the sewer systam project; and

WHEREAS, H2ZM Architacts + Enginears has prepared a propoded map and plan for
the establishment of the Village's complete sewarage system (the "Map and Plan"), and

WHEREAS, by resolution dated September 20, 2017, the Village Board of Truslaes
praliminarily classifled the sewer system project as a Type 1 adtion; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to the ragulations of the New York State Departmaent of
Environmantal Consarvation undar SEQRA (6 NYCRR Part 617), speaifically Sectian

617.6(b)(3), the Board of Truatees, by reaclution datad Septembar 20, 2017,
determined (1) that there should be coordinated review of the application; and (2) that
the Village Board of Trustees was propoaing to serve as lead agancy; and

WHEREAS, tha Board of Trustese undertook coordinated review with tha "invalvad
agencies” pursuant to SEQRA, and

WHEREAS, by notica mailed an October 2, 2017, the Board of Trustees provided the

Invalved Agancies with a description of the sawer aystem project, coples of the FEAF
Part 1 and a site map of the project, and notified the Invalved Agencies that the Board
of Trusteas wished to assume lead agency status for purposes of
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VILLAGE BOARD 2 November 15, 2017

conducting a coordinated SEQRA review, and nane af tha Involvad agancies objectad
to the Board of Trustess acting as lead agency under SEQRA; and

WHEREAS, Cameron Enginearing & Associatea, LLP, in consultation with H2M
Architects + Engineers, the Village Attorneys, and the Village planning consultant,
praparad an Expanded Environmantal Aasessmant of tha sewar ayalaem project that
analyzas the potantial anvironmantal impacts of the projact in detail; and

WHEREAS, purasuant to 8 NYCRR § 817 6(b)(3), the Boeard of Trustees, by resalution
dated Novambar 2, 2017, (1) declared itself lead agency for purposes of conducting
coordinated SEQRA review with the Involvad Agencies; and (2) acceptad and adopied
the findinga sat forth in tha FEAF Pari 1 and the Expandad Environmental Assessmant:
and

WHEREAS, purauant [a 8 NYCRR § 817.6(b){(3)() tha Board of Trustess, as lsad
agency, must make its determination of significance for the action within 20 calendar
days of its establishment as lead agancy; and

WHEREAS, acoordingly, the Board of Trustees, by resolution dated Novembar 2, 2017,
schadulad a special meating on Novambaer 15, 2017, for the purposa of making Its
datarmination of significance for the action within the requisite 20-day period; and

WHEREAS, In arder to give the public an epportunity to provide input on the FEAF Part
1, the Expanded Environmantal Assessment, and the Map and Plan before making its
determination of significance, and before the adoption ef any reselutions concerning the
astablishment of & sewarage ayatem, and the adoption of the Map and Plan, tha Board
of Trusteas made these documents avallable for public review and inapactian bath in
parson at the Village officas and digitally an the Village's wabsite, so that members of
tha public could provide thair written comments on the FEAF FPart 1, Expanded
Envirenmental Assessment, and Map and Plan in advance of the aforesaid Board of
Trustees' Novembaer 15, 2017 spacial meating: and

WHEREAS, Cameron Englneering & Associates, LLP, In consultation with H2M
Architects + Engineers, the Village Altorneys, and the Village planning conaultant,
prepared Parts 2 and 3 of the FEAF, which were submitted to the Board of Trustass on
ar about Navember 14, 2017 and

WHEREAZS, the Board of Trustess considerad all potential impacta arising from or in
connection with this project, and also conaiderad reasonably related long-term, short-
term, direct, indirsct, and cumulative impacts of the proposed action, including other
simultaneous or subsaquent actions which are: (1) included in any long-range plan of
which the proposed action is a part; (2) likely to be undertaken as a result thareaf, o (3)
dapendant theraon, andg

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustess also considered the significance of a likely
consequence (i.e,, whathar it is material, substantial, large, er impaortant) in connection
with: (1) ita selling (e.g., urban or rural); (2) its probability of occurrence; (3) its duration,

(4) ite Irraversibility, (5) ts geographic scope; (8) its magnitude; and (7) the number of
paople affacted; and

WHEREAS, the FEAF and Expandad Environmental Assasament concludad that the
proposed action would not result in any significant advarse impacts within the proposed
Rarvice area of sufrounding aren; and

WHEREAS, in particular, the Expanded Environmantal Assessmant noted that tha
proposad service araa has bean (dentifled and analyzed by both Suffolk County and the
Village of Westhampton Baach as a target area for sewering that weuld result in
significant environmantal and public health benafits, as well as eliminate an dentifled
barrier 1o tha Village implementing the vislon, goals and objsatives for its central
businass district; and

WHEREAS, as axplained in detall in the Expanded Environmental Assesamaent, the

Board of Trustees’ environmental analysis focused on the existing conditions, patential
advarse impacts, and mitigation of the construction and operation
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VILLAGE BOARD 3 November 15, 2017

associated with tha implementation of the Phase 1 Service Aren, bacause tha
praliminary design and Identification of funding sources hava baan completed for this
phase; and

WHEREAS, while Fhasesa 2, 3 and 4 hava baan Included in the Map and Plan to show
thé ovarall plan for future sewer sarvice/nitrogen reduction In the Village, thesa futura
phases have yet to be designed and are therefore not appropriate for funding, and a
plan to accommadata the sewage flow far Phasas 2 and 3 of the project and the
implamentation of those phasas = which (s anticipatad to require the expanaion of the
existing footprint of the Gabreski Airpert 8TP — has not baen determined by the Board
of Trustess as yat, and

WHEREAS, due to these outstanding questions ragarding the design and funding of
Phasas 2 and 3, thara are no currént plans to implemant those phases and the Board
of Trustesas considers the information on these future phaaes of the project to be too
speculative; and

WHEREAS, at such time as the Board of Trustess seaks to implamani Phages 2 or 3 of
the proposed project at saome point in tha future, it will conduct a SEQRA analysis once
designs are completed and funding sources dentifled; and

WHEREAS, Phasa 4 of the aswer avatem project consists of the inataliation of
innovative advanced on-site nitrogen removal systems; and

WHEREAS, as axplained in the Expanded Environmental Assessment, in the past yaaf
cartain lacal municipalities have adopted, or are considering adepting code changes
that would require the installation of auch aystems under cerain circumstances, and If
the Village decides lo cansider similar code changes, those aspects of Phase 4 would
hava ne functional connection to Phase 1 (or future Phases 2 and 3), and would Instead
bé implementad separataly through regulations and grant programs adopted by Suffolk
County, the Town of Southampton, and/or the Village of Westhampten Beach,
regarding the installation of the type of Innevative sanitary systems contemplated by
Fhase 4 of the project; and

WHEREAS, the Board considers tha infermation on Phase 4 of the projact to be too
spoculative and further notes that Phasa 4 is likely to be functionally indepandant from
the Phase 1 Service Area; and

WHEREAS, as sot forth In the Expanded Environmental Assesament, while the futuie
service areas contemplated by Phases 2, 3, and 4 of the proposed project ware not
addressed in the environmental assessment, all of these phases are axpectad to have
only beneficial environmental impacts and therefore will clearly be no less protective of
the environmant, as the main purpose of the sewer system project is to reduce nitrogen
leading inta local water bodies in order to improve water quality within the Village; and

WHEREAS, the Board of Trustees desires to delarmine the significance of the
proposed action pursuant to 8 NYCRR § 817.7, and set forth its datermination and
reasoning tharaefor, in this writtan resolution, pursuant to 8 NYCRR B617.7(b)(4),

NOW, tharafore be it resclvad that

1. The Board of Trustess reviewad tha FEAF, the Expanded Environmantal
Assassment, the Map and Plan, and any and all documents prepared and
submitted with respact to this proposed action and its environmental review, and
has thoroughly reviewed and considered each and every indieator of significance
et forth In 8 NYCRR 817 7(e){1).

Z. Aner consideration of the potential anvirenmantal impacts, Including those
reviswad In nccordanca with 8 NYCRR §617.7(c), the Boaid of Trustees finds
that the proposed action of establishing the Incorporated Village of
Weathampton Beach Sewaer Syatam and implemanting Phase 1 of the sewar
systam project, will have no moderate or significant negative snvironmantal
consequencas or impacts and, tharafore, an Environmantal Impact Statement (s
not raquired for the proposed action.
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VILLAGE BOARD 4 November 15, 2017

3.

Basad on lhe foregoing, the Board of Trustees heraby [ssuss a Nagative
Declaration of environmantal significance in accordance with SEQRA for the
nbove-refaranced proposed action,

To the axtent that the Board of Trustess’ review of the proposed action could be
condlderad a "sagmanted raview” bacause its anviranmantal raview focusad an
the potential impacts of the implemeantation of Phase 1 of the sewer aystem
project, the Board of Trusteas finda auch aagmanied review (o ba justified under
these circumstancas, in accordance with 8 NYCRR §817.3(g)(1). In particular,
the Board finds that such segmented review Is warranted, and is no leaa
protective of the anvirenmaent, primarily bacausea, (1) information on future
phases of the séwar system praject is too spaculative; (2) certain future phasas
of the sewer system project may not occcur; and (3) certain fufure phases are
fungtionally independant of Phasa 1 of the sawer systam projact. The Board's
justification for such segmented review Is further set forth in the Expandad
Environmental Assessmant, the findings of which ware accepted and adoptad by
tha Beard of Trusiess by reasiution dated November 2, 2017, and ara
incorporatad harein as if set forth at length,

I accordance with 6 NYCRR § 617.12(a), concerning the praparation of
doouments, the Board of Trusteas further resolvea that: (1) this Resalution,
ingluding its negative declaration, has baan prapared in accordancs with Article 8
of tha NY Environmental Conservation Law, (2) the Lead Agency s the Board of
Trustees of the Village of Westhampten Beach, with an address of 165 Mil
Road, Wasthampton Beach, NY 11878; (3) Mayor Maria Moore, with an addreas
of 165 Mill Road, Wasthampton Baach, NY 11878 and a phona numbar of (831)
288-1684 can provide additional infermation with regard ta the proposed action;
(4) tha proposed action |8 the establishment of the Incorporated Village of
Waslhampton Baach Sewar Systam and tha implemantation of Phase 1 of the
sewer system project; (5) the proposed action |8 claseified under SEQRA as o
Typa 1 action; and (8) the location of the proposed action ia the entirety of the
Village of Westhampton Baach, County of Suffolk, and State of New Yark, and

Tha Board of Trustess authorizes and diracts the Mayor of tha Incorparated
Village of Westhampton Beach, Maria Moore, to camplete and sign, as raquired,
the determination of significance praparad by Cameron Engineering &
Aasociates, LLP, and any related dooumeants, confirming the foregoing Negative
Daclaration, whiah fully completed and signed FEAF, Expanded Environmental
Asssssmant, and datarmination of significance shall be incorporatad by
rafarance in this Reaalution,

In accordance with 8 NYCRR § 817.12(b), sonoarning the filing and distribution
of documaents, the Board of Trustess further resalvas that! (1) this Rasolution,
including its negative declaration, will be filed with the Village Board of Trustess,
all Involved agenciea, and any person who has requested a copy; and (2) the
following documants concerning the proposad action will be maintained in files at
Village Hall that are readily acceasible te tha pubilc and will be made avallable
on request; all SEQRA documents and notices, including witheut limitaiion, the
FEAFs, the Expanded Enviranmental Asseasment, and this negative declaration.

In accordance with NYCRR §817.12(¢), concerning publication of natices, the
Board of Trustees further resolves that notica of thia Resalution's Type 1
nagative declaration shall be published in the Environmental Notice Bullatin
gﬁgﬂ"} and the Village altorneys are directed to complate sald publishing of the

Seconded by Deputy Mayar Urban and unanimously approved 3 Ayes, 0 Nays

BT T TEETERTTITY DN DS B i e e o

Adopt Map and Plan and Eatablish Boundaries of Sewer Syatem

Meotion made by Deputy Mayor Urban:
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WHEREAS, Tha Village of Weathampton Beach |s consldering the astablishment of a
sewarnge syatem {o ba known as the Ingorporated Village of Westhamptan Beaach
Sewer Syatem, ncluding the adoption of a formal map and plan (herainafter, the "sewar
syslem projeat”); and

WHEREAS, the sawer system project is separated into four phases, Phase 1 focuses
on the area lurfﬂunﬂiﬂﬂ Main Streat and includes tha Meniebogue Bay walarshad -
which haa baen identified by the New York State Department of Environmaental
Canservation as an impaired water body. Phase 2 (north of Maln Street) and Phase 3
(oentered on Montauk Highway/County Road B0) have bean idantiliad as fulure sewesr
aarvice areas within the Village. Phass 4 comprises all tax parcels within the Village that
ara not located within the Phase 1, 2 or 3 servioe areas and would ba aarved by
nulmlnn privata on-aite wastowater disposal syatama and innovative advanced on-site
nitragen ramaval syatams. and

WHEREAS, the Village has engaged H2M Architects + Englnears as consulting
anginears fof the sewer system project; and

WHEREAS, New York State Village Law Aricla 14 ("Sewers"), Section 141400,
ampowars the Board of Trustees to "establish, extend and maintain a sewarage
system” within the Village in accordance with the provisions of Article 14, and

WHEREAS, Villags Law §14-1400 further autharizes the Board of Trusteas to cause a
map and plan to ba prapared for a complate sewaraga systam for the Village, with
plans and apacifications for sewage treatment and disposal works; and

WHEREAS, H2M Architects + Englnears has prepared a proposed map and plan for
the astablishmaent of the Villaga's complete sewerage system dated October 2017 (the
“Map and Plan"); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Village Law §14-1400, the Board of Trustees |s required 1o
submit the Map and Plan to the Commissaioner of Haalth for approval, and whils tha
Map and Plan must be comprahensive and cover all portions of the Village, the Board
af Trustees is authorized to temporarily omit and/or defer any portion of the sawer
system until such portion Is found to be necessary, subject to the approval of such
omiasion by the Commisaionar of Health: and

WHEREAS, while Phases 2, 3 and 4 have been Included in the Map and Plan to show
the ovarall plan for futuré sewar sarvice/nitrogen reduction In tha Village, thess future
phases have yet to be designed and are tharafora not appropriate for funding, and a
plan to accommaodate the sewage flow for Phases 2 and 3 of the project and the
iImplemantation of thosa phases = which |s anticipated to require the expansion of the
axialing footprint of the Gabresk| Alrport STP — hag not been determined by the Board
of Trustess as yat, and

WHEREAS, due to these outstanding questions regarding the design and funding of
Phases 2 and 3, there are no currant plans to Implemant those phases and the Board
of Truatees congidars the information on these future phases of the project to be too
spéculative; and

WHEREAS, Phase 4 of the sewar system project conalate of the installation of
Innovative advanced on-sita nitrogen remaoval systems: and

WHEREAS, as explained In the Expanded Environmaental Assessment, in the past year
certain local municipalities have adopled, or are considering adopting code changes
that would raquire the installation of such systems under certain eircumstances, and If
the Villags decides to consider similar cada changes, thoss aspects of Phase 4 would
hava na functional connaction to Phasa 1 (or future Phases 2 and 3), and would Instead
be Implamantad saparataly through regulations and grant programs adoptad by Suffolk
County, the Town of Southampton, and/or the Village of Westhampton Beach,
ragarding the installation of the type of innovative sanitary aystema contemplated by
Phase 4 of the project; and
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WHEREAZS, tha Board considars tha infarmation on Phase 4 of the project 10 ha (oo
spaculative and further notes that Phase 4 s likely to ba functionally indepandent from
the Phasa 1 Sarvice Area; and

WHEREAS, accordingly, while the Map and Plan prepared by H2M Architects +
Enginaers covars the entire Village, it focuses on the implementation of Phase 1 of the
gawar syatam,; and

WHEREAS, the Beard of Trustees inlends lo certify its infention o temporarily omit and
defer portions of the sewer system to the Commissioner of Health for approval, in
mocordanae with Village Law §14-1400; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Article 14 of the Village Law, the Board of Trusteées may

determine upon the conatruction of the whole or any part of the sewarage system at the
joint axpenaa of the village and of the proparty banafitted, and

WHEREAZS, tha Board of Truatees finds thal, as sef farth in the Map and Plan, the
implamaéntation of the Phase 1 Sarvice Area will banafil all proparty within the Village
because groundwater contamination and poor water quality within Monisbogue Bay and
surreunding surface watars are a Villaga-wide problam that all propartias are
responsible to protect, and that all propartiés will bagin to realize an improvament
following the Initial sewering of the Phase 1 Service Area; and

WHEREAS, however, bacause proparties located inside of the Phase 1 Service Area
will have the added benefit of connecting to the sanitary infrastructure, the Board of
Trusleas has decided o distribute tha capital cost differantly far proparties locatad
Inside the Phase 1 Service Area relative to properties located outside the Phase 1
Service Area; and

WHEREAS, In accordance with Village Law §14-1410, and as sat forth in the Map and
Flan: (1) tha Board of Trusteas intends to conatrugt and mainiain tha portion of tha
sawar system designated as the Phase 1 Service Area at tha joint expansa of the
property located within the Phase 1 Servioe Area which will be directly benefitted
tharaby, as a local assassmant an aaid propany, and the Village at large; (2) the
astimated maximum cost of conatruction for the Phase 1 Service Area is $16 750,000,
and (3) the Board of Trustees intends to apportion the capital cost for tha aswer ayatem
acroas all prapartias within the Villaga by raquiring proparties within the Phaga 1
Sarvioe Area to pay 70% of the annual debt service and properties located outside of
the Phasa 1 Service Araa to pay tha remaining 30% of the annual debt aarvice; and
WHEREAS, tha Board of Trustess intands o designate the Fhaas 1 Sarvice Area as a
“proposed area of local assessment,” in accordance with Village Law §14-1416; and

WHEREAS, Article 14 of the Village Law contamplates the astablishmant of a Village
"Hoard of Sewer Commissionars’ to manage the oparation of any Village sewer system,

and tha Board of Trusteas finds that the Board of Sewer Commiasionara should be
comprised of the mambers of the Board of Trustees, and

NOW, tharafora, bae it resolvad that;

1, Tha Board of Trustees finds that the establishment of a complete sewarage
wystam for the Villags, and the implamantation of Phase 1 of the sawar aystam,
will ba In the bast interests of the public, and will banefit all property ownars both

within the Phase 1 Service Area and tha Village at large.

2. Tha Board of Trusteas furthar finds that the establishmant of a complete

sowarage aystem for the Village 1a in the interest of public health and wil
improva the environmant

4, Tha Board of Trusteas heraby establishes a complete sewarage system for the
‘é"lllh{im to b known as the Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer
yatam.

4. The Board of Trustees accepts and adopts thé Map and Plan prepared by H2M
Architacts + Engineers, dated October 2017

A-91



VILLAGE BOARD 7 November 15, 2017

EI

The Board of Trustees shall cause the Map and Flan te be submitted to the
State Commissioner of Health for approval, and to any other governmental
agancy having jurisdiction over the establishmant of the sawarags systam for the
Village, and shall certify to the State Commiaaienar of Health any portions of the
sewar system It desires to temporarily omit and/or defer,

The Board of Trustees determines that the estimated maximum cost of Phasa 1
of the sawarage systam ia $18,750,000.00,

The Board of Trusteas determines that the capital cost of Phase 1 of the
sawarage syatem shall be at the joint expense of the Village at larga (30%) and
the properties located In the Phase 1 Service Area which will be benefitted
thereby (70%),

The Board of Trustees hereby establishes a "Board of Sewar Commissionara”
for tha Incerporated Villaga of Westhampton Baach Sewaer System (o ba
composad of five members, ona of whom shall ba the Chairperson.

Tha Board of Trusteas detarminas that the Mayor and mambara of tha Board of
Trustees shall constitute the Board of Sewer Commiasionars for the Incorporated
Village of Westhampton Beach Sewaer System, and that the Mayor shall be the
Chairparaon tharaof,

10. The Mayar, in her capacity as Mayor and as Chairperson of the Board of Sawar

Commissioners for the Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer
System, Is hereby authorized to aubmit the Map and Plan and related documents
to mny and all agancies and antities that offer monatary grants to municipalities
for Eewarage systems so as to reduce the maximum astimatad cost of the Phase
1 Erwfﬁh and to exacule all documants necassary for the establishment of anid
fiyalam,

Seoonded by Trustes Rubio and unanimausly upprnvud 3 Ayes, D Nays

= essssssssayseses sEreETEES RN DENEN I DA b ‘ e

Respaciiully Submitiad,

Puler ol

Elizabath Lindtvit
Village Clerk
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 3 - Evaluation af the Magnitude and Importance of Praject Impacts
el

Determination of Significance

Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the desermination of significance, The lead agency must complete Pant 3 for every question
in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to lrge or where there is a need 1o explain why » particular
element of the proposed action will not, ar may, result in & significant adverse environmental impact.

Based on the analysis in Pan 3, the lead agency miust decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess
the proposed action or whether available information ix sufficient for the lead agency 10 conclude that the proposed action will pot
have o significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the centification on the next page, the bead agency can complete it
determination of significance.

Heasons Supporting This Determination:
To complete this section:
s [dentify the impact based on the Pan 2 responses and describe #ts magnitede. Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
aire or extent of an impast
*  Assess the importance of the impact. Imponance relates 1o the geographie scope, dunition, probability of the impact
ocourring, number of people affecied by the impact and any additional environmental comsequences if the impact were
oCur,
The assessment should take info consideration any design element or project changes.
Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impaci has been identified as posentially moderate 1o lange or where
there is a need 1o explain why a pasticular element of the proposed action will pot, o may, resilt in o significani adverse
envircnimental impact.
*  Provide the reasonds) why the impact may, or will not, result in & significant adverse environmental impact
*  For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific conditionis) imposed that will modify the proposed sction so that
e significant adverse environmemal impacts will resuly,
& Amach additienal sheets, ss needed.

Sea Atlachad

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
SEQR Status: ] Tvpe 1 [ untisted
Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: [ Pant 1 ¥l Pan2 7] Pan 3
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L-pun review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, pEus this additional rl.mpu:wl im Fosrmntion

ind considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it k the conclusion of the
Milage of Westhamglon Beach Boaed of Trusteas as bead agency that:

A.  This project will result in no significani adverse impasis on ihe envirooment, and, therefore, an environmental impaci
stalemient need not be prepared. Accordingly. this negative declaration is issued,

[C] B. Although this project could hove a sipnificant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantinlly miugated becouse of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency:

There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned. and, therefore, this conditioned negative
declaratzon is issued, A condiioned negative declarstion may be used only For UNLISTED pcticns {see & WY CRRE 617.4)

[J € This Project may result in one or mere significant adverse inipacts on the environment, and an environmental impags
statement must be prepared 1o further assess the an.p:li:}nmip-nﬁﬂt mitigation and 1o explore aliematives o svold or reduce those
impacts, Accordingly, this positive dechirstion is issued,

Mame of Action: Vikags of Westhamgion Baach Sewer Syalam

Mome of Lead Agency: Vilage of Westhampton Besch Board of Trusiees

Mime of Responsible Offcer in Lead AZSRsy? jlara ows

Tinke of Responsible Officer: ..
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: ‘W Date: fiﬂbll 1N

Signature of Preparer (il different from Responsible 'L'IIFIIJ:] ‘_ - m.-r'" Daie: a7

For Farther Information:

Contact Person; Micotas F. Boro, PE

Addresi: 538 Broad Hollow Road, dlh Floor Esst. Mokl WY 11747

Telephone MNomber: 831-755-8000 ext. 1438

E-mail: nbona@indm com

For Type | Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice ks senl fo:

Chiell Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located {e.g.. Town ! City / Village of)
Onher involved agencies (il any )

Applicand (if any)

Envirenmenial MNotice Bulletin: linggyvow e pv ey enbent il

PRINT FULL FORM Page2o0i2
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Village of Westhampion Beach Sewer Svsiem
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM PART 3

The Village of Westhampion Beach Board of Trustees (Village) is Lead Agency for this Type | Action.
The Village's consultants have prepared an Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and Expanded
Environmental Assessment supplement for the proposed action. In determining the significance of this
proposed sction, the Village hos considered the technical review of the EAF, Expanded Environmendal
Assessment and preliminary Map and Plan for the Formation of the Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer
System, as well as public feedback collected a1 meetings of the Village Board of Trustees.

BACKGROUND

The proposed project involves the establishment of the Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer
System. The proposed Map and Plan for the District is separsted imo four phases. Phase | focuses on the
ared surrounding Main Street and includes the Moniebogue Bay watershed — which has been identified by
the New York State Depantment of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) as on impaired waterbody,
Moniehogue Bay is also the only water body that is located fully within the Village's watershed. Phase 2
{north of Main Street) and Phase 3 (centered on Montauk Highway/CR 80} have been identified as future
sewer service areas within the Village. Phase 4 comprises all 1ax parcels located within the Village that are
not locaied within the Phase 1, 2 or 3 Service Areas and would be served by innovative pdvanced on-site
nitrogen removal sysiems,

The existing Gabreski Airport Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) has been identified as the preferred treatment
location for sewage flow from the proposed service area. The Gabreski Airport STP would be modified w
provide the additional capacity to support the Village's flow for its Phase 1 Service Area. It is amticipated
that existing equipment at the facility would be replaced 1o increase capacity without requiring expansion
owside of the footprint of the facility or any additional 1ankage. it is anticipated that following construsction
of the proposed Phase 1 Sewer System, the new sewer service area would become part of the existing
Sulfelk County Sewer Districk Mo, 24-- Gabreski-Municipal,

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

No potentially moderate to large adverse impacts were reported in the Environmental Assessment Form
{Part 2} and Expanded Environmental Assessment prepared for the Village by Cameron Engineering &
Associates, LLP, Overall, the project will provide a range of positive environmental benefits, most notably
the reduction of nitrogen loading to local waterbodies. The existing use of individual on-sife septic systems,
along with the area’s shallow groundwater, are key contributors to poor water quality in local waterbodies
- particularly Monbebogue Bay, which is the only local waterbody wholly located within the Village's
walershed. Given these existing conditions, the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYS DEC) classifies Monicbogue Bay as an impaired walerbody, Phase | of the proposed
project, would remove nearly 5,000 pounds of nitrogen from Monichogue Bay Watershed or approsdmately
22% of current loading.

A few potentially small impacts were identified in Part 2 of the EAF, The following section describes the
nature and extent of these potential small environmental impacts:
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1. Impact on Land
i, The proposed action may invalve construction on land where deptli ta water table (s less than 3 feet.

While the proposed Phase | Service Area includes areas where the depth to water table is less than 3 feet,
these locations are limited to the rear of residential properties located along Library Avenue. The proposed
project would involve minimal disturbances (likely only related to the abandonment of existing septic
systems) 1o these shallow groundwater locations, Additionally, the abandonment of septic systems located
within shallow groundwater areas would represent a significant environmental benefin fo an ares plagued
by local water quality issues,

¢, The proposed actlon may imvolve constroction that continues for move than ong vear or in muliple

pheases.

A 24-month construction period is anticipated Tor the Phase | sewers, pump stations, foroe mains and
ireatment  facility improvements, This schedule anticipates multiple contracts being  performed
simultaneously. It has been determined by the Village that the collection system construction activities will
be suspended during the summer season, between Memaorial Day 1o Labor Day, to avoid significant
dispuption to business and svailable parking during thizs high vailic time of vesr.

Although Phases 2. 3 and 4 of the proposed project have been included in the Map and Plan 1o show the
overall plan for future sewer service/nitrogen reduction in the Village, these future phases have vet 1p be
designed or appropriated for funding. For example, although the Gabreski Adrport STP is capable of
providing addinonal capacity 1o support the sewage flow for the Phase | Service Area, it is anticipated that
expansion of the existing footprim of the Gabreski Airport STP would be required 1o sccommodate the
Phase 2 and 3 Service Areas of the proposed sewer system. A plan to accommodate the sewage flow for
Phages 2 and 3, and the implementation of those phases has not been determined by the Board of Trustees
as yet. Due to these outstanding questions regarding their design and funding, there &re no current plans o
implement Phases 2 and 3 of the project. As such, the information on these potential future phases is oo
speculative 1o properly analyze the environmental impacts of Phoses 2 and 3 a1 this time,

2. Impact on Geological Featares
Mo small or moderate to large impacts identified.
3. Impacts on Surface Walers

k. The proposed action may reguire the construction of new, or expansion of exisfing, wastewater (reaniment
faciliries,

The proposed action would require expansion of the existing Gabreski Airport Sewage Treatment Plant
(STP). The STP would be upgraded to provide the additions] capacity 1o support the Village's Now for its
Phase | Service Area. It is anticipated that existing equipment at the facility would be replaced to incrense
capacity withoat requiring expansion outside of the footprint of the facility or any additionnl tonknge.
Expansion of the Gabreski STP (rather than constructing a new facility) greatly reduces potential
construction and operation impacts, Overall, the expansion of the Gabreski STP (to accept the Village's
flow)} would result in positive environmental benefits 1o surface witers and reduce the amount of potential
land disturbance that would be required to construct a new treatment plant.
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4. Impact on Groundwaier

o The proposed action may include or vequire wastewarer discharged 1o groundwaner.

Currently, the existing septic systems within the proposed service area are producing septic discharge thit
comains a nitrogen concentration of approximately 37 mg/L. Estimated wastewater generation under
existing conditions is approximately 60,000 gallons per day. This overall quantity of wastewater is not
expected to change after project implementation as the proposed design ow is also 60,000 gallons per day,
While the proposed action would continue 1o discharge wastewater 1o groundwaner, the proposed project
will result in a wastewater nitrogen concentration level of approximately 10 mg/L. This represents a
significant improvement in the quality of wastewater discharged 1o groundwater.

5. Impact on Flooding

. The proposed action may resilt in development within a 100 ywear floodploin.
. The propoased action may result in development within a 500 year floodplatn

Ihe proposed Phase | Service Area is located within the 100 and 300 vear Mloodplains. However, given the
planned system design capacity, the proposed Phase 1 collection system will net introduce any additional
capacily to this area. Current wastewaier flow i estimated at 60,000 gpd, which would also serve as the
design flow for this portion of the project. The main purpose of the sewer system project is not io increase
flow capacity in the Village but to re-direct sewage flow that is currently being disposed of via on-site sepric
systems 1o the proposed sewer system, thereby decreasing nitrogen loading in local walerbodies, As
minimal additional flow capacity is planned at this time, overall development potential within the service
area would remain similar to existing conditions.

6. Impacis on Air

Mo small or moderme to farge impacts identified.

T, Impact on Plants and Anfmals

Mo small or moderale (o large impacts identified.

E. Impact on Agriculivral Resonrces

Mo small or moderate (o large impacts idemti fed.

4, Impuict on Acsthefic Resources

No small or moderate to large impacts identified,

10 Impact on Historic and Archeologicnl Resources

i The proposed action may secur wholly or partially within, or subsumiatly contfguons fo, amy buildings,

avchacalogicnl site or districs which is lsted on or has been mominated b the NYS Board of Historic
Preservation for inclusion on ife State or National Regisier of Historfe Places.
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The proposed action is located adjacent to the US Post Office-Westhampton Beach {Listed on State and
Mational Registers of Historic Places) and the 51, Mark's Church {eligible for listing on State and National
Registers of Historic Places). In a letter duted October 13, 2017, the Mew York State Office of Parks,
Recreation. and Historic Preservation indicated that, “Based upon the project description and area of
pofential effect. it is OPHRP's opinion that the proposed work will have No Adverse Impact upon historic
reseurces. Il the proposed work will involve the two noted historic properties. consultation with our office
should resume.”

The proposed project will not involve any work at these historic properies,

No archeological resources were identified within or adjacent 10 the proposed project arep.,

1L Impaci on Gpen Space and Recreation

No small or moderate to large impacts identified,

12, Impact on Critical Environmental Areas

No small or moderate to kinge impacts identified.

13, Impact on Transportation

Mo small or moderate to lasge impacts identified.

14, Impact on Encrgy

No small or moderate to large impacts identified.
L5 Impact on Nodse, Ddor, and Light

Mo small or moderate to lurge impacts identified.
I, Impact on Human Health

a. The proposed action Ix located within 1300 feel of a sehool, haspital, Feensed daveare center. group
N, mursing home oF retirement comnmemily.

The propased project is located within 1,500 foet of Family Counseling Services (40 Main St Westhampton
Beach, NY). This facility s locmed outside of the proposed project area and project implementation will
not result in any disturbances to the facility or its operations.

16, Consistency with Community Plans

£ The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e, residentiol or commercial
develapment mot included in the proposed action),

Based on the planned system design capacity, the proposed Phase | collection system will not inroduce

arty additional capacity to this area. Current wistewater Mlow is estimated at 60,000 gpd, which would also
serve its the design flow for this portion of the project. The main purpose of the sewer system project is not
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lo incrense flow capacity in the Village but 1o re-direct sewage fow thit is currently being disposed of via
On-gile seplic systems to the proposed sewer svatem, therehy deécrensing nitrogen loading in local
walerbodies. As mimimal additienal flow capacity 1s planned of this time, overall development potential
within the service area would remain similar 1o existing conditions. The Village is not contemplating any
zoning changes in association with the sewer system project. either in terms of dimensional, wse. density,
or parking requirements. Any growth induced by this project is therefore consistent with the applicable
zoning and the Village's adopted comprehensive plan, and would be viewed as a positive impact that has
been planned for, and beneficial 1o the Village.

17, Consistency with Community Character

Mo small or moderate o lange impacts idenified.

CONCLUSIONS

Formation and construction of the Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer System would have no significant
adverse environmental impacts within the proposed service area or surmounding arct. The proposed
wastewater ireatment system would introduce numerous environmenial benefits, including a significant

reduction in nitrogen loading to Monichopue Bay — one of the most polluted/environmentally-degraded
witerbodies on Long Island,
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SUFFOLK COUNTY SEWER AGENCY

RESOLUTION NO. 51 - 2017
GRANTING FORMAL APPROVAL
FOR THE CONNECTION OF THE
VILLAGE OF WESTHAMPTON BEACH (SH-1687)
TO SUFFOLK COUNTY SEWER DISTRICT NO. 24 - GABRESKI MUNICIPAL

WHEREAS, the Village of Westhampton Beach is an existing business district,
located in the Town of Southampton, New York, situated on property identified on the
Suffolk County Tax Map as District 0905, Section 011.00, Block 01.00, Lots 001.000
through District 0905, Section 011.00, Block 03.00, Lot 005.000 and District 0905, Section
012.00, Block 03.00, Lots 015.000 through District 0905, Section 012.00, Block 04.00, Lot
052.000. and

WHEREAS, the parcels are nol located within the boundaries of Suffolk County
Sewer District No. 24 — Gabreski Municipal (the "District”), or within the boundaries of any
other municipal sewer district, and

WHEREAS, the Village of Westhampton Beach (the "Village”) received a Conceptual
Certification from this Agency on August 21, 2017 (Resolution 43-2017) to connect Sixty
Thousand gallons per day (60,000 GPD) to the sanitary sewerage facilities of the District,
and

WHEREAS, for the proposed flow of Sixty Thousand Gallons per day (60,000 GPD),
the District's sewage treatment plant currently has Ten Thousand gallons per day (10,000
GFPD) of available capacity and will require modifications to the treatment plant to accept
the additional Fifty Thousand Gallons per day (50,000 GPD) of sewage from the Village of
Westhampton Beach, and

WHEREAS, the connection fee for the proposed flow of 60,000 GPD will be used by
the District to offset the cost of the future modifications to the District's sewage treatment
plant required to create the additional 50,000 GPD of District's capacity, and

WHEREAS, the connection of the Village of Westhampton Beach to the District will
be financially beneficial lo the District, and environmentally beneficial to Suffolk County,
and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Title 8 NYCRR Parl 617.5(c) (11) and (20}, this project
involves the extension of ufility distribution facilities, including gas, electric, telephone,
cable, water and sewer connections to render service in approved subdivisions or in
connection with any action on this list; and routine or continuing agency administration and
management, not including new programs or major reordering of priorities thatl may affect
the environment. No further action under SEQRA should be taken by the Sewer Agency.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS

1st RESOLVED, that SEQRA requirements for this project have been met, and the
Board of Truslees of the Village of Westhamplon Beach has adopted a resolution
eslablishing the aclion as Type 1 with negative declaration under SEQRA, and requires no
further action, now, therefore, be it further

Docaember 18, 2017 Suttom County BRMEAJl Bostng Mrutes 5 of 11
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2nd RESOLVED, that the Village of Westhampton Beach be permitted to connect to the
sanitary sewerage faciliies of the District, upon such ferms and conditions as the
Administrative Head of the District may impose, subject to the terms and conditions hereof,
and it is further

3rd RESOLVED, that Sixty Thousand gallons per day (60,000 GPD) of capacity in the
District's sewage treatment plant be allocated to the Village of Westhampton Beach, and it
i5 further

4th RESOLVED, that the connection authorized herein is subject to the approval of the
Suffolk County Legislature and the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, and it is further

asth  RESOLVED, that the connection authorized herein is subject to the execulion of an
agreement (the "Conneclion Agreement”) between the Village of Westhampton Beach, the
District, the Suffolk County Department of Public Works ("DPW"), the Suffolk County
Department of Health Services, the County of Suffolk, and this Agency, which agreement
shall contain such terms and conditions as the Administrative Head of the District shall
determine, and it is further

Bth RESOLVED, that the conneclion fee to be paid by the Village of Westhampton
Beach shall be paid upon the execution of the Connection Agreement at the rate of $30.00
per galion of flow per day for a total of One Million Eight Hundred Thousand Dollars
($1,800,000.00), and it is further

7th  RESOCLVED, that if the cost of the future modifications to the District's sewage
treatment plant requirad to create the additional 50,000 GPD of District's capacity exceeds
the aforementioned amount of connection fee to be paid by the Village of Westhampton
Beach (i.e., $1,800,000.00), the Village will be required to pay the difference, and it is
further

8th RESOLVED, that the Village shall, at his sole cost, expense and efforl, construct a
sewage collection facility for the Village of Westhampion Beach and shall offer to dedicate
the said facility to this Agency, or to this Agency's nominee, at no charge, and it is further

gth RESOLVED, that the Village shall furnish a Letter of Credit, in form, wording and
amount, and on such terms and conditions, as determined by this Agency’s staff, as
secunty for the construction of the sewage collection facility for the Village of Westhampton
Beach, as well as for all of the Village's cbligations under the Connection Agreement, and it
is further

10th RESOQLVED, that this resolution shall become null and void, and of no further force
or effect, without any further action by this Agency or nolice to the Village of Westhampton
Beach if, within one (1) year from the date of the adoption hereof, an agreement in
furtherance of the authorization granted herein (the Connection Agreement), in form and
content satisfactory to the Chairman of this Agency, has not been negotiated and fully
executed by all parties therelo.

(Suffolk County Sewer Agency Meeting December 18, 2017)
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TEAM INFOEMATION

H2M architects + engineers (H2ZM) has been
providing consulting engineering services fo
municipalities across Long Island for over 80
years. Our local experience. qualifications and
professional expertise in waslewater planning
and project development are important to assist
the Village with the successful formation of the
Village of Westhampton Beach Sewer System.

HZM understands the intricacies of planning for
sanitary infrastructure in Suffolk County, and
hias the ability to carefully integrate affardability,
environmental improvement, protection of
public health and support of long-term ecanomic
stability into projects of this type - all while
complying with the requlatory requirements of:
Suffolk County Department of Health Services
(SCOHS), United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA), New York State Department
of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC), New
York State Environmental Facilities Corporation
INYSEFC), Mew York State Municipal Law, and
the New York State Health Commissioner,

H2ZM is a privately owned, multi-disciplined
professional  consulling  firm  providing
architectural and engineering services to private
industry, municipalities and governmental
agencies in the New York metropolitan area,

H2M has its headquarters located at 538 Broad
Hollow Road, 4th Floor Eastin Melville, New York,
as well as offices in New York City, White Plains,
New City, Suffern and Albany, New York and in
Parsippany and Howell, New Jersey. H2ZM is a
MYS Design Professional Corporation, licensed

by the NYS Department of Education to provide
professional engineering services in New Yark.
HIM also has a fully owned subsidiary, HZM
Associates Inc.. and H2M Architects & Engineers
Inc.. as affiliated companies thal can provide
engineering and architecture services in New
Jersey, respectively,

Founded in 1933, HZM was initially oriented
towards the planning and design of municipal
infrastructure projects. The company's
capabilities have since grown to include full
professionalservicesin architecture, engineering
and environmenial consulling.

H2M currently has staff respurces of 290
employees, including wastewater, chemical,
civil, electrical, environmental, mechanical

1T

and structural engineers, architects, planners, §

geologists, hydrogeclogists, environmeantal
scientists, surveyors, industrial hygienists,
construction managers and related technical
support personnel. All projects are carried
out under the direction of one or more of the
firm's officers and managed by senior staff
professionals. As a result of the multi-disciplined
nature of the firm, HZM is able to assign project
teams composed of staff specialists in the
appropriate disciplinels) to meet the specific
needs of our clients and their projects.

Uperating Philosophy

The operating philosophy at HZM is based on the
fallowing core values:

Respect; We respect each other's ideas and

contributions and are committed to open, honest §

commumnication.
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Team Description

Qedication: We are responsive to our clienls
needs and go above and beyand to get the job
dane.

Integrity: We are honest and ethical in our
pusiness practices and build trust with our
clignts and staff

Teamwaork: We cooperate, collaborate and waork
together as part of a team.

Community: We are committed to the health of
our lacal communities and our legacy.

Creativity: We believe in the Importance
of innovation and seek new creative and
sustainable project solutions.,

Practicality: We are dedicated to pgroviding
gffictent. cost-effective solutions to our chients
problems,

Cppoartunity: Our success begins with our
people. We value organic growth, empowering
our employees and fostering their development.

Tab 1 | Fagel
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Experience

HZM provides cost-effective and praclical solutions to public and private sector clients for wastewater
and other environmental challenges, The Clean Water Act, enacted in 1972, speciflies regulalory and
non-regulatory tools 1o sharply reduce direct pollutapt discharges into waterways, finance municipal
wastewaler treatment plant facilities, and manage polluted runoff, Some of the critical iEsues the law
addresses are the reguirement for stales to develop Total Maximum Dady Loads {TMOL] to restare
polluted waters and the need lo construct, upgrade, repair, or replace wastewater facilities and sewage
collection and conveyance systems (o meet the provissons of the law. HZM is experlenced in developing
compliance strategies that meel both existing rules and anticipated changes, Success in navigating
these regulatory issues and other wastewater challenges requires a strong team of engineers with
insight, wisdom and experience gained through exceptional completion of successful projects. Cur
waslewater division includes wastewater engineers, wastewater freatment plant operators, LEED APs
and specialists in the field of collection, conveyance, and treatment systems. Basad on client needs
and project requirements, H2M offers the following services:

Services

Wastewater Treatment
Biclogical Nutrient Remaoval
Wastewater Collection/Conveyance
Waslewater Heuse
Scavenger Waste Treatment
Sewer System Evaluations
Sewer Use Regulations
Wastewater Treatment
Wastewater Characterization
Residuals Management
Facility Planning

Cperation Consulling

Operation and Maintenance Manuals

Dizcharge Moniloring

Qdor Cantrol

Health and Safety Programs
Energy Audits and Commissioning
Emergency Planning

Security System

Emergency Power Systems
SCADA

GIS

Permitting

Grant and SRF Loan Applications

Construction Administration/Inspection

Asset Management

AdPRager -
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% Experience

At HZM we strive to fully understand the
requirements of gur clients and follow a unigue
problem solving approach that creates efficient
and cost effective solutions that resull in capital
and operating cost savings for our clients.

4

H2M has extensive experience preparing -

documents for the formation of new sewer
systems in Suffotk County. Most recently, HZM
completed sewer capacity analyses and

i reporis for Suffelk County Department

of Public Works (SCOPW] to identify sewar
systems to service unsewerad areas in Bellport.
Sayville, Ronkenkoma Hub, Mastic/Shirley and
Southamptan. In addition to prepanng these
reports for SCOPW, HZM was alsc retained by
the Incorporated Villages of Bellport, Mastic
Beach and Scuthampton to prepare Map and
Plans specifically tailored lo provide sanitary
infrastructure in unsewered areas of naed within
each Village. H2M's responsibilities during the
preparation of each report included finalizing
the service area boundaries, calculating sanitary
wastewater flow projections, planning for
preliminary wastewater collection, conveyance
and treatment infrastructure, and determining
project cost opinions. associated scheduling
components, cost escalation and financing
alternatives and public oulreach/education. In
addition to the preparatian, HZM
was alsa retained by each Village to prepars
‘an Envirgnmental Assessment Form (EAF) to
initiate the . 13
- compliance process.

HZM has also prepared numerous
reports to facilitate out-of-distrnct connections

lo existing sanitary faciliies. These reporls
include evaluations of existing infrastructure;
identify nacessary infrastructure impreavemants,
consisting of sewer improvements, pump station
upgrades and treatment [acility expansion,
to accommodate the additional sanitary flow
from the connecting areas as well as determine
cost opinions 3ssociated with the connections.
Specifically, H2M has prepared

reports to connect to existing facilities within
the Village of Patchogue Sewer District, Town of
Riverhead Sewer District, Town of Huntington
Sewer District, Calverton Sewer District, Oyster
Bay Sewer District and various connections to
existing Suffolk County sewer districts.

Suffolk County Sewer Capacity Study

H2M was one member af a multi-faceted
consultant team where the main objective was to
provide the client (SCOPW) with a comprehensive
Sanitary Wastewater Infrastructure Feasibility
Study evaluating different; sewage collection

systems, treatment technologies and possible =

|ocations for the plant, and capital costs for
‘seyen unsewered aregas under the

; . Implementation
of sanitary wastewater infrastructure to these
communities was identified as critical to bringing
numeraus economic, enviranmental and soc:al
benefits to each area. Sewering each of these
areas is anticipated to reduce mitrogen (oadings
to groundwater, volatile organic compounds
(VOC's), and pharmaceuticals and personal care
product {PPCP's} from continuing to degrade
present environmental conditions.
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« Bellport Area

The Bellport study area includes two
gecgrachically distinct areas; the downtown area
of Bellport Village and properties surrounding
the Lang Island Railroad (LIRR) Bellpart Statron
The first portion, of the study area consists of 57
individual lots covering approximately 21 acres.
The second portion of the study ares consists
of 74 individuat lots covering approximately 35
acres. Thus the total Bellport study area is 54
acres

To estimale the generation cf sanitary flow, the
analysis was divided in two. The first analysis
evaluatedthe BellportVillage where the projected
average daily flow 5 approximately 40,000
gallons per day (gpd).The second analysis, for
the Morth Bellport part, the projected generation
of sanitary flow was estimated to be 100,000
gallons per day (gpd).

For the collection and conveyance system, a
combination of gravity sewers and low-pressure
sewers is recommended for the sludy area,
The collection systems will meet 3t a proposed
pumping station which then will convey
wastewater o the Village of Patchogue Advanced
Wastewater Treatment Facility [AWTF). The
decision of pumping waslewater to the Village
of Paichogue (AWTF) was made after evaluating
different vacant publicly owned parcels and
failing o identify an appropriate location. The
additional flow to the Village of Patchogue AWTF
will require upgrades in the process, and these
required upgrades were also evaluated in the
study.

The tolal anticipated project cost was estimated

o be approwimately $38,204,000. This cost
opinion includes the Construction, Engingering
and Soft Costs. The report was finalized and
accepted by Suffolk County in the second quarter
of 2014,

» Sayville Area

The Saywille study area includes and
appraximately one-mile reach along Montauk
Highway and Rail Read Avenue, and it is bounded
by the Long Isiand Rail Road 1o the north, Hiddink
Street 1o the east, Sunset Orive to the west. It
includes 1467 individual tax lots summing up 1o
71 acres.

The area of study has no plans to redevelcp,
therefore wastewater flow projections were
based upon 2010 Suffolk County Water Authority
(SCWA) and estimaled to be 130,000 gallons
per day (gpd). In order to collect and convey this
volume of wastewaler, low-pressure system
is proposed. This system will convey to a

suggested pumping station that [ater will convey |

wastewater to the Village of Patchogue Advanced
Wastewater Treatment Facility. The treatment
facility will require to increase capacity. HZM
proposed additional infrastructure that should
be implementad at the plant.

The total anticipated project cost was estimated
to be approximately $35.301,000. This cost

-
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opinion includes the Construction, Engineering |

and Soft Costs. The report was finalized and
accepted by Suffolk County in the second quarter
of 2014,

e Ronkonkoma Hub Area:

The Renkonkema Hub study area is defined by |1
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Urion Avenue to the north, Village Plaza Drivea ta
the east, the Long island Rail Road to the south
and County Roulte 2% 1o the west |t includes
fifty four (54) individual tax lots covering
approximately 58.

were the most appropriate oplion o convey
the 500,000 gallons per day (gpd) that will be
generatedinthearea. The identified
the coliection system will dran to a submerged
purmping station and later to the wastewater
treatment facility. The wastewalter treatment
technology selected for this area was the most
cost effective option considering effluent limits
and space requirements. A Modified Ludzack-
Ettinger (MLE] process using; the STM-Aerolor
for secondary treatment., and membrane-
bioreactors to allow solids separation and
filkration to sidestep final clarifiers.

The anticipated project costs were estimataed to
be approximately $4,895,000 for the collection
and conveyance system, and $23.4640,000 for
the wastewaler treatment facility, These cosis
include Construction. Engineering and Soft
Cosls.

The draft report was finalized in
July 2012, This document was subsequently
revised during the detailed Engingering Design
phase of the project by SCOFW to replace the
treatment facility with 3 pump station and force
main connection to Suffolk County Sewer District
Mo. 3 - Southwest where all samitary wastewater
would be treated 3t the Bergen Pont Wastewater
Treatment Plant. This project is currently in the
detailed engineering design phase of work. and
15 anticipated to move into construction within
the next 12-18 months

Tah 2| Page &

s Mastic/Shirley Area

The purpose of this project was to provide Sulfolk
County with a comprehensive Feasibility Study
that identifies the environmental, econamic
and/or social factors associated with sewering
the Mashic/Shirley area and a

that could be used to move forward with the
formation of the sewer district,

The final Mastic/Shirley study area boundary
encempassed approximately 11,000 parcels
across 3,300 acres. The average daily sanitary
flow projection for this area was calculaled
to ba 3.2 million gallons per day (MGD) based
on maximum build-out of existing zoning and
current Suffolk County Department of Heaith
Services sanitary flow design criteria, The
preliminary collection and conveyance sysiem
layout included 24 pump stations, 15 miles of
force main and 111 miles of a combination of
gravity and low pressure sewers, The treatment
facility was based on using the Membrane
Biological Reactor (MBR) process. Tha location
of the treatment facility was identified to be on
vacant lands at the saoutherly end of the Tawn of
Brookhaven Calabro Airport. Provisions for odor
control and compliance with FAA regulations for
wildlife attractants and height restrictions were
identified as key components to be considered
during the detailed enginearing design phase of
the project should it move forward,

The total anticipated project cost opinion was
estimated to be approximately $700,000.000,
This cost opinien included
engineering, administration and Inspection
services. The report was finalized and accepted

by Suffolk County in the second quarter of 2014,
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This document was used by Suffolk County to
procure federal funding assistance to move
forward with this projecl. The County has
since issued a Reques! for Proposal to retain
the services of a design consultant to prepare
detailed enginéering design documents lg
canstruction sanitary collection. conveyance and
treatment facilities to service the initial phases
of the project identified in the “*=- =20 =var. The
County is expected to award the design project
by end of 2015, which will require the consultant
to complete the design services within £ years of
project start date.

» Sputhampton Area

The Sguthamplon study area s bounded by
Jaeger Lane ta the north, Main Street and North
Sea Road to the east, and Jobs Lane and Culver
Streettothe south, and Windmill Lane to the west,
The 62 acre study area includes 151 individual
lots located withun the Village's business district.

The average daily flow that was projected for the
community was estimated to be 145,052 gallons
per day {gpd). The recommended collection
system based upon topography, relative depth
to groundwater and because the study area
is currently -established, is a low-pressure
coilection system. In accordance with Suffolk
County Department of Health and Services
(SCDHS)requirements, itwas determined that the
wastewater treatment plant should be localed on
a 4.4 acre site that is owned by the Incorporated
Village of Southampton Police. -Since nitrogen
loading is 8 major concern o tha communily
because of its negative impact on water bodies.
several technologies were evaluated o address
this issue. A Membrane Biological Reactor (MBR)
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was selected to give solution to this problem not
only because it allows an efficient removal, but
dlso because il reguired less area which is an
important consideration at this site,

The total anticipated project cost was estimated
tc be approximately $28.803.000. This cost
opinion includes the Construction, Enginearing
and Sait Costs. The report was finalized and
accepted by Suffolk County in the third quarter
af 2014,

Village of Bellport

The Incorporated Village of Bellport (Village)
determined that they would need 2 sanifary
sewer systemn specifically tailored to improve
public health and envirgnmental guality n
residential areas prone to tidal flooding and
shallow groundwater, in addition to realizing
their vision for a revitalized "Main Street” along fash- |
South Country Road. The Village Board retained
the services of HZM to prepare a Map and Plan -
for a sewer system. HZM's mspnnﬁlhllthes 3
included finalizing the service area boundary,
calculating sanitary wastewater How projections,
planning for preliminary wastewaler collection,
conveyance and treatment infrastructure, and
determining project cost opinions, associated
scheduling components, cost escalation and
rinancing alternatives. In addition to the Map
e Flzn, HZM also prepared an Environmental
Asﬁessmenl Fnrrn (EAF) 1o initiate the =ialc
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cnmpl;ance process.

The service area boundary encompasses
approximately 235 parcels across 3467 acres.
The average daily sanitary flow projéction
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for this area was calculated to be 0.08 millian
gallons per day (MGO) based on maximum butld-
out of existing zoning and current Suffalk County
Department of Health Services sanitary flow
design criteria. The recommended preliminary
collection and conveyance system was based
on making an out-of-district connection to
the Village of Patchogue Sewer District which
currently has capacily available at the treatment
plant. The proposed infrastructure reguired to
cannect the two municipalities included 1 pump
ctation, 2.8 miles of force main, 3.0 miles of low
pressure sewers and the replacement of 800
linear feet of existing gravity sewer within the
Village of Patchogue. The Village must complete
negatiations with the Village of Palchogue
in parallel to mowing forward with the final
formation of the sewer system and subsequent
detailed engineering design.

The total anticipated project cost opinion
i5 approximately  $17,300.000, This cost
opinion  included construction, engineering,

administration and inspection services. The
report was finalized in the second guarter of
2014

Village of Mastic Beach

The Incorporated Village of Mastic Beach
\Villagel determined that they would need a
sanitary sewer system Lo realize their vision for
a revitalized "Main Street” along Neighborhood
Road, In order to progress this project. the
Village Beard retained the services of HZM to
pregpare a far the farmatian of a
sewer system. HiIM's responsibilities included
finalizing the service area boundary, calculating
sanitary waslewater flow projections. planning

Tah 21 Page

tar preliminary wastewater collection,
canveyance and treatment infrastructure; and
determining project cost opinions, associated
scheduling components, cost escalation and
financing alternatives, In addition fo the

, HZIM also prepared an Enviranmental
Aszsessment Form (EAF) to initiate the

compliance process. The purpose of this project
was 1o provide the Village of Mastic Beach with a
Map and Plan document and associated SEQRA
documentation that could be used to move
forward with the formation of 3 sewer district

The service darea tHJLII'IIjaF'_.' Encompasses
approximately 367 parcels across 125 acres
The average daily sanitary flow projection
for this area was calculated to be 0.15 million
gallens per day (MGD) based on maximum
build-out of existing zoning and current Suffolk
County Department of Health Services sanitary
flow design criteria. The preliminary collection
and conveyance system layout included 1 pump
station, 0.5 miles of force main, 1.4 miles of
gravity sewers and 2.4 miles of low pressure
sewers, The treatment facility was based on
using the Membrane Biological Reactor (MBR}
process, The location of the treatment facility
was identified to be on vacant lands at the
southerly end of the former Shirley Links Golf
Coursa property, which was transferred to the
Town of Brookhaven {Town). The Village must
complete negoliations with the Town ta use this
site for their treatment facility before they can
move forward with the final formation of the
sawer system.

The total anticipated project cost opinion
i5 approximately 524,600,000 This cost
A-110
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gpinign  included conslfuclion, engInEEring,
agministration and nspection services, The
report was finallzed in the second quarter of
2014,

Village of Seuthampton

The Incorporated Village of Southampton
(Villzgel determingd that they would need
a sanitary sewer system (o reduce the total
nutrient load into Lake Agawam [Lake) thereby
improving the guality of the Lake and 1o suppart
“smart” growth of the Village Business (VB)
District, which was re-zoned in 2012, The
Village Board retained the services of H2M o
prepars a for a sewer system,.
HZM's responsibilities included finzlizing the
service area boundary, calculating sanitary
wastewaler fiow projections, planning for
preliminary wastewater collection, conveyance
and treatmeant infrastructure, and determining
project cost opinions, associated scheduling
components, cost escalation and Hnancing
alternatives. In additional to the

 HZM was also retained to prepare an
Environmental Assessrnent Form (EAF) to
initraie the !

Wyandanch Rising

The iIs: commilted lo the
development of a viable déwntown and businass
districtin the hamlet of Wyandanch, A significant
obstacie to redevelopment is the lack of a
central sewer collection system for the disposal
ol wastewster, The Wyandanch Commercial

and Induystrial Corridor planning area Is located
in Groundwatar Management Zores | and VIl
Suffolk County Sanitary Code Article & limits the
distharge of wastewater through conventional
on-site  sanitary systems in these zones o
£00 gallons per day per acre. Dn-site sanitary
systems contribute 1o the degradation of
groundwater gualily of Long Island’s sole source
groundwater supply. 't is a direct benehit of the
cammunity residents, Town, and county that this
study be conducted. The goal is 1o deiermine
if a cost effective, environmentally accepied
alternztive exists o 2id 115 revitalization and to
improve environmaental conditions.

HZM conducted & study for the Town to
evaluale If a cost effective. environmenially
accepted alternalive exisis lo sewering the
Wyandanch Commercial/industrial corridor fo
aid its revitalization and improve envirenrmanial
conditians. Regulatory and permit requirements
associated with instailalion of a waslewater
collection and conveyance systems Were
identified, Potential financing sources were also
discussed. Based on SCOMS guidelines, H2M
determined that the study area has an average
daily design wastewater flow of 380,000 gpd.
Three wastewaler collgechion sngd conveyance
systems alternatives to SCSD No. 3-Southwest
were gvaluated. The construction cost opinion
including the current 5C50 connection charge
for the recommended allernative was $24,73
million. To eliminate the current practice of
transporting |eachate from the Town Solid
Waste Management Facilities, sewer cannection
was also svaluated. The average daily design
wastewaler flow based on leachate generation
dataover a 14-year pericd was determined 1o be
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34,000 gpd. The construction cost apinion for the
leachate sewer connection including the current
SCOPW connection charge was $3.48 million. Tha
cost opinion for the leachate conveyance sysiem
considers that the gravity sewer associated with
the Wyandanch corridor would be installed and
that a portion of the corridor sewer system costs
downsiream of the leachate connection would
be allocated on a design flow basis. Preparation
of the DEIS was done concurrently with the
Feasibility Study.

To assist in the evaluation, the Suffolk County
GIS base map maintained by Suffolk County
Real Property Tax Service was cbtained. From
the base map, different layers were overlaid to
present different conditions. The planning area
boundary was defined. A groundwater contour
layer was used to aid in preparing the costopinion
for the conveyance system. The groundwater
contours weare used (o identify locations whers
dewatering (5 considered to be neaded, A layer
with town, county, and state owned parcels was
used lo aid in identifying potential locations for
the wastewater purmp station. A separste layer
was created to indicate the preliminary layout of
the sewers, manholes and farce mains for eachof
the wastewater convayance system allernatives
cansidered in this report. Other layers added
to the report GIS included bus routes, bicycle
routes, Water Authority wells, county and town
parks, NYSOEC mapped wetlands, significant
bulldings and public facilities. preliminary
sewer and force main layoul, potential strategic
sites within the boundartes of the Wyandanch
Downtown Revitalization Plan.

Federal and state programs that may be available
to fund or finance a portion of the work were

Tab 7 |Fage 8

described in the report. Implementation steps
for a contract connection and those far a district
gxtension wers also presentad in the report.

Smithtown and Kings Park Business Districts

HZM was commissioned by the

(SCOPW) to prepare
an Engineering Design Report and design for
the sewerage systems of the

. A feasibility

study performed by 3 consultant to SCOPW was
used to develop existing and future flow rates
for each business district as well as guidance
for layout of the proposed sewers, farce mains
and pump stations to convey the wastewaler to
Suffolk County Sewer District Na. & (SCSD Ne.
&l. Due to the distance between the areas, HZM
has prepared wo separate reporis: one for the
smithtown Business District and one for Kings
Park Business District.

Currently, 3ll wastewater within both business
districts is treated by onsite sanitary systems
consisting of cesspoois, seplic lanks and
lzaching fields. The capacity of these cnsite
s:-an'rtary systems is limited by nitrogen loading
and parcel acreage, thereby inhibiting the
potential for future development of tha area,
Providing sewers to both Business Districts can
benefil existing businesses and make fulure
coanstruction of apartments, medical offices/
practices and restauranis possible.

The Kings Park Business District consists of
appraximately 140 business establishments
actross a 658-acre area located along New York
State Route 254 within the Town of Smithtown,
The proposed sewer systermn will be serviced by
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8.200 LF of gravity sewars and a conventional
pump station with a 1.4 mile long force main. In
grder ip service the enfire business disirict the
gravity sewer will require jacking underneath
the LIRR. The projected average daily design
wastewater llow from the Kings Park Business
District 15 approximately  329.000 gallons per
day. The proposed pump station and force main
will convey wastewater collected within the
service area 1o SCSD Mo, &

The Srmuthtown Business Listncl consisis of
approximately 350 business establishments
atross a 280-acre area located slong Mew York
State Route 25 [NYS RL 25] within the Town
of Smithtown. A partion of this service area is
within the Village of ithe Branch. Based upon
topography of the area, the proposed sewer
system will be serviced by Z2.500 LF of [ow
pressure sewer and 1,600 LF of gravity sewer,
and a conventional pump station with a 3.2 mile
long force main, The projected average daily
design wastewater flow from the Smithtown
Business District is approximately 538.000
gallons per day. The proposed pump station will
be located along the westerly boundary of the
business district to minimize the overall length
of force main reguirgd to convey waslewalar
from the service area to SCS5D Na. &

The total anticipated project cost opinions
are $24.%9 million for the town of Smithtown
$17.4 million for the town of Kings Park.
These costs include construction, engineering.
agministration and inspechion Services

Upen approval of the engineering reports, HZ2M
will proceed with the dasign phase for both

sewerage systems and begin the subsequent
planning and design for the filler and effluent
pump stalion upgrades to the SC50 No. & Sewage
Treatrment Plant as commissioned by SCOPW,

Village of Patchogue - 1998

The initiated a
project 1o extend the boundaries of the

The Village retained HZM 1o
provida engineering services associated with the
planning. design and consltruction of the sewers
to serve the area.

The extenzion included properties along both
sides of West Avenue between Division Street and
Laurel Streel. H2M prepared the planning report
that included the calculation for the average daily
design flow and a basis of design for the system.
The design flow for the extension was &2,000
gallens per day. The report and plans were
submitted o and approved by the Suffolk County
Cepartment of Health Services,

Due to the relativety shallow depth to groundwater,
a low-pressure sewer system was designed to
serve lhe area. Wastewater from the low pressure
sewer was conveyed 1o a new wasiewater pump
station and force main (o convey the flow froam
the district extensicn to the existing wastewater
coliection system. The project also included the
design of conveniional gravity sewers in Railroad
Streel to parallel the force main installation,

The project consisted of the installation of 1,500
leel of force main, 1,280 leel of gravily sewer and
2,400 feet of low-pressure sewer, To minimize
the prafile of the station, submersiblewastewater
cutter pumps were ulilized within the wel well

AYL3 1 page s |




i T

Experience

The pump station wel well was configured to
Sllow for future expansion

HEZM recelved approvals from the health
department for the installation of the backliow
prevention device at the pump station and from
the Long Island Railread for the installation of
a jacked crossing for the low pressure sewer
under the railroad tracks near the pump station,
HZM also provided construction observation
and canstruction administration services to the
Village during the construction phase,

The total anticipated project cost opinion Is
approximately $635000. This cost opinion
includes $555,000 for canstruction and 580,000
for engineering services.

Viltage of Patchogue - 2007

H2ZM prepared Map & Plan - Engineering Report
for an out-of-district sewer connection to the

callection
5y stem.

The proposed Bay Village Condominiums
development is a &3-unit condorminium project
located on South Decean Avenus approximately
100-feet north of the Great South Bay in the
Village of Patchogue. The report is based upon
a design for low-pressure Sewers, as a gravity
systerm 15 not possible and a single sandary
pump station with force main is too costly. The
design flow is 19500 gallons per day l(gpdi
from the development and HIM projectad
an additional future flow of 21.900 apd from
properties along the route of the connection
pipe; for which connection point facilities were
provided by the devetoper during construction.

Tab 2| Page 10

The low-pressure connection main is a 3-inch
diameter HDPE pipe increasing to a &-inch
diameter HOPE pipe, 3.350 feet long and at an
estimated cost of 3545,000. Total project budget
for the developer 15 $1,232.500 which includes
design and construction administration fees.

Village of Patchogue - 2009

The is an existing

marina located at the mouth of
the Patchogue River on the Great South Bay in
the Village of Palchogue, Mew York. The Town
planned to expand the ferry terminal facilities. To
provide wastewater disposal, an out-of-district
sewer connaction from the new lerminal builting
to the Village Sewer District was required. A new
duplex pump station was required to convey the
marina’s wastewater through this connection,

The report and design decuments are based
upon 3 low-pressure sewer system. A gravily
system is not feasible due to tha shallow depth
to groundwater and coastal location. A single
sanitary pump station with force main was
determined to be not cost effective. The marina
design flow is 11,000 gallons per day (gpd) with
an additional future flow of 20,000 gpd from the
properties along the route of the low-pressure
sewer. Laterals will be installed to the property
line for each property during construction. The
low-pressure main consists of 2,600 feet of
2-inch and 3-inch diameter HOPE pipe. HZM
prepared a topographic survey of the sewer
route. H2M also provided administration and
gbservation services during canstruction,

« Prapared Map and Plan - Engineering Re-
port for an gut-of-district sewer connection
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to the Village of Palchogue's Sewer District
collection system.

» Prepared Design Documents — Developen
plans and specifications for the out-of-
district sewer connection and a commercial,
duplex pump stallon.

« Construction Administralion and Observa-
tion = Coordinated bidding process and
perlarmed construction admirmsiration and
inspection services during the installation of
the sewer cannection.

Total project budget for the developer is
£1,261.000 whnich includes design  and
constructicn adminisiration fees

Village of Patchogue - 2013

H2M prepared bid documents for the
replacement of the exisling East Main Sireet
pump station in the Inc. Village of Patchogue for
the The East Main Street
samtary pump station has reached its useful
life and also needed to increase capacity due to
additions o the service area. The East Main Street
Wastewater Pump Station provides conveyance
for sanitary wastewaler collected by in-district
gravity sewers and oul-pi-district low pressure
sewers located east of South Ocean Avenug

The project inciuded the demoliticn of the existing
pump station, instaliation of @ new pump station,
gravity sewer improvements, and instaliation
of a low pressure sewer lorce main extension
(900 feet of &-inch diameter HOPE pipa, 150 feat
of 3-inch diameter HOPE pipe and 150 feet cf
2-inch diameler HOPE pipel. The average daily
design fiow (ADF) from the Village of Patchogue
is 81,853 pallons per day, and the future ADF

expected from the Town of Brookhaven Sewer
Improvement Area No. 115 179,492 gallons per
day. Therefore, the tota! ADF for the pump station
is 261,345 gallons per day

In order to relocate the pump siatien from the
shoulder of the road and o provide additional
capacity, HZM worked with the Village and the
Town to abtain a 17 oot = 20 foot area in the
nerihwest corner of the adgjacent United Stated
Post Office site. To minimize visual impacts.
g below grade precast wet well wilth two
submersible pumps was designed. The existing
handicap ramp to the Posl Office was rebullt,
The standby generatgr and electric service
were located remotely on a portion of a Village
parking lot. The bid documents included the
identification of work zone safety measures
that the contractor needed to follow to ensure
construction activities were |solated from the
public.

The pump station's control panel, motar control
center (MCC), electrical service and standby
emergency power generator are located In 3
municipal parking lot approximately 200 feet
couth of the easement area. A public walkway
provides access between the parking lot and
pump stalion easement,

Both the pumnp station and MCC glectrical service
and emergency standby power generalor areas
are enclpsed by fencing. The pump station
area is surrounded by a 4 foot tall black coated
decorative steel fence. The control panei, MCC,
electrical service and emergency standby power
generator area is surrounded by an B foot tall
green powder coated chain link fence with
malching green privacy slals. Swing gates are
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provided al both locations o facilitate access
o each area for operation and maintznance
PUrposSES.

The total anticipated project cos! opimon
= approomately  $1,235.000. This cost
apinion  Included construction, engineering.
administration and inspection services.

Village of Patchogue - 2015

H2M prepared 2 map and plan and bid docurnents
for installation of low préssure sewer main,
installation af the low pressure grinder pump
station and sewer connection and drainage
improvements on River Avenue. Sunset Lane,
Price. Street and Mapes Avenue for the

This design for the locating and connection of
the forty-six [44) Low Pressure Grinder pumps
for this project included a house (o house field
reconnaissance program that was develop with
Village personnel to be implemenied as the
template for the Coastal Resiliency Nitrogen
Mitigatton Plan for the Patchogue River that
utilized Trimble hand held GFS location device
along with Newforma Caplure App to document
as existing field conditions of each home.

The design also included the installation of 480
feet of twin 3-inch diametler pipes, 1535 feet
single 3-inch diameter pipe, 370 feet of single
Z2-inch diameter pipe and 53 connection spurs
for potential use by properties along the route of
Iris sewer

Ouring construction, HZM has been retained to
provide canstruction obsarvation, canstruction

T2 Page 12

administration, review shop drawings. and
review contractor payment requests.

Funding for the project was received through a
number of sources including twao (2) $500.000
Grants provide by the Dormitory Authority
of the State of New York, and $577.500 from
Infrastructure. Program Grant provided by
Suffelk County; $300.000 Vidage of Patchogue
sewer Fund, The remaining 37461,500 will be
beanded by the Village

Heckscher State Park Low Pressure Sewer
System Connection to SC5D No, 3

The

INYSPRHP] retained
HZM to prepare an Engineering Report to
evaluate 3 sewer connection ta Suffolk County
Sewer District (SCSO) Mo. 3 for the facilities at
Heckscher State Park,

Heckschar State Park has long served the region
as animportant recreation asset. The 1,400 acras
af tha park offer beach access as well as picnic
tables. playgrounds, and playing fields, trails for
hiking and biking, fishing, cross-country skiing,
warious recreation programs, a boat launch,
and food concessions during summer daytime
hours, The south and e2ast side of the Park front
the Great South Bay,

When preparation of the report was authorized,
NYSPRHP was in the process of renavating the
Field No. 1 comiort station, Associaled with the
renovalion was the proposed replacement of the
on-site sanitary system. The high groundwater
elevation required a large area for effluent
disposal. NYSPRHP wanted an évaluation of the
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installalion of a sewer connection for wastewater
disposal instead of consiructing a new on-site
sanitary system. |n addition to this comforl
station, NYSDPRHP wanted an avaluation of a
sewer connechion that would serve all eighteen
{18) Park facilities serviced by an individual an-
site sanitary system under the SPDES Permit.

The Park is currently within the boundaries of
SCS0 No. 3, The nearest existing sewers wherg
a cannection could be made are located outside
the northwesterly corner of the Park. Utilizing
Suffolk County Department of Health Services
standards, the design wastewater flow was
calculated to be 73.915 gailons per day.

Flat topography, shallow depth to groundwater,
and distance batween wastewaler syslems in
the Park are conditions that are not favorable
to a gravily sewer system. Consequently, a low
pressyre sewer system was recommended
for the sewer conneclion of each building to
SCSD MNo. 3. To minimize restoration, the force
main piping would be installed using directional
drilling. Excluding the Park Office, Police Station
and Park Superintendent Residence and the
other not for public use builldings, the other park
facilities are open seasonally,

Sewering the Park facilities will involve installing
approximately 22,700 linear feel of low pressure
sawer main and 4,400 lingar feet of low pressure
sewer laterals, Based on the design flow and
pipe layout, HZM prepared a preliminary plan.
The sizes of the low pressure sewer mains
range from 1.5-inch diameter ta 4-inch diameter
piping

[fems addressed in the repart included:

= An average daily design wastewater flow for
the facilities in the Fark.

« A prebminary layoul and basis for design
for the low prescyre sewer sysiem thal
would serve all exsting buildings in the
Park currenlly served by ap on-site sanitary
svslem,

» Spwer Connection applicstion regquiremeants
that NYSPRHP would need to follow in order
to make the proposed sewer connection for
the Park.

= A ronstruction cost apinion for the proposed
wastewaler canveyance syslem, and

« A costgpinion for the abandonment of
gxisling on-sitg sanitary systems.

Tewn of Huntington

Helen Keller Services 15 located on New York
State Route 110 in the Town of Huntington. They
requested to Huntington Sewer District (H50)
to abandon their on-site wastewalter digposal
systern and connect to the HSD. Four other
parcels located nearby are also in the H5D
boundaries but were nol connected. To provide
conneclion lo tho HSD system, @ new sewer
rmain was reguired.

The report and design documents are based
upon a low-pressura sewer syslem, A gravity
sysiem is nol feasible due to the distance of the
property io the existing sewer and the shallow
depth of the existing sewer. The design flow
for the five properties 15 19,000 gallons per day
[gpd). Laterals will be installed to the property
line for each property during construction, The
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low-pressure main consists of 440 feet of 2-inch
diameter HOPE pipe. which was installed by
directionat drilling. H2M prepared a lopographic
curvey of the sewer roule. H2M also provided
administration and observation services during
construction. A strict deadline for canstruction
completion was met to ensure eligibility for
grant funds.

« Prepared Design Documents - Developed
plans and specifications for the out-of-
district sewer connection and 3 commercial
duplex pump station.

= Construction Administration and Observation
-Coordinated bidding process and performed
construction administration and inspection
servicés during the installation of the sewer
connection.

The total anticipated project cost opinion
is approximately $200.000. This cost
gpinion  included construction, engineering,
administration and inspection services,

Gabreski Airport Sewer System

HZM completed the design -and conStruction
phase engineering services af a 100,000-gallon
per day (gpd) SBR plant ‘with groundwater
discharge for the Francis 5. Gabreski Airport
in Westhampton Beach. This facility serves the
redevelopment of the airport and the New York
Air National Guard base. The praject was jointly
undertaken by Suffolk County Department of
Public Works (Divisicn of Sanitation), and the
New York Air National Guasrd. HZM was the
planning, design, and construction engineering
consultant selected by Suffolk County to
implement this project and to design the new

Tab 2 ) Page 14

SBR sewage treatment plant, pump station
and NYANG / arport sewage colleclion system.
SCOPW staffed the project with county resident
engineers-that oversaw the entire construction.
This 54 million project was completed under
budget.—HIM prepared the design documenis
tor the sewage treatment plant, sanitary pump
station, 6,900 foot farce main and a 7.500 linear
fool sanitary collection system according to
a project schedule required by the federal
government to remain eligible for fiscal year
funding. The sewer design was complex due
to the extensive degree of underground utilities
that had to be avoided in order 1o service the
WYANG buildings. HZM reviewed shop drawings
attended project meelings, prepared meeting
minutes, provided a construction inspector for
the sewer system installation and prepared
an Operation and Maintenance Manual for the
treatment facility.
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July 12, 2018

Honorable. Maria Z. Moore
Village of Westhampion Beach
165 Mill Boad

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,

| am pleased to wrile in support of two proposals submitied by the Village of Westhampton Beach to the
Town of Seuthampton Community Preservation Fund {CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

*  Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
* Sewer System Phase I

It is my understanding that these projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality
Improvement Project Plan, Suffolk County Waler Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmiful
Algal Bloom Action Plan. In addition, because they will contribule 1o year round vitality and sustainability
in the Village's downtown commercial district, they arc also aligned with the New York State Downtown
Revitalization Initistive and Long Island Reglonal Economic Development Council priorities.

The proposed projects will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the flow of
contaminated stormwaler runoff into Monicbogue Bay watershed, The sewer system will allow for
substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a
conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily
commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan
that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage trestment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. These important projects will
contribute 1o a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable downtown business district
that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. Thank you for allowing me the opportunity
to wrile in support of these projects. | am hopeful that you will give them every consideration

Sincerely yours,

Neste Pz

Kenneth P. LaValle
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Hoo. Maris Z. Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Dear Mayor Moore,

1 am writing to express my support for two proposals submitted by the Viliage of Westhampton Beach to the
Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

. !lr[ﬂuﬂhrutlm;twm:!rnjutnnrumgﬂmpnmh
= Sewer System Phase [

Hmmjm:mmmjmﬁmﬂmmmeEFWMMwmmm
mmﬂmw;wkmwmmm&mmmﬂﬂm Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustsinability in the Village's downtown

commercial district, they are also aligned with the New Yark State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and

Lnnglﬂmkmmﬂ&mnmcﬂmﬂﬂpmmﬂummmﬂ.

nemmmmmﬂmmwﬁmmmmmmm
flow of contaminated stormwazer runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributery to a NYS 303(d)
w;mbudy.ﬁnmmsymwmmnwfwwmﬁwﬁmﬂnimmlmmww
elﬁninuingmﬁmsq:ﬁunmmdinmﬂmg 2 conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a2
projected 156 mﬂwmmmm.mmmmmm&mhm
ﬁmmmmuﬁuﬁnﬁmp{mm:humnmmmﬂinﬂhhgjmﬁﬁmﬁmmﬂ

well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

MmmMﬂmanmiMmmmmm?miMhh
dﬂﬂ'ntnwnbulinuudim'iﬂtihltmpumlncﬂmdmﬁnnﬂ tourism and maritime industries. I hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.
Sincersly,
Tt
Fred W. Thiele, It.
Member of
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July 11,2018

Hon. Maria Z, Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Denr Mayor Moore,

['write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampiton Beach
to the Town of Seuthampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
*  Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project
Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmfil Algal Bloom Action
Plan. In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's
dewnlown commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization
Initiative and Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The dminage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce
the flow of contaminated stormwater nunoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) watechody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite scptic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with exiensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these izsues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as

75 Washington Streel, P.O. Box 1827, Sag Harbor, NY 11963
Phona: (831) B52-8400 Fax: (B31) B52-8404
Emall: eriggel.lleming@esuffolkcountyny.gov
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Hon. Marie 7. Moore
July 11,2018
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well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentaily
sustainable downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. T
hope they will receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,

Suffolk County Legislator
Second Legislative District

BFicar

75 Washington Street, P.O. Box 1827, Sag Harbor, NY 11683
Phone: (631) 852-8400 Fax: (531) 852-8404
Emaili: brldgu‘r.Tlul'rl-lﬂqn-:uf!’nlh.q:ﬁunlfnr.gml
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245 East 63rd Street
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New York, NY 10065
(212) 980-1212
Fax: (212) 980-0005
BarryBlaw@gmail.com
Juby 9, 2018
Hon. Maria Z. Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampion Beach, NY 11978
Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,

I wrile to express my strong suppon for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach 1o
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

= Mlain Street Improvement Project = Drainage Improvements
#  Sewer Svatem Phase |

These projects support abjectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and SufTolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute 1o vear round vimlbity and sustainabifity in the Village's downtown
commerciel disirics, they are alzo aligned with the New York State Downtown Fevitelizstion Inftiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastrucicre and reduce the
Neow of contpminated stormwater runolf into Monicbopue Boay watershed, which is tributary to o NYS 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantinl reduetion of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic sysiems and insialling a conveyance sysiem for sewage treatment that will serve a
prajected 156 Suffalk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses waffic calming, beawtification and

pedestrian infrastructire improvements.

Sewage treatment ks critically imporant for the Village and regional economy. Cumrently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability 10
incorporale uses allowable under current zoning due 1o inadequacy of seplic capacity. I these issues dre not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impast on the Village, Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradntion continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.




These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
dowmtown business district that supponts local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding sepport.

Sincercly,

Barry M. Bemstzin
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria £ Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I wish to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach
to the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as
appropriate;

=  Main Street Improvement Project-Drainage Improvements
*  Spwer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project
Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom
Action Plan. In addition, because they will contribute to year-round witality and sustainability in the
Village's downtown commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown
Revitalization Initiative and Long Istand Regional Development Council priorities,

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce
the flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a
Y5 303[d) waterbody. The seswer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the
watershed by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage
treatment that will service a project 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects
are being undertaken in concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses
traffic calming, beautification and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and mability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues
are not addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village., Tourism will likeky
suffer as well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises
will erade the tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village,

120 MILL ROAD « WESTHABMPTON BEACH, NEW YORK 11978 « £31-288-1404 FAY 431-288.0549
FreaancIn ool oo A-125



These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally
sustainable downtown busingss district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime
industries. | hope that will receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely

NICHOLAS A. VERD, ARCHTIECT

Micholas &, Vero
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July %, 2018

Hon, Maria Z. Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampion Beach, NY 11978

Re: Villuge of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

| write 1o express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton
Beach to the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources
85 BPPrOpriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
«  Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project
Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmfusl Algal Bloom
Action Plan. In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the
Village"s downtown commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown
Revitalization Initistive and Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and
reduce the flow of contaminated stormwater unoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is
tributary to a NY'S 303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of
nitrogen entering the watershed by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance
system for sewage treatment that will serve a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily
commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert with extenstve downtown revitalization
plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification end pedestrian infrastructure
improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commereial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability
lo incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these
issucs are not addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism
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will ikely suffer as well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial
enterprises will erode the tax hase and negatively impact the atiractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally

sustainable downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime
industries. | hope they will receive full consideration for funding suppon.

Sincerely, h

Allen Bovee

L S—
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Tuly 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road
Westhampion Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
[hm'hh]rﬂrh'lm.

[ write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

¢ Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
= Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initistive and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
& projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification

Sewage trestment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability 1o
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated, Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Meria Z. Moare

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Read

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

I write lo express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project - Drainage Improvements
* Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,

Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.

In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown

commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and

Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities. |

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastrocture and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS 303(d)
mm@y-!ﬁamaﬁm will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating cnsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being underiaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village,

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional lourism and maritime indusiries. I hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support,

- iy
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July 9, 2018

Hon, Maria Z, Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampion Beach, NY 11978

Ke: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Pund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

# Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
¢ Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Indtiative and
Long Island Regional Econemic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
30G{d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projecis are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downlown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constan! pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unsbated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable

downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. [ hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

L. Ll

Wil 52 Hing LLC
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

[ write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

#  Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
* Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council pricrities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runofl into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projecied 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. T hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,

[ write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Seuthampton Community Preservation Pund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

&« Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
= Sewer System Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Waler Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastrocture and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303{d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
& projecied 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, mare economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. 1 hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.
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149 Main Street Holdings LL.C
DeeAngelo’s “Pleasant Avenue” Cafe
149 Main Street
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
631.288.2000

July 9, 2018

Hon Mudia 2. Moore

Yihige of Wenthampton Beach
185 Mill Foad

Wenhampion Besch, NY 115978

Re: Village of Westhampron Beach Downtown Infrestrocire Projects
Dreas Mayor Mooee,

I write to express my strong sappost foe two proposals submitted by the Village of Weithempion Beach to the Town of
Southampten Community Preserraton Fond (CPF), end odser fanding soutoes a8 appeopeiste:

Main Street Improvement Project = Drainage Improvenients
Sewer Byatem Plase [

These projects suppost objectives of the Southampton Tows CPF Water Cruality Improvement Project Flan, Suffolk
County Watet Resources Masagement Plan, snd Suffol County Harmfol Algal Bloom Action Plan. In sddrtion, becsose
they will contribute to year-round vitabity and sustamashility in the Village's downiown comamercaad dinenct, they ane also
abigned wath the New York Stae Downtown Revitalizaton Iradatve and Long Isklasd Regional Ecosomic Development

Thee doasna ge Emprovements will improve faliag and inmfGciest ssomwates Bffswmoctine ond educe ibe Bow of
conteminated stommwater nenaff mto Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tobatary to 2 BYS 303{d) watechody. The
sewer system will allow for substantsl reduction of nitrogen entedng the watershed by eliminating onsite septic systems
anid matalling § conveysnce sypiem for sewage treasment that will serve o peojected 156 Sulfolk Counry tax lots, pamarily
encompasses traffic calming, beautification snd pedestdan infrasnscnare improvements

Sewage trestment is critically smpostant for the Village and segional economy. Curnently, commencial propenty ownets
#allies ecomomic handibip froem the constam pomping of fsiled systems and mability to ncorpente wiey lloeabls usdes
cusrent poning due io inadequacy of septic capacity, If these issoes are sot addmased, they will no doubt have en overall
negative impact oo the Villige. Toudsm ol lkely suffer as well sthould water qualsty degradition condmue unabated.
Lows of thie commerncial enterpeises will erodo the x base and negatively impact the atmctvensn of the Village.
Mmtwﬂ:mmlm moee :muﬂrnﬂmﬂfmlﬂ:m
business district that suppocts local and cegional iousiim and manitime industries. 1 hope they will recetve full

B
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July 8, 2018

Hon Muds £ Moane

Village of Weathampton Beach
165 Ml Road

Wuﬂumphn Beach, MY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Lofrastructure Projects
Deas Mayor Moore,

I write 1o express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Wesnthumptoa Besch to the
Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), snd other funding sousces &3 appropriste:

Hi.hﬁlrﬂ:tl‘mpm‘tﬂnﬂt Ftﬂful—nd.n:llr [mpumu‘h
¢  Bewers System Phase |

These projects suppon objectves of the Scuthempion Town CPF Witer Qualizy Improvement Project Plan,
Suftolk County Water Besources Mansgement Plan, and Suffolk County Harmfial Algal Bisom Acton Plan. Tn

wheliticmn, becaisse they will conteibute to peas tousid visalicy &nd sustainabilicy in the Village's dewatowsn
commescial disrict, they are sl aligned with the Mew York Siate Downbown Revitaleation Initiative and
Loog Ishnd Regions] Bconomic Development Council pronities.

The drinage improvemenis will improve fing and insufficens stormwaier mfrsirechare and reduce the: Bow
of comtemdnated stormealer runoaff inte Monidbogee Bay satershed, which is tdbutary o a Y5 3030
waterhody, The scwer system will allow for substantal reduction of nitrogen enteng the wateesbhed by

1amid anaite septic systems and inthlling 2 cooveyince system For sewape treatment that will setve 8
prapciod 156 Seffolk County tax kots, pamanly commeicial These projects ate being anidenialien i concen
with extensve downtown revitalization plen that glso encompasses traffic calméng, beaunibeation end
pedestriin infrastroctise ERprovernents.

Sewage treatment is concally important for the Village and regicnal economy. Cumrendy, commercal pioperty
owners suffer economic hardsbip from the coavtant pampeng of fiiled systerms and inability 1o incorpombe uses
dllowalile usder cuttent poning due w insdsquacy of septic capecity. [F ke Baues are Bot sddoesed, they will
mo douhi hive an ovenll pegative ampact on the Viluge. Toudum will licely suffer as well showld water qualiy
degrdason continue unshated. Losa of the enmenercial enterprises willl erode the tax base snd negatively
impact e abirsctiveness of the Village.

These imporant projects il coatmbule (o 8 mvitdzed, more cconomically and envionmentaly sastsnable

downtown business district that supports local and regionad tounsm and mansme industres. T hope they wall

%

L2k Misin §treed Wiestaamplon Beach, MY 11578 T 631 TELSH0 F 6114883111 werw, kerriganreafy com
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhamplon Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore.,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampion Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
*  Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,

Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,

In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown

commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
“Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NY'S 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
climinating onsite septic systems and installing a convevance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being underaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage trestment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will ne doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These imponant projects will contribute to a revitalized, more cconomically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely, :
an-mm@ H{uﬂﬁ; [ itmtmgf.l/

Villa i Kesident (ind Mawn Street Businiss cwney
Sile-527- 2235 -coul"oF neecec
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July 9, 2018

Hon, Maria 1. Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach

165 Mill Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

We write to express our strong support for two proposals submitted by the
Village of Westhampion Beach to the Town of Southampton Community
Preservation Fund [CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

« Main Sireet Improvement Project - Drainage Improvements
« Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality
Improvement Project Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan,
and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Acfion Plan. In addition, because they
will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also dligned with the Mew York tate Downiown
Revitalization Initiative and Long Island Regional Economic Development
Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water
infrastructure and reduce the flow of contaminated storm water runoff info
Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS 303(d) waterbody. The
sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of niirogen entering the
watershed by eliminating onsite septic systems and instaling a conveyance
system for sewage treatment that will serve a projected 156 Suffolk County tax
lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert with
extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming,
beautification and pedestrian infrastructure improvements,
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Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy.
Currently, commercial property owners suffer economic hardship from the
constant pumping of failed systems and inability to incorporate uses allowable
under current zoning due to inadequacy of seplic capacity. If these issues are
not addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the
Village. Tourism will likely suffer as well should water quality degradation
conlinue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the tax base
and negatively impact the atiractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will confribute to a revitalized, more economically and
environmentally sustainable downtown business disfrict that supports local and
regional tourism and maritime industries. We hope they will receive full
consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,

|'-'\.

()~
J’ﬂ/ 11‘;7

Stanley Zinberg . s Stinchi
Chairman of the Board Board Member
WHBPAC WHBPAC
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Vics-President
Pihililp Grossman

Troasurer
Paul Meizelman
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Board of Directors
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Phillp Grossman
Faul Helssiman
Lerrigne Girand
Lilan Schon
Barbara Shagland
Karl Mac@onald
Arl Gedddman
Simon Jama

Hon. Mana L. Moora

Villape of Westhamplon Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Boach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Desar Mayor Moore:

On behall of the Greater Westhampton Champer of Commerca | write to express my strong
suppert for bwo proposals submitted by the Village of Wisthampton Beach to the Town of
Southamptan Community Preservation Fund [CPF], and other funding sources as appropriate:

Maln Street Improvement Projoct - Drainage Improvements

Sewer Syntem Phasa |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPFF Water Quality improvement
Project Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffalk County Harmful
Algal Bloom Action Plan. In addition, because they will contribte (o year round witality and
sustaanability in the Vilage"s downtown commercial dictrict, they are abso aligned with the New
York State Downtown Revilalization Inltiatkee and Long lland Regional Ecanamic Develapment
Caunch! prearifies.

Thie drainage impravements will improve filing and insuffickent stormwater linfrastnectune and
reduce the flow of contaminated starmaater runoff into Monleboguee Bay watershed, which is
tributany fo & NYS 3023[d) waterbody, The sewer system will allow far substantial reduction of
nitrogen entering the watershed by eliminating ondite seplic syitems and Installing a conveyance
syslem lor sewape traatmant that will serve a prajected 156 Suffale Caunty tax bals, prmarily
commarcial Thse projects are befng undertaken In concert with extensive downlowsmn
revitalization plan that alse encompasses traffic calming, beautification and pedestrian
infrastructure iImprovemenis

Sevwape treptment is critically Important for the Village and regional ecanomy. Currently,
commercial property ownees sulfer econemic handship from the constant pumping of failed
systerns and inability (o incorporate uses allowable under current toning due bo inadeguacy of
SEptic capacity, If these issues are not addressed, they will no doubt have on overall negative
impact on the Vilage, Toursm will Tbely suffer 35 wiell shauld water quality degradation canlinue
unabated. Loss of the commersal gaberpoizes will erode the Tax base and negativily impact the
attractiveness of the Vitage. Thesa impartant prajects will contribute ta a revitafized, more
economically and environmentalty sustainable downtown business district that supperts lacal
and reglanal tougism and maritime industries. | hope they will recetve full consideration for

Philip Grossman
Vice President
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7 LIBRAKY AVE » WESTHAMPTON BEACH, NY 11073
PHONE: §31-109.3335 « FAX: §31-183-571E
Danlelle Waskiowice
Librory Director

July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moone

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Read

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,
| write to express my strong suppont for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Seuthampton Community Preservation Fend (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
*  Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,
In addition, because they will contribune 1o year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downiown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initistive and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

In addition, this praject is vital o our community, our patrons. The Westhampton Free Library itself will
benetit from the sewer system and it will reduce nitrogen entering the wastershed from its visitors each day.
Recently, the Library had to obtain Pine Barren Credits, by resolution, for our current renovation project.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contominated stormwater runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to s NYS 303(d}
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing & conveyance system for sewage treatment. These projects
are being underiaken in concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic
calming, beautification and pedestrian infrastruciure improvements. These improvements allow the Libery
to see more patrons and more vigitors and allow s to serve the community where and when needed.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and the Library. Our tourism relies an clean water,
which directly relates 1o the health of the Library during the tourist season. The Library does receive
donations from tourists and our summer residents that help support our commitment to the community.
Without ¢lean waters, the visits will be less, the funds will be less and service will be impacted.
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T LIBFRARY AVE - WESTHAMPTON BFEACH, NY 11078
PHONE: 831-280-3308 « FAN: 831-288-6T15

Danielle Whasidewler

brary O
Thﬂ:qmmmmjjnu will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable

downtown business disirict that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.
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Hon. Maria Z. Moore July 12, 2018
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

| write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach 1o
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund {(CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

Main Street Improvement Froject — Drainage Improvements
s Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runoft into Moniebogue Bay watershed. which is tributary 1o a NYS 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lois. primarily commercial. These projecis are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. IT these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute 10 a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that suppons local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
i
President

Westhampton Beach Histonical Society A-142



5% Lilac Road
Westhampton Beach, MY 11978
July 9, 2018

Hon, Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampion Beach

165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

| write 10 express my strong support for fwo proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town af Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other fimding sources as appropriate:

#  Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvemenis
* Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffelk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are alse aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities,

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficiem stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runofT into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projecis are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Corrently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the eonstant pumping of failed systems and inability 1o
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are no
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will coniribute to a revitalized, more economically and envirenmentally sustainable
downtown business disirict that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industrics. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support,

Sincerely,

Gued MU

Diane 5. Mullen
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36 Lilac Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
July 9, 2018

Hon. Jay Schneiderman

Southampton Town Supervisor

16 Hampton Koad

Southampton, NY 11968

Re: Town Board suppon for full CPF funding of Village of Westhampton Beach WQIPP

Dear Supervisor Schnetderman:

15%
Our village has made subsiantial contributions to the Community Preservation Fund (CPF)
beginning in 1999 and continuing to date. An examination of the expenditure of CPF funds
reflects that through June 30, 2017 residents of the Village of Westhampton Beach have paid
$30,783,296.40 into the fund. Of this CPF money only 15% has been expended in the village.

143%
The Village of Sagaponack has had 143% of the revenues it has paid returned 1o it and expended
in the Village of Sagaponack for a total of $72,250,177.98. This difference has been
understandable because the original purpose of the CPF was exclusively farmland preservation.

That has changed.

In the 2016 referendum, residents supporied the amendment of the Community Preservation
Fund to provide funding for water quality improvement projects with 80% voting in favor of the
amendment. Mothing is more efficient at removing nitrogen from wastewaler than s sewer
treatment facility like the one that is svailable to our village through a cooperative agrecment
with Suffolk County, Our village desires to connect existing businesses and residences that are
in a priority zone in the Town's Water Quality Improvement Project Plan, The efficacy and
priority of this proposal is not in dispute.

100%

| urge the Board to guthorize the complere funding of the Village of Westhampton Beach
wastewater infrastructure project and so much of the drainage infrstrocture project that is

eligible for CPF water quality funds with only @ comtingeny reduction from full finding for any
amounis secured by the village from other state and federal grants.

It is the exclusive responsibility of the Town Board, our elected officials, to ensure that CPF
revenues are put fo the besi use and distributed fairly,

Thank you

Thomas F. Moore
c¢: Town Board and Village Board
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Patti Schaefer
67 Lilac Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11578

July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria 2. Moore Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Village of Westhampton Beach

165 Mill Road

Westhampton Baach, NY 11978

Dear Mayor Moore,

I am writing to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to the
Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund and other funding sources as appropriate:

= Main Street improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
= Sewer System Phase |

The drainage improvements will improve the failing storm water infrastructure identified in the engineers’ report and
mitigate the fow of contaminated runoff into Monicbogue Bay, a vital tributary to.a NYS 303(d) waterbody. The
sewer system will eliminate onsite septic systems, which we now know are responsible for up to 75% of the region's
nitrogen pollution, and serve a projected 156 primarily commercial County tax lots. These projects are being
undertaken in concert with appropriate downtown revitalization plans that also encompass traffic calming,
beautification and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Curréntly, commerckal property owners
suffer economic hardship from the constant pumiping of failed systems and inabllity to Incorporate uses allowable
under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these sues are not addressed, they will have an overall
negative impact on the Village. Tourism will suffer as water quality degradation continues unabated and the loss of
the commercial enterprises will erode the tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

As an east end resident and chair of the Village's Conservation Advisory Committee, | was proud to vote for the
extension of CPF funds that also included the 20% provision for water guality improvements. In my opinion, the
projects being undertaken by the Village fall squarely within the Town’s criteria for use of these funds, More broadly,
they also support the objectives of the County's Water Resources Management Plan and Harmful Algal Bloom Action
Flan. Because they will promote year-round vitality in the Villages downtown commercial district, they also align with
the State's Downtown Revitalization Initiative and REDC priorities.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtawn business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will receive
full consideration for funding suppart.

Sincerely,

Fl.’m Suw"-’

Pratti Schaefer
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Mana . Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

| write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project - Dralnage Improvements
¢ Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
[n additien, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long [sland Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewnage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Currently, commereial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
tncorporate uses allowable under current zoning due 0 inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. [ hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

= ¥,

gﬁm f!}c,u-l:.f‘quﬂ_
had Main sk ¥4
weskhampron Beacw WY

A-146



July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampion Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,

| write 1o express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach 1o
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

= Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
*  Sewer Svitem Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,
In addition, because they will contribute to vear round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council prioritics.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
Mow of contaminated stormwater ranofT into Moniebogue Bay watershed. which is tributary to o NY'S 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyvance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current oning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. 11 these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well shoubd water guality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness ol the Village.

These important projects will contribute 1o a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Mana 7. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, MY 11978

He: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastruciure Projects
Ihl_hh}“ Mmr

| write to express my strong suppant for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampion Beach to
ihe Town of Seuthampion Community Preservanon Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

#  Main Street Improvement Project - Drainage Improvemenis
*  Sewer System Phase [

These projects suppon objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suftolk County Water Resources Managemeni Plan, s Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
ln addition, because they will contribute 1o vear round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Hevitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The dramage improvements will impeove failing and insufficient stormwater infrastruciure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runoff mio Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary (o a NY$ 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eluminating onsite seplic systems and mstallimg a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Suffolk E‘ﬂunt_'p tux lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in concert
with extensive downtown revilalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

Sewnge meatment is eritically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners sufler economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability 1o
ncorporate uses allowable under current zoning due 1o madequscy of septic capacity, 1T these issues are nol
addressed, they will no doubt have an overnll negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradanion continue unsbated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will crode the
tax base and negatvely impact the aftractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute 1o a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustamable
dewntown business distnict that supports local and regicnal tourisn and maritime industries. [ hope they will
receive full congiderahon for funding suppon

Sinoerely,

)
1] Slmiwljcfg hiing.
WHS NV 11978
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MAUREEN L. JONES
220 MAIN STREET
WESTHAMPTON BEACH, NY 11978

July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria £, Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
163 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mavor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to the Town
of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

#  Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
¢  Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan, Suffolk
County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan. In addition,
because they will contribute to vear round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown commercial district,
they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and Long lsland Regional
Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the flow of
contaminated stormwater runoff into Monichogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS 303(d) waterbody.
The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by eliminating onsite septic
systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a projected 156 Suffolk County tax
lots, primanly commercial, These projects are being undertaken in concent with extensive downtown revitalization
plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification and pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial property
owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and tnability to incorporate uses
allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not addressed, they will no
doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as well should water quality
degradation continue unabated, Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the tax base and negatively impact the
attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute 10 a revitalized, more economically amnd environmentally sustainable
downlown business district that supporis local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will receive
full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely, A

Wogipan. &£ Ups

Maureen L. Jones
220 Main Street ./
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
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July 11, 2018

Hon, Maria Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

As a full time resident of Westhampton Beach and one who s concerned about our Village business
district, as well as our water quality, | am in total support of the two proposals submitted by the Village
of Westhampton Beach. These issues have been talked about for years, but have never been addressed
as they are now by our current Board and Mayor Moore. | refer to the two proposals submitted to the
Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF) and other funding sources as appropriate:

1} Main Street Improvement Project-Drainage Improvements
2) Sewer System Phase 1

Both of these projects support the objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality
Improvement Project Plan, Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County
Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan. In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and
sustainability in our downtown commercial district they are also aligned with the NYState Downtown
Revitalization Initiative and Long lsland Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

1 don't believe | need to extol the virtues of what drainage improvements mean or the importance of
sewage treatment. Suffice it to say, our Village is in dire need of upgrading so that we can revitalize our
downtown business district and continue to attract local and regional tourism and maritime industries.

I hope both of these initiatives will receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
p 7
Wln Kt/ er—_
Joan Levan
17 Oneck Rd.

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
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July 2, 2018

Hon. Maria 7. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampion Beach, NY 11978

He: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Drear Mayor Moore,

| write 1o express my sirong suppor for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach o
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

*  Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
s Sewer System Phase |

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient stormwater infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated stormwater runofl into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary 1o a NYS 303(d)
waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed by
eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve a
projected 156 Sulfolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being underiaken in concert
with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses trafTic calming, beautification and
pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is eritically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely sufler as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will crode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute 1o a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downiown business district that supporis local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive Tull consideration for funding support.

Hinmn:l:.rf:h‘\ M

Robert Lilley
23 church Lane
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Mania Z. Moore

Village of Westhampion Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriste:

Main Street Improvement Froject - Drainage Improvements
Sewer System Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Dowmtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduece the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen eniering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are belng undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revilalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporale uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity, If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village,

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable

downtown business district thal supports local and regional wourism and maritime industries. [ hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

o %ﬁ‘/
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastrocture Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
* Sewer System Phase I

These projects suppaort objectives of the Southumpton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Alga! Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
comumercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Monichogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lois, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification

Sewage trestment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inabiliry to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable

downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely, W‘é}
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayvor Moone,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund {CFPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

=« Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
#  Sewer System Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sastainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and redoce the
flow of contaminated storm water unoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantia] reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing & conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County Lax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of feiled systems and inability to
incorportte uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of sepltic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village, Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
{ax base and negatively impact the aitractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. 1 hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z Moore

Village of Westharnpton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
¢ Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projecied 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in '
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporste uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Viliage. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentslly sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industcies. | hope they will

receive full consideration for funding support.
T2 J—ﬁ——'@—“‘ﬁ

Sincerely,
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore
Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road

Westhampion Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects

Dear Mavor Moore,

'write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

*= Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
& Sewer System Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Flan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council pricrities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduoce the
flow of contaminated storm water ninoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed

by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being underiaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically impariant for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of feiled sysiems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries, | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Eoad
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach io
the Town of Southampion Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

* Main Street Improvement Project — Drainage Improvements
& Sewer System Phase 1

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolke County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Flan.
In addition, because they will contribute to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York Stale Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water munoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commerncial, These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy, Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability (o
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village, Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated, Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business disinict (hat supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. I hope they will
receive full consideration for funding suppaort.

el
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road
Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Prajects
Dear Mayor Moore,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach 1o
the Town of Southampton Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

*  Main Street Improvement Project - Drainage Improvements
s Sewer System Phase [

These projects support objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan.
In addition, because they will contribute (o year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also atigned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water nnoff into Moniehogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
303{d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing 2 conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projected 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses raffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements,

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to insdequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated. Loss of the commercial enterprises will crode the
tax base and negatively impact the attractiveness of the Village.

These important projects will contribute (o a revitahized, more economically and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely,
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July 9, 2018

Hon. Maria Z. Moore

Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mili Road

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978

Re: Village of Westhampton Beach Downtown Infrastructure Projects
Dear Mayor Moo,

I write to express my strong support for two proposals submitted by the Village of Westhampton Beach to
the Town of Southamplon Community Preservation Fund (CPF), and other funding sources as appropriate:

= Main Street Improvement Project - Drainage Improvements
= Sewer System Phase |

These projects suppaort objectives of the Southampton Town CPF Water Quality Improvement Project Plan,
Suffolk County Water Resources Management Plan, and Suffolk County Harmful Algal Bloom Action Plan,
In addition, because they will contribue to year round vitality and sustainability in the Village's downtown
commercial district, they are also aligned with the New York State Downtown Revitalization Initiative and
Long Island Regional Economic Development Council priorities.

The drainage improvements will improve failing and insufficient storm water infrastructure and reduce the
flow of contaminated storm water runoff into Moniebogue Bay watershed, which is tributary to a NYS
3U03(d) waterbody. The sewer system will allow for substantial reduction of nitrogen entering the watershed
by eliminating onsite septic systems and installing a conveyance system for sewage treatment that will serve
a projecied 156 Suffolk County tax lots, primarily commercial. These projects are being undertaken in
concert with extensive downtown revitalization plan that also encompasses traffic calming, beautification
and pedestrian infrastructure improvements.

Sewage treatment is critically important for the Village and regional economy. Currently, commercial
property owners suffer economic hardship from the constant pumping of failed systems and inability to
incorporate uses allowable under current zoning due to inadequacy of septic capacity. If these issues are not
addressed, they will no doubt have an overall negative impact on the Village. Tourism will likely suffer as
well should water quality degradation continue unabated, Loss of the commercial enterprises will erode the
tax base and negatively impect the atiractivensss of the Village.

These important projects will contribute to a revitalized, more economicelly and environmentally sustainable
downtown business district that supports local and regional tourism and maritime industries. | hope they will
receive full consideration for funding support.

Sincerely, f
j/tw
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Publication: The Southampton Press Mar 19, 2018 11:10 AM

Bellone Authorizes Westhampton Beach
Village To Utilize County's Sewage

OUNTRY ANTIQUES,

Treatment Plant L e
8 TR &

Mar 19, 2018 12:05 PM

By Kate Riga

Suffolk County Executive Steve Bellone joined County Legislator Bridget Fleming,
Southampton Town Supervisor Jay Schneiderman, Westhampton Beach Mayor Maria Moore
and other elected officials at Village Hall on Sunday, March 18, to sign legislation that allows
Westhampton Beach to connect its future sewer district, as well as two condominium
complexes, to the county’s wastewater treatment plant at nearby Francis S. Gabreski
Airport.

.. MORE

= UMLOCE ARTICLE
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Han. Marla Z. Masra
Mayor

Haon, Stephen &, Frano
Hon. Rab Ribla
Hon. Brian Tymann
Hon. Ralph Urban
Trustess

Ellzabath Lindtvit
Village Clark/ Treagurar

Epmaks, Hafter & Angel
Village AMornay

>

Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach
165 Mill Road, Westhampton Beach, New York 11978
Phona: (631) 288-1654 * Fax: (631) 288-4332
clark@weasthamptonbeach.org

April 30, 2019

Lisa Kombrink, Esqg,

Community Preservation Manager
Town of Southampton

24 W. Montauk Highway

Hampton Bays, New York 118481887

Via amail: [kombrink@southamptontownny.gov and |schererfisouthamptentownny goy

Ra: Ine. Village of Westhampton Beach - Sewer System Phase 1 Additional Information
for the Community Proservation Fund Water Qualily improvement Project Plan Grant

Diear Ms. Kombrink,

The Incorporated Village of Westhampton Beach (Village) has prepared this letter as follow-up
to our meeting held at Southampton Town Hall on April 23, 2018. Per our discussion, the
Village sewer system is a water quality improvement project and nol intended to stimulate
development and increased density The main objective of the Village s to promole the
protection of public health and Improve water quality by remaving onsite wastewater disposal
system point loads from continuing to enter the environment, To achieve this objective, the
Village must install sewers, pump stations and force main infrastructure to collect and convey
wastawatar to the nearby Sulfelk County (County) owned and operated sewage reatment plant
(STP) located adjacent to Gabreski arport. A formal agreement betwaen the County and
Village, issued on Decembaer 18, 2017 by Suffolk County Sewer Agency (SCSA), stipulated the
Village could connect 80,000 gallons per day (gpd) of wastewater to this STP,

To maximize the effect on water quality improvemant, tha Village dafined the boundary of thelr
sewer system service area to encompass the highest density of existing onsite wastewater point
londs equal 1o the 80,000 gpd wastewater flow. The final boundary included 158 lax lots
comprised of mixed uses, mainly consisting of commercial and high-density residential build-aut.
The existing mixed-use bulld-out s equated to 200 single-family residences based on a 300
gpd/SFE (single-family squivalent) conversion factor (e, 60,000 gpd - 300 gpd/SFE) that was
confirmed by the Town of Southamplon Assistant Town Engineer

The Village kindly requests the Community Preservation Fund (CPF) Water Quallty Advisory
Committee consider the information provided in this latter when making their final determination
on whether the construction costs assoclated with the Village sewer sysiem project are cligible
for grant subsidence. Should the Committes deam the Vilage eligible, the Village would like to
suggest tha grant amount be based on the current maximum rebate for an /A OWTS equal to
$20,000 per single family residence, which would equate {0 a total grant ameunt of 34,000,000
(le. 200 SFE x $20,000/SFE) in an efforl to maintain fair and equitable disbursament af CPF

grant funding.

Your attention to this matter is greatly appreciated and will help our effort moving forward with
thig very impartant project for the Village

Plaase do not hesitate to contact the Village and/or our consultant, H2M architects + enginears,
with any questions regarding this request. The contact at HZM ia Nicholas Bono, P.E. and can
ba reached via amail at NBonogiHaM com or phone at (§31) 756-B000 exiension 1428,

Vary il

Mari

: . Mayor
Ine. Village of We

sthampton Baach
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