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Village of Kiryas Joel 2014 Water Usage 

Monthly Total Monthly average Max Day

Jan 46,522,000 1,500,710 1,844,000

Feb 42,523,000 1,518,679 1,838,500

Mar 47,946,700 1,546,668 1,891,000

Apr 47,554,400 1,585,147 2,124,900

May 48,182,700 1,554,281 1,738,700

Jun 49,830,800 1,661,027 2,034,500

July 53,478,800 1,725,123 2,215,700

Aug 52,138,100 1,681,874 1,928,600

Sept 51,233,600 1,707,787 1,930,800

Oct 47,477,500 1,531,532 1,924,700

Nov 48,678,600 1,622,620 1,778,600

Dec 50,276,900 1,621,835 1,748,300

Yearly 2014

withdrawal 585,843,100 2,215,700

Source:  Leggette, Brashears & Graham, Inc., 2015 (2014 Water Withdrawal Reporting Form to NYSDEC).  
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Appendix G4

Negative Declaration for Mountainville
Well Site



Village of Kiryas Joel Board of Trustees 
 

State Environmental Quality Review 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Notice of Determination of Non-Significance 
 
 
Date:  December 4, 2012 
 
This notice is issued pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act, Article 8 
of the NYS Environmental Conservation Law and its implementing regulations at Part 
617 of the New York State Code of Rules and Regulations (collectively referred to as 
“SEQRA”). 
 

The Village of Kiryas Joel, as the lead agency of a coordinated review under SEQRA, 

has determined that the proposed action described below will not have a significant 

adverse environmental impact and a draft environmental impact statement will not be 

prepared. 

Name of Action:   Mountainville Well Field 
 
Applicant:  Village of Kiryas Joel 
 
SEQR Status:  Type I Coordinated Review 
 
Description of Action: 
 
The “action” triggering this SEQRA review is the development of a well field on property 
owned by the Village on NYS Route 32 to provide adequate capacity for the Village’s 
public water supply system.  
 
The project anticipates an increase in the Village’s permitted water supply to 2.54 mgd 
with the construction of new wells to accommodate the Village’s peak water supply 
demand, both current and projected, and will assure an adequate backup supply as 
required for the Village’s Catskill Aqueduct connection.  
 
The project site is also the location of a pump station being constructed as part of the 
Village’s NYC Aqueduct connection and pipeline project which was reviewed under 
SEQRA as part of an Amended FEIS accepted on or about March 3, 2009. 
 
At the request of the NYS Department of Environmental Conservation (“NYSDEC”), the 
action also involves the consolidation of the Village’s existing NYSDEC water supply 
well permits into a single permit, a ministerial Type II SEQRA action. 
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Location: 
 
The project site is located on Village-owned property (SBL 36-1-56) on NYS Route 32, 
Town of Cornwall, Orange County, New York.  
 
SEQRA Procedural Background: 
 
The Village of Kiryas Joel initially identified the action as Unlisted under SEQRA based 
on its review of the thresholds set forth in 6 NYCRR §§ 617.4 and 617.5.  Due to the 
potential for financing the project work through the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund 
program, NYS Department of Health (“NYSDOH”) requested the Village treat the project 
as a Type I action with a full Environmental Assessment Form (“EAF”) and coordinated 
review.  Besides the Village, which is serving as the SEQRA lead agency, the other 
involved agencies for the project are the NYSDEC and NYSDOH with respect to the 
approval of the water supply permits for development of the well and NYS 
Environmental Facilities Corporation (“NYSEFC”)  with respect to financing under the 
Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (“DWSRF”) program.  A SEQRA Lead Agency 
Notice was distributed to the other involved agencies with a full Environmental 
Assessment Form (“EAF”) with supplement on or about November 9, 2012.  No 
objections have been received regarding the Village serving in the lead agency role for 
this action. 
 
In making this significance determination, the Village considered the following 
supporting documentation, among other things: Full EAF (Parts 1 and 2 with 
supplement)(Nov. 8, 2012); NYSDEC Application for Public Water Supply Permit (LBG; 
Nov. 2011, updated Nov. 2012); 72-Hour Pumping Test for Well W-1 (LBG; Aug. 2011); 
Site Plan and Water Supply System Details (LBG); Habitat Suitability Assessment 
Report for Threatened and Endangered Species (Ecological Solutions, LLC; Oct. 2011); 
Phase 1A/1B Archaeological Investigation (Historical Perspectives, Inc.; Oct. 2011); 
documentation on State and federal wetlands; Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
(“SWPPP”) prepared by CDM Smith (Oct. 2012); flood plain maps; Orange County 
Amended Final Environmental Impact Statement for Harriman WWTP (Jan. 2010); 
Orange County DPW quarterly flow report for Harriman WWTP (July-Sept. 2012); 
KJWWTP monthly flow reports (July and Aug. 2012); and various comments from 
NYSDEC contained in correspondence dated June 1, 2012; October 22, 2012; and 
November 21, 2012 and discussed in meetings with the NYSDEC regarding the water 
supply permit.   
 
The Village also considered its previous Amended Final Environmental Impact 
Statement (“FEIS”) (March 3, 2009) and Amended Findings Statement (March 24, 
2009) for the Aqueduct connection and pipeline project.  The Village considered the 
need for a supplement to the Amended FEIS and determined that no significant adverse 
environmental impacts not addressed or inadequately addressed in the Amended FEIS 
have arisen from the development of the Mountainville Well Field project. 6 NYCRR 
617.9(a)(7). 
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Reasons Supporting this Determination: 
 
The SEQRA regulations provide that “[f]or all Type I and Unlisted actions the lead 
agency making a determination of significance must: (1) consider the action as defined 
[under SEQRA]; (2) review the EAF, the criteria contained in subdivision (c) of this 
section and any other supporting information to identify the relevant areas of 
environmental concern; (3) thoroughly analyze the identified relevant areas of 
environmental concern to determine if the action may have a significant adverse impact 
on the environment; and (4) set forth its determination of significance in a written form 
containing a reasoned elaboration and providing reference to any supporting 
documentation.”  6 NYCRR § 617.7(b). 
 
The SEQRA regulations further provide that “to determine whether a proposed Type I or 
Unlisted action may have a significant adverse impact on the environment, the impacts 
that may be reasonably expected to result from the proposed action must be compared 
against the criteria in this subdivision [6 NYCRR 617.7].” 6 NYCRR § 617.7(c).  Each 
criterion is discussed in more detail below. 
 
For the reasons discussed below, the Village Board concludes that the project will not 
have any significant adverse environmental impacts and the preparation of an EIS is not 
required.  Moreover, by virtue of this negative declaration, the Village has also 
determined that construction of the water supply well and its connection to the Aqueduct 
pipeline does not require a supplement to the Amended FEIS for the construction of the 
pipeline as no significant adverse environmental impacts not addressed or inadequately 
addressed in the Amended FEIS have arisen from the development of the Mountainville 
Well Field project. 
 
 
a. Agricultural Resources 
 
The project will not have a significant adverse impact on agricultural resources.  The 
project site is not currently being utilized for agricultural purposes and is not located in a 
designated agricultural district.  The project is located in a Planned Commercial 
Development zoning district and is owned and controlled by the Village for water supply 
purposes.   
 
b. Aesthetics 
 
The above-ground water supply well improvements for this project identified on the site 
plan are minor and will be screened or landscaped to remain consistent with existing 
rural character of the area. 
  
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
aesthetic resources. 
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c. Noise 
 
The project will not result in any significant adverse noise impacts.  While construction 
of the project may result in temporary noise levels exceeding ambient conditions, any 
impacts will be temporary in duration and generally limited to day-time. Once the project 
is fully constructed, noise will generally be limited to vehicles entering and exiting the 
facility. Any noise from the pump station and well will be avoided or mitigated by 
enclosures.  
 
d. Stormwater 
 
The Village has incorporated this site into the SWPPP it developed for the Aqueduct 
connection and pipeline project (phase I).  Erosion and sedimentation control measures 
will be employed during and after project construction to avoid any potentially adverse 
impacts from stormwater runoff. The measures include, among other things, use of rain 
gardens, prompt vegetative stabilization of disturbed areas, limits of clearing and 
grading, use of sedimentation fencing and protection of stockpiled materials.     
 
The NYSDEC SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction 
Activity (GP-0-10-001) will apply to the project.  A copy of the SWPPP was filed with 
NYSDEC on or about October 5, 2012.  Comments received from NYSDEC have been 
incorporated into the final SWPPP.  A copy of the SWPPP will remain on site.  A copy of 
the SWPPP was also provided to the Town of Cornwall as the local MS4 incorporating 
this site on or about November 2, 2012.  A SWPPP acceptance form from the Town is 
pending.  The Notice of Intent will be filed prior to commencement of construction.  
Compliance with the NYSDEC General Permit supports the reasonable conclusion that 
there will be no significant adverse stormwater impacts. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse 
stormwater impact. 
 
e. Wetlands, Streams and Other Water Bodies 
 
The project will not result in any significant adverse impacts to wetlands, streams or 
other water bodies. Identified streams, federal wetlands and flood plains identified on 
the site will be avoided. As noted above, stormwater management controls have been 
included in the SWPPP to further protect these resources. 
 
f. Archaeological and Historic Resources 
 
A Phase 1A/1B archaeological and historic resources investigation was completed on 
behalf of the Village by Historical Perspectives, Inc. and submitted to the State Historic 
Preservation Office (“SHPO”) of the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and 
Historic Preservation (“OPRHP”).  By letter dated December 5, 2011, SHPO responded 
by indicating that the “project will have No Impact upon cultural resources in or eligible 
for inclusion in the State and national Register of Historic Places.” 



5 

 
Comments were received from the NYSDEC (November 21, 2012) identifying a known 
cultural resource, the Seven Springs Farmstead Site (A07120.00300) as being located 
on the project site.  The Seven Springs Farmstead Site is not located on the 
Mountainville Well Field site but rather is located on County Route 44 in the Town of 
Woodbury, in the vicinity of the phase I pipeline route.  This site, along with protection 
measures therefor, was identified by Historical Perspectives, Inc. in its Phase 1A/1B 
investigation for the phase I pipeline corridor.  An August 10, 2012 OPRHP letter 
acknowledges and confirms that the phase I pipeline project will have no adverse 
impact on historical resources provided the identified avoidance and protection 
measures are implemented.  At the request of NYSDEC, these measures have been 
added to the final construction plan sheets which were filed with NYSDEC on November 
12, 2012. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have aa significant adverse impact 
on archaeological or historical resources. 
 
g. Traffic 
 
The project will not create any significant adverse traffic impacts.  The project will utilize 
an existing curb cut and gravel access road off of NYS Route 32.  Adequate site and 
stopping distances exist at the curb cut location.  NYSDOT has approved the use of the 
curb cut as part of its highway work permit for phase I of the pipeline project. Traffic 
generated by the construction of the well and pump station will involve limited 
construction vehicles and be temporary in duration.  Traffic generated from operation of 
the well and pump station will be limited to maintenance personnel and be negligible. 
 
h. Community Character 
 
The project will not have a significant adverse impact on community character.  The 
water supply well and pump station is an essential public utility operation.  Above 
ground improvements will be negligible.  The majority of the site will remain 
undeveloped open space.  
 
i. Wildlife 
 
The project will not have a significant adverse impact on wildlife.  A Habitat Suitability 
Assessment Report for Threatened and Endangered Species (Oct. 2011) was prepared 
for the project site on behalf of the Village by Ecological Solutions, LLC and submitted 
to the NYSDEC in November 2011.  The assessment indicated that there were no 
protected species or suitable habitat identified on the project site.  Specifically, with 
respect to Timber rattlesnakes, the assessment identified no snakes on the parcel and 
concluded that none are likely to travel to the parcel from the closest known den site on 
Shunnemunk Mountain because of the barrier presented by the NYS Thruway.  With 
regard to the Indiana bat, the assessment identified no hibernacula on the project site.  
Likewise, the report indicated that characteristic habitat for Indiana bat roosting, 
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foraging, or maternal colony formation was not observed on the project site and no trees 
over 5 inches diameter existed in the project area.  The assessment concluded, 
therefore, that there will be no direct impact to Timber rattlesnakes or Indiana bats from 
the project.   
 
Comments were received from NYSDEC on November 21, 2012 referencing other 
NYSDEC correspondence purporting to identify protected species (specifically the 
Timber rattlesnake and Indiana bat) proximate to the project site.  Closer scrutiny of 
these and other NYSDEC letters (including June 1 and October 22, 2012) reveals that 
the NYSDEC comments related to the Aqueduct pipeline project west of the NYS 
Thruway rather than the current project site.  Nevertheless, consistent with recent 
discussions with NYSDEC, the Village has incorporated species avoidance and 
protection measures into its project plans.  These measures include the following: 

 
i. All trees over 9 inches dbh with exfoliating bark that will be removed at the 

well site or along the pipeline route will only be cut from October 1 to 

March 31. 

 
ii. Areas of the pipeline route west of NYS Route 87, west of NYS Route 32 

and north of CR 44 will incorporate the following temporary avoidance 

measures during active construction: 

 
a. To the extent practical, necessary vegetation clearing and ground 

disturbance work will be conducted between November 1 and March 

31; 

b. Where not practical to limit ground disturbance to the time period noted 

above, a temporary barrier (1/4 in. wire mesh; 48 in. high) will be 

installed along the westerly side of NYS Route 32 and northerly side of 

CR 44 during active excavation of unimproved areas in the ROW along 

the non-roadway limits of construction.  

 
At the request of NYSDEC, these measures have been added to the final construction 
plan sheets which were filed with NYSDEC on November 12, 2012. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
wildlife. 
 
j. Public Safety 
 
Public safety concerns are not implicated by the project.  The project will not entail: (1) 
the risk of explosion or release of hazardous substances; (2) the burial of hazardous 
wastes; (3) storage of large quantities of hazardous material or flammable or explosive 
materials; or (4) excavation or disturbance near a site used for the disposal of solid or 
hazardous waste.  
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For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
public safety. 
 
k. Air Quality 
 
Potential adverse air quality impacts are not anticipated from the project.  The project 
will not generate any large quantity of traffic or associated air emissions.   It will not 
change air quality to such a degree that it will jeopardize attainment of the National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards for this region.  No other air emissions (i.e. other than 
mobile sources) will occur as a result of the project. 
 
During construction, construction vehicles will be equipped with factory installed muffler 
and emission control devices.  Dust will be suppressed as necessary.  Construction will 
be short in duration. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
air quality in the area or the region. 
 
l. Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers 
 
There are no federal or State designated wild, scenic or recreational rivers on or 
adjacent to the site.  As a result, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
these resources. 
 
m. Ground Water 
 
No significant adverse impacts to groundwater quantity or quality will occur from the 
project.  The project is not located over a USEPA designated Sole Source Aquifer, or 
within the stream flow source of a Sole Source Aquifer.  Likewise, the project is not 
located over a “Primary Water Supply Aquifer.”  “Primary Water Supply Aquifers” are 
defined by NYSDEC as “Highly productive aquifers presently being utilized as sources 
of water supply by major municipal water supply systems.”  The project is located over a 
“Principal Aquifer” (the full EAF mistakenly indicated that the site was not located over a 
Principal Aquifer).  “Principal Aquifers” are defined by NYSDEC as "Aquifers known to 
be highly productive or whose geology suggests abundant potential water supply, but 
which are not intensively used as sources of water supply by major municipal systems 
at the present time.”  NYSDEC Division of Water Technical and Operational Guidance 
Series 2.1.3.  There are no prohibitions on the use of the Principal Aquifer.   
 
There are no other public or private groundwater wells in the direct vicinity of the project 
or within the zone of influence of the proposed new wells.  Moreover, there are no septic 
systems within a minimum 200 foot radius of the proposed wells.  Well tests performed 
as part of the NYSDEC water supply permit process determined that there would be no 
adverse impact to the quality or quantity of the Principal Aquifer as a result of the 
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project. Finally, the Village has submitted a Water Conservation Plan to the NYSDEC as 
part of its water supply permit application. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
groundwater quality or quantity. 
 
n. Loss of Soil, Vegetation and Other Natural Material 
 
The project will not result in any significant adverse impacts to natural resources or 
result in any significant loss of soil, vegetation or other natural material.  No construction 
will occur on steep slopes of 15% or greater or where the general slopes exceed 10%. 
Moreover, no construction will occur where the depth to the water table is less than 3 
feet.  Construction will not occur where bedrock is exposed or generally within 3 feet of 
bedrock.  No blasting will occur and there are no unique or unusual landforms that will 
be affected by the project.  Finally, stormwater controls are designed to reduce the 
amount of runoff and related loss of soil experienced at the site. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
soil, vegetation or natural resources. 
 
o. Solid Waste Production 
 
Construction of the project may result in the production of a nominal amount of non-
hazardous solid waste which will be deposited at licensed facilities.  The project will not, 
however, result in any measurable increase in solid waste production for the region and 
therefore will not have a significant adverse impact related to solid waste production. 
 
p. Flood Plains 

 
The project will not have a significant adverse impact on flood plains.  Flood plain limits 
identified on the site plans will be avoided and as noted, stormwater control measures 
implemented.  
q. Public Health 
 
The project will not have a significant adverse impact on public health. The water supply 
well is being installed to enhance public health and to improve the Village water system. 
The water supply well will operate in accordance with NYSDEC and NYSDOH permits 
and standards. 
 
r. Induced Growth 
 
The project will not induce growth.  The proposed water supply is intended to 
accommodate peak water demands in the Village service area and to serve as a 
required backup supply once the Village connects to the NYC Aqueduct.  As analyzed 
in the Amended FEIS for the Aqueduct connection and pipeline project, the provision of 
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an adequate drinking water supply for current and projected populations has been 
demonstrated not to affect the growth patterns in the Village.   
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
growth. 
 
s. Demand on Services 
 
The project is designed to meet public needs and will not create any demand for public 
services.  Therefore, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on public 
services. 
 
t. Surface Water Quality   

 
The project will not create a significant adverse impact on surface water quality, human 
health or the aquatic environment.  The potential for water quality impacts from 
increased water usage by the Village was previously considered in the DEIS, FEIS, 
AFEIS and Amended Findings Statement for the Aqueduct connection and pipeline 
project.  The Mountainville Well Field project will not increase water usage beyond what 
was considered for the pipeline project.  The Village currently has approval from 
NYSDEC to draw approximately 1.93 mgd from its existing groundwater wells.  The 
Village’s 2012 average daily water demand was only approximately 1.56 mgd and the 
maximum peak daily water demand for 2012 was approximately 2.19 mgd. Peak 
demand is rarely observed in a given calendar year (a few occasions per year).  On 
those few occasions of peak demand, the Village was compelled to truck in water to 
serve its resident’s needs as the demand exceeded the Village’s permitted ground 
water taking.  
 
As noted, the Village currently has approval from NYSDEC to draw approximately 1.93 
mgd from its existing groundwater wells.  It was previously determined by the NYSDEC 
that this volume would not have an adverse impact on wastewater treatment capacity or 
the Ramapo River.  The project will increase the Village’s permitted groundwater taking 
to a maximum peak volume of approximately 2.54 mgd. The increase is necessary to 
meet the Village’s maximum peak demand formulated pursuant to NYSDEC and 
NYSDOH requirements and to provide required redundancy for the volume of water the 
Village is entitled to receive from the NYC Aqueduct.  The entitlement volume is 
determined by multiplying the Village population, based on the most recent census 
(2010), by the daily per capita water consumption figures for NYC. For example, based 
on the 2010 census for the Village (20,175) and the 2010 NYC per capita usage figures 
(127 gpd), the Village would be entitled to approximately 2.56 million gallons per day 
from the Aqueduct and would be required to maintain 100% backup for this volume.  
 
The increase is also necessary to accommodate anticipated peak demand needs by the 
Village until the completion of the Aqueduct connection.  As noted above, the peak 
water demand is reached on only a few occasions during the year.  Therefore, the 
permitted increase will not translate into an actual increase in daily water usage to the 
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2.54 mgd figure.  Rather, current peak demand for 2012 was 2.19 mgd and forecasts for 
the build out of proposed projects in the Village over the next several years indicate a 
potential average daily water demand increase of less than .4 mgd; increasing the 
average daily water demand to approximately 1.95 mgd over the next several years, a 
level not far above that previously determined by NYSDEC not to result in adverse 
surface water impacts. 
 
Wastewater generated in the Village is treated by Orange County Sewer District No. 1 
at either the Harriman wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) or the Village of Kiryas Joel 
WWTP.  An analysis of the adequacy of treatment capacity within the District to 
accommodate the NYC Aqueduct connection and the Village’s projected need was 
contained in the DEIS, FEIS, and Amended FEIS for the NYC Aqueduct connection and 
pipeline project.  Since the total water taking by the Village with the addition of the 
project’s wells will not exceed the noted entitlement volume, the well field project does 
not affect that original analysis.  In addition, Orange County has recently completed its 
own report of available treatment capacity for the District which is consistent with the 
Village analysis, demonstrating the adequacy of the District’s treatment capacity to 
serve the current and future needs of the District’s members, including the Village.  The 
report was prepared as an Amended FEIS to support the County’s plan to sell 1 mgd of 
treatment capacity to non-District communities as excess capacity.  In addition, the 
Amended FEIS and County Legislature’s Amended Findings Statement also expressed 
the County’s obligation to expand treatment capacity in the future when needed. The 
County has already identified technology that can be implemented at its plant to 
significantly expand its capacity. 
 
The most recent Orange County Department of Public Works monthly flow reports for 
the Harriman WWTP (Oct. 2012) indicate that, based on the current 12 month rolling 
average flow, the Harriman WWTP has available capacity of approximately 1.2 mgd. 
County DPW representatives have also recently indicated that they expect this figure to 
approach 2.0 mgd by year’s end due to additional improvements.  Likewise, the Kiryas 
Joel WWTP, pursuant to consent order with the NYSDEC, has planned and made 
significant plant improvements that have increased the effectiveness and efficiency of 
that plant’s treatment capabilities and there presently remains approximately .3 mgd 
available capacity at this plant.  Accordingly, based on available data, it is rational and 
reasonable for the Village to conclude that development of the Mountainville Well Field 
will not have an adverse impact on wastewater treatment capacity.   
 
Finally, wastewater discharges to the Harriman WWTP are controlled and regulated by 
the Orange County Department of Public Works.  Similarly, wastewater discharges from 
the plant are controlled by the plant operator and regulated by the NYSDEC under the 
SPDES permit program.  Provided the plant is operated in accordance with its permit, 
there will be no adverse impacts to surface water quality, human health or the aquatic 
environment anticipated as a result of this project. 
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u. Community Plans 
 
The project will not create a material conflict with the Village’s current plans or goals as 
officially approved or adopted. Indeed, the project is necessary to meet the Village’s 
current peak water supply demand and is intended to support the Village’s larger public 
utility project of connecting to the NYC Aqueduct.  The project is consistent with the 
Village’s authority under NY Village Law for constructing a public water supply.  
 
The project will also not create a material conflict with the Town of Cornwall’s current 
plans or goals as officially approved or adopted. The project is consistent with the 
Town’s definition of a permitted essential service.  Copies of the project plans have 
been made available to the Town and no comments or objections have been received. 
The Village Board of Trustees has performed a balancing of public interests and 
determined that the provision of a safe and adequate public water supply for Village 
residents is not inconsistent with Town plans or restrictions and on balance would 
therefore be immune from any contrary local regulation. 
 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on 
community plans. 
 
v. Cumulative Impacts  
 
No significant adverse cumulative impacts are expected from this action.  The project 
will not induce growth in the Village or Town or otherwise change the character of the 
property.   
 
As required by SEQRA, the Board considered reasonably related long-term, short-term, 
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts including other simultaneous or subsequent 
actions which are: (1) included in any long range plan of which the project is a part; (2) 
likely to be undertaken as a result of the project or (3) dependent on the project.  With 
the exception of the Aqueduct connection and pipeline project, no other actions were 
identified.  As noted, the Village, as lead agency for both this project and the Aqueduct 
connection and pipeline project, considered the effects of the project on the Aqueduct 
project and determined, based on its review, that no significant adverse environmental 
impacts not addressed or inadequately addressed in the Amended FEIS have arisen 
from the development of the Mountainville Well Field project and thus a supplemental 
EIS is not required. 

 
For the reasons set forth above, the project will not have any significant adverse 
cumulative impacts. 
 
w. Miscellaneous 
 
The project is an improvement to the existing public water supply system and enables 
the Village to have a more reliable ability to meet peak demands.  Therefore, the project 
is expected to have a net positive benefit and impact. 
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x. Conclusion 
 
For all of the reasons set forth above, the project, as described above, will not have any 
significant adverse impact on the environment and, therefore, the issuance of this 
negative declaration is warranted. 
 
For Further Information: 
 
Gedalye Szegedin, Village Clerk 
Village of Kiryas Joel (SEQRA Lead Agency) 
PO Box 556 
Monroe, New York 10949 
Fax: 845-783-8300  
 
Filing and Publication: 
 
A copy of this Determination of Non-Significance shall be filed, distributed and published 
as required by 6 NYCRR § 617.12. 
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Harriman Sewage Treatment
Plant Flows











Orange County Sewer District #1 Orange County Sewer District #1
Sewer Demand By Year - 26 Year average Sewer Demand By Year - 4 Year Average

2013 GPD 5,250,750 gpd 2013 GPD 5,250,750 gpd
1987 GPD 3,064,667 gpd 2009 GPD 5,049,000 gpd
26 years 
growth 2,186,083 gpd

4 years 
growth 201,750 gpd

% growth 
in 26 
years 71.33%

% growth 
in 4 years 4.00%

% Annual 
Growth 2.74%

% Annual 
Growth 1.00%

Growth 
Factor 1.0274

Growth 
Factor 1.0040

Year GPD Year GPD
2013 5,250,750 2013 5,250,750
2014 5,394,621 2014 5,271,753
2015 5,542,433 2015 5,292,840
2016 5,694,296 2016 5,314,011
2017 5,850,320 2017 5,335,267
2018 6,010,618 2018 5,356,608
2019 6,175,309 2019 5,378,035
2020 6,344,513 2020 5,399,547
2021 6,518,352 2021 5,421,145
2022 6,696,955 2022 5,442,830
2023 6,880,452 2023 5,464,601
2024 7,068,976 2024 5,486,460
2025 7,262,666 2025 5,508,405
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Kiryas Joel Sewage Treatment Plant
Flows
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Orange County/OCSD #1 Agreement
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Kiryas Joel Water Supply Charges
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Rockland County Legislator Letters



Exhibit 8: Le!!ers from Rockland County Legislators 

The Legislature of Rockland County 

llan S. Schoenberger 
County LegislaTOr 
Clwir- Budget and Fina11ce ~ommitlee 

March 3, 2005 

Hon. Abraham Wieder 
Mayor, Village ofKiryas Joel 
Municipal Building 
51 Forest Road 
P O.Box 566 
Monroe, NY !0950 

RE: Proposed Village of Kiryas Joel Water Supply Pipeline 

Dear Mayor Wieder: 

RA4048 

As a Legislator from Rockland County, as well as a member of the Rockland County Solid 
Waste Management AuthOiity, I welcollle the opportunity to comment upon the Village of 
Kiryas Joel's proposed aqueduct project and the beneficial affects it will have on the 
Ramapo River, the County of Rockland and tbe Town of Ramapo. 

I read the Septentber 5, 2004 edition of the Journal Ne11~ article entitled Lifeline ro 
Millions, which discussed the impact of the Ramapo River to the many communities where 
it traverses Rockland and Orange counties and Northem New Jersey. 

As you are no doubt aware, much of the potable water in Rockland County, and 
particularly in the Town of Ramapo, part of which I represent and where·! reside, is the 
Ramapo River. I am also aware ofthe need to replenish the watershed and for responsible 
watershed management. l have been advised that the proposed pipeline project by the 
Village of Kiryas Joel from the New York City Aqueduct, will result in additional water 
resources being introduced into the Ramapo River watershed. This will result in a positi,•e 
benefit to those of us who rely upon the Ramapo River as our source of water supply. 

ln addition, Rockland County has experienced periods of drought, during which water 
from Rockland County was diverted to the Stale of New Jersey by United Water. I have 
been advised, that increased flow to the Ramapo River from the Kiryas Joel water supply 

The Rockland Co1.m1y Lc:gisbture- Allison P:mis County Office Building- II New Hempstead ~oJd- New City, New York 10956-
Tel: (845) 6J8·5100 Fax: (S45) 6lS·56iS 
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pipeline project will help alleviate water shortage in Rockland County, pa11icularly during 
times of drought.· 

I look forward to working with the Village ofKiryas Joel, and you as Mayor, to ensure that 
the interests of all communities affected will be enhanced and benefited by the Village of 
Kiryas Joel's water supply pipeline project to be11efit the entire area and pr:eserve the 
natural resources that we all share. · 

Very tmly yours, 

!LAN S. SCHOENBERGER 
County Legislator 

ISS/cs 

Tht.> Rockl;md County Leg.is\ahJre- Allison Parris County Office Building- 11 New Hempstead Road- New City, New York 10956-
Tel: (845) 638-5100 F axe t845) 638-5675 
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The Legislature of Rockland County 

PHILIP SOSK.lN 
Legislotor • District 7 

Multi~Services Committee 
Government Opmtions Committee 
Vic:e..chair, Special Committee on Transportation 

March 14, 2005 

)Vlayor Abraham Wieder 
Village ofKiryas Joel 
P.O. Box 5666 
Monroe, NY 10949 

Dear Mayor Wieder. 

Tax DelinquenG}' Sllboommittee 
Rockland County Solid W aslc 

Management Authority 

I am writing in support of the Village ofKiryas Joel's proposed tap into the New York City 
Aquedllct system that is now being evalnated by the New York City DepaJtment of 
Environmental Protection (DEP). 

I understand that Kiryas Joel is applying for this tap by rigbt, onder an agreement signed in 1905, 
by New York City that allows host-counties to tap into the aqueduct. Over the past century this 
agreement provided a steady water supply for seventy-four communities along the pipeline route. 

As a Rockland County Legislator J want to lend my full-fledged support to your proposed project 
As my fellow Legislators and I see it the implementation of this project will go a long way to 
augment Rockland County's water supply. You may be aware that Rockland County's main 
water source is· the Ramapo River, which Oows from Orange to Rockland County and into the 
State ofNew Jersey. 

Communities along its banks draw theit water supply from it and return it. Your Village, 
however, is proposing an innovative step. It propose.q to bring 2 million gallons of water per day 
from the New York City Aqueduct, treat it in the Village's state-of-the-an water filtration plant 
and deposit it in the Ramapo River .. Your Village's proposed project will thus be a boon to the 
water supply ofRockland County and beyond. · 

Sincerely, 

e~£~ 
l'Bll.U' SOSKlN 
Legislator District 7 

the Rt'!~klm1d CountY Legi~latUre • All~n~ParriS-County Offitt. Building. 11 New Hemp..<:te!!cl ~01'1"6 ~New c;ty, }J~ y t)tk 109% 
Tel:<B45)638-5100- f"'IC (Sll$)6>1t--:i675~www .wd:lnndg.ov ,eon\ 



B3/15/2805 17:09 8457823341 PAGE 83 

RA4051 

The Legislature· of Rockland County 

WILLIAM L. DARDEN 
Legislator - District 8 

Majority Leader 

Vic~hair, Planning & 'Public Works Committee 
Budget & Finance CQmmittee 

March 16. 2005 

Hon. Abra}lam Wieder, Mayor 
Village ofKicyas Joel 
Municipal Building 
Sl Forest Road 
P.O. Box S66 
KJryas Joel. New Y or\:: 109$0 

Dear Mayor Wic(kr: 

Special C'.ommittcc on Rules 
Chair, Subcommittee on Naming 

County Owned 'Buildingli 

t flm writing to e>..-press my suppon of !he ViJlage of'Kiry~~,s Joel's proposed tap into the NewYodc City Aqt1cduct 
system. which is cut·r~ntly being evalunted by tbe New York City Depanment ofEnvirooment&.l Protcetion (DEP). 

lt is my understandit'lg 1hat Kicyas. Joel is.applying for this by the right, under an agreement signed in 190$ by New 
York City that -allows host counties to l~p: int-o tbc nqucdu.ct. Seventy-four eomn1uniti~ along tlJe pipellnc route 
have been p-rovided with a steady water supply over tl1e past century due to tbis agr~mcnt 

As the Majority Leader ofthe Roddand County Legislature., 1 offer my $\.lpport to the Village ofKiryas Joel in its 
endeavor to impJemei\t this project. Along with my f~1Jow LegislatorS., I vieW this prqiect to go a long way to 
supplement Rockland County's water supply. You may be: aware that Rodc}Qnd County~s: main water SOilJ'Ct is the 
Ramnpo River~ whioh flows from Orange and Rockland Coumy and inro the State QfNew Jersey. 

Conmumitics alQng its panks Ql:aw 1heU· water supply from it and return it. The innovative apProach that your 
village is propOsing,·to bring two mimon gallons of water per day from the New York CitY Aqueduct, tre3.t it in the 
village ·s state of the art wati::r filtration plant imd depo!dt it in the Ramapo River. the Village ofK irya$ loe1's 
prop()Sai projeJ;t will undoubtedly be a catalyst to tl\e water supply ofRocklartd Couoty :md sun·ounding.areas:. 

Sincerely yours, 
'J ;'I • ~ ,. ;r'' 

•.• fJ ....... ~.-:; -~-" ...... ~.·.!~ ..... 

William L. Darden 
Majority Leader 

WLD:ba 

The llot:kland: Cc.urrty l..egit>lJm~r~ • Ani~Dn·Ptmis CO"llnt)' Oflh:c l:Juildi.ng- ll New Hempstead Road-New City ;~cw Yot1: 109$6 
1'cl:(84S) 63.&-5\ 00-'F~: (B4$)63.&.S675 ~ www.roc:klandg~.rom 
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The Legislature of Rockland County 

ROBERT M. BERLINER 
Legislator · District 6 

Chair. Spccill1 Committee on Rules 
Budget &. Finance Committee 
En vlronmt>ntill Cmnmittte: 

March 15, 2005 

Hon. Abraham Wieder 
Mayor, Village ofKiryas Joel 
Municipal Building 
51 Forest Road 
P. 0. Box 556 
Kiryas Joel, New York 10950 

Dear Mayor Wieder: 

Member. Rockland Co-unty Solid Waste 
lvlana~cmcnt Auiliorfly 

Lial~n, VtliuntccrOrunsr:tlngServices 

I •m writing in support of the Village of Kiryas Joel's proposed top into the New York City Aqueduct 
sys1em that is. now ~ing eval-uated by the New York .City Department of Environmental Protection 
(DEP). 

1 understand that Kiryas Joel is applying for this by the right~ under an agreement signed in 1905·~ by New 
York City that allows host-counties to tap into the aqueduct. Ov<r the past century this agreement 
provided a steady water supply for the seventy-four communities along the pipeline: route:. 

As a Rockland County LegislatQr I want to lend my full !\Upport to your proposed project. As my fellow 
Legislat<>rs and T see it the implcmcntlltion of this project will go a long way to augment Rockland 
County's water supply. You may k aware that Rockland County's main water source is the Ramapn 
River. which flows from Orange and Rockland County and into the State of New Jersey. · 

Communities along its Panks draw their water supply from it and return it Your Village\ however. is 
proposing an innovative step. It prQpo$es to bring 2 million gallons of Water per day from the New York 
City Aqueduct, treat it in the Village's S12lc-of-the-art water filtration plant and deposit it in the Ramapo 
River. Your VHlage's propo!>td project will thus. be a boon to the water supply of Rockland County and 
beyond. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT M. BERLINER 
County Legislator 

R.MB/lm 

1M Rtu:ldond C'ounty Let.isbture ·/\llbt:m-r:~rtisC:oumyOffir:cB\ti\ding .. 11 New Hcmps.lc:~dRond. NewCily. Nt!wY ~r'k 10956 
Tel:(84S)M.$-!\.100·Fa:c(84S)G3S·S67S·www.rocik.l~nd~v.rom 



83/16/2085 17:09 

DAVlDFRlED 
Coumy l.R-gi'sla1or 

March !5, 2005 
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The Legislature of Rockland Coumy 

Hon. Abraham Wieder, Mayor 
Village ofKiryas Joel 
Municipal Building 
51 Forest Road 
P. 0. Box 566 
Kiryas Joel, New York 10950 

Dear Mayor Wieder: 

PAGE 05 

ilA41l53 

I am writing in support of the Villa~c of Kiryas Joel's proposed tap into the New York City aqueduct 
system that is now being evaluated by the Nt-w York City Department of Environmental Prote:ction 
(DEP). 

I have been informed that Kiryas Joel's application is based on a 19{)5 at,~tccmcnt with New York Clty 
that allows host .. cpunties to tap into th(! aqueduct. Over the past century. tbls agreement has provided a 
steiJdy water supply for the sevCnty~four communities along the aqueduct route. 

As you are awa,re, Rockland C'..ounty has a limited v.oatcr supply. Our only supply is the rain which falls 
on Rockland. As such. the people and fam~ics of Rockland County have been forced by County 
government to endure significant drought JXS.trictions, son'lrtimt:s for several months at a time. It is 
c)itioal that Rockland leaders support efforts which '~ill augment our residents" access to expanded water 
resources. I have b~cn advis~d that the application referenced above wi11 be an affirmative step toward 
achieving such a goal. One ofli.ockland County's main water sources is the Ramapo River, which flows 
from Orange and Rockland Counties into the State of New Jersey. 

Communities along the bMks of the Ramapo River draw signifieaTlt water from this source. 1t is my 
undcn;tanding that Kiryas Joel's proposal will bring an_ additional 2 million gallons of water per day from 
the New York City aqueduct, treat it in the Village's state-of-the-art water filtration plant, and fuen 
deposit it in the Ramapo River. Hence, the proposed project will thus expand the water supply available 
to tbe residents ofRockl<md County. Based on the information before me, 1 believe this plan to provide a 
sib'Tlificant beneiit to Rockland County. 

"ly, • ( 

u~ ~-...... ...,.,_ """"'" · . .., .. -­
a; -DAVID FRIED 

Deputy Majority Leader 

The Rnt:l!bmdCounty legitlllhli'¢·A!li!'ittfl·P:~tri$CQl.mly Orf!ce Buildinn,. 11 NcwH~ead Ron d. Nc:w Crty.Nc-w Yotf.l0956 
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