
CITY OF SYRACUSE, MAYOR BEN WALSH 
300 South State Street, Suite 700 Syracuse, NY 13202 

 Department of Neighborhood and Business Development 

 Jake Dishaw, Zoning Administrator 

 Office of Zoning Administration – P: (315)448-8640 E: Zoning@syr.gov 

Z-2870 Staff Report – September 30, 2024 

Application Type: Project Plan Review 

Project Address: 776 Ostrom Ave (Tax Map ID: to be assigned) 

Summary of  

Proposed Action: 

Syracuse University proposes to construct a 4- to 6-story dormitory on the subject property 

for Syracuse University students. The proposed dormitory will have 168 swelling units 

(570 bedrooms) and 8 on-site parking spaces (including 2 ADA parking spaces). 

Owner/Applicant 
Syracuse University (Owner) 

Jennifer C. Bybee, Assistant Director of Campus Planning (Applicant) 

Existing Zone 

District: 
Planned Institutional, PID Zone District 

Surrounding Zone  

Districts: 

The neighboring properties to the north, south, and west are within the Planned Institutional, 

PID Zone District. The neighboring properties to the east are within the Open Space, OS 

Zone District, Single Unit Residential, R1 Zone District, and Low Density Residential, R2 

Zone District. 

Companion 

Application(s) 
R-24-43M1 Resubdivision to combine 13 properties into 1 new lot. 

Summary of Changes: 

This project was previously reviewed by CPC on 8/8 meeting. No action has been taken on 

this project because it is pending on the Common Council’s decision on the designation of 

727 Comstock Ave. 

The applicant has redesigned the project to exclude the property at 727 Comstock Ave out of 

the project area. The updated plans were presented to CPC on 9/9 meeting. 

Scope of Work: 

1) Demolition of a parking lot named Ostrom lot located at the corner of University Pl. and 

Ostrom Ave.; 2) demolition of a portion of a parking lot named Shaw lot located in the 

north of Shaw Hall; 3) Site grading and foundation excavation to prepare the site for 

construction; 4) Construction of a 4- to 6-story dormitory building including 168 dwelling 

units (570 bedrooms); 5) Improvement of the site including installation of retaining wall 

along western property boundary and construction of parking lot, fire lane, a 

trash/recycling area and a loading area. 

Staff Analysis: 

Factors: 

- The proposed dormitory use is compliant with the District Plan of Syracuse 

University PID Sub-district 8. 

- The project will convert 0.86 acres of the subject property (2.55 acres in total) 

from meadows and grasslands into impervious surfaces. 

- The average depth to water table for the project site is 10 feet, while the maximum 

depth of the proposed site excavation is 25 feet. 

- The project will excavate the whole site to level the hilly topography. 

- The applicant proposes to install a subsurface stormwater pipe detention system to 

mitigate the stormwater runoff. 

- There are residential housing and residential Zone Districts located at the opposite 

side of Ostrom Avenue. 

- There will be potential noise concerns because the site is adjacent to residential 

properties, construction will last around 24 months, and heavy construction 

machinery and diesel generators will be used during construction. 

- The project will provide 8 on-site parking spaces. The ReZone Syracuse Zoning 

Ordinance requires the project to have a minimum of 70 off-street parking spaces 

(1 parking space per 10 bedrooms).  
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- The applicant will provide a comprehensive transportation system to accommodate 

the needs for commuting. 

- The applicant states that sufficient off-site parking spaces will be provided in 

nearby campus parking facilities. 

- The proposed structure will be 4- to 6- story in height while the adjacent 

residential houses are 2- to 3- stories in height. 

- The project is adjacent to E.M. Mills Rose Garden, which is a property listed on 

the National Register of Historic Places and is a local aesthetic resource. 

- The project is also substantially contiguous to 6 properties which are Eligible for 

National Register, 1 property which is National Register Listed and the 

Westcott/University Historic District which is eligible for National Register (See 

Figure 3). 

 

Recommend Conditions: 

- The applicant shall address all current concerns from city departments as shown in 

the attached IPS comments sheet and address any concerns the City departments 

may have before obtaining the building permit. 

- The applicant shall comply with the general conditions for approval on Project 

Plan Review application. (See the attached sheet “General Conditions for Project 

Plan Review Approval) 

 

Zoning Procedural 

History: 

760 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and there is no zoning history available. A 

single-story academic building was demolished in 2020. 

 

754 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and a Special Use Permit (SP-86-18) 

established educational offices at this property in 1986. The two-story building was 

demolished in 2019. 

 

750 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. There was 

a two-story building that was demolished in 2019. 

 

744 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and there was a Project Plan Review (Z-2666) 

to establish the Daily Orange. Moreover, there was a Special Use Permit (SP-86-37) 

approved in 1985 to establish educational offices. The building was demolished in 2020. 

 

740 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

dwelling unit building was demolished in 2020. 

 

736 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

dwelling unit building was demolished in 2020. 

 

732 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

story residential building was demolished in 2020. 

 

726 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

story rooming house was demolished in 2019. 

 

718 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The 6-

room apartment building was demolished in 2019. 
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712-14 Ostrom Avenue has no zoning history available and is currently an accessory 

parking lot for residents at 718 Ostrom Avenue. 

 

508 University Place & Ostrom Avenue is currently a parking lot, and no zoning history is 

available. 

 

506 University Place is currently a parking lot, and no zoning history is available.  

 

201 Euclid & Comstock Avenue is currently a dormitory. In 1987 the BZA approved an 

addition to Shaw Hall (V-87-107). In 1993, the CPC approved a Project Plan Review (Z-

2498) to approve a dining hall in Shaw Hall. In 2014, a modification to construct a two-

story vestibule was approved by the CPC (Z-2489M1) and in 2015 a subsequent 

modification (Z-2489M2) was approved to allow the installation of an on-site emergency 

generator. Lastly, in 2022 a Site Plan Review (SR-22-08) was approved to install one 

CBRS antenna on the roof of Shaw Hall. 

 

Summary of Zoning 

History: 

All involved 14 parcels is owned by the Syracuse University. Multiple buildings (760, 

754, 750, 744, 740, 736, 732, 726, 718, 712-14 Ostrom Ave.) were demolished in 2019 

and 2020, and the properties are maintained as grassland. 606 and 508 University Place is 

currently utilized as the Syracuse campus parking lot (Ostrom Ave. lot). 201 Euclid Ave. 

is an existing student dormitory (Shaw Hall).  

Code Enforcement 

History: 
Project site is consisting of vacant lands and parking lots. No significant violation found. 

Zoning Violations: 

- Per ReZone, Art. 2, Sec. 2.15B(3)b. (Table 2.15), the off-street parking 

requirement for the project is: 1 space per 10 bedrooms of any college or 

university residential use. 

Property 

Characteristics: 

Existing property characteristics: 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 44 feet of frontage on 760 Ostrom Avenue 

and a southern lot depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The north property line 

consists of three-segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet) with inward distance 

separately to 2 feet and 6 feet. 

 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 52 feet of frontage on 754 Ostrom Avenue 

and a northern lot depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The southern property 

line consists of three-segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet) with outward 

distance separately to 2 feet and 6 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 750 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 132 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 74 feet of frontage on 744 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 740 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 736 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 
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The subject property is rectangle in shape with 52 feet of frontage on 732 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 53 feet of frontage on 726 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 718 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 712-14 Ostrom 

Avenue and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is trapezoid in shape with 70 feet of frontage on 508 University Place, 

125.06 feet of frontage on Ostrom Avenue, and lot width of 69.79 feet, and a rear lot depth 

of 130.45 feet. 

 

The subject property is trapezoid in shape with 60 feet of frontage on 506 University Place, 

the longest depth of 135.07 feet, and short lot depth of 130.45 feet, and a rear lot width of 

59.82feet. 

 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 360 feet of frontage on 201 Euclid and 249 

feet of frontage on Comstock Avenue, 284.5 feet of frontage on Ostrom Avenue 328.5 lot 

depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The north property line consists of three-

segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet)  with inward distance separately to 2 

feet and 6 feet. 

 

Proposed property characteristics: 

 

Proposed Lot 5A 

The proposed lot will be known as 776 Ostrom Avenue and will be irregularly shaped and 

have a lot size of 111,034.4 SF (2.549 acres). The proposed northern most property line and 

primary street frontage along University Place will be 130 feet; the eastern property line and 

primary street frontage will be 734.56 feet along Ostrom Avenue; the southern property lines 

border Lot 5B for a cumulative total of 195.65 feet; and the western property lines border the 

Comstock Ave. properties for 684.99 feet and the University Pl. property for 165.46 feet. 

 

Proposed Lot 5B 

The proposed lot will be known as 201 Euclid Ave and will irregularly shaped and will have 

a lot size of 94,568.76 SF (2.171 acres). The proposed western property line will have 249 

feet of street frontage along Comstock Ave.; the southern property line will have 360 feet of 

street frontage along Euclid Ave.; the eastern property line will have 284.50 feet of street 

frontage along Ostrom Avenue; and the northern property line will border 751 Comstock 

Ave. for 220.96 feet and Lot 5A for a cumulative total of 195.65 feet. 

 

SEQR Determination: Pursuant to the 6 NYCRR §617.4(b)(9), the proposal is a Type I Action. 

Onondaga County 

Planning Board  

The proposal does not meet the referral criteria for Onondaga County Planning Board 

pursuant to GML §239-l, m and n. 
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Referral: 

    

Application Submittals: The application submitted the following in support of the proposed project: 

• Project Plan Review application 

• Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 

• Resubdivison Map- For Lots 2A,5,15-19,21,24-27,31-35, 38&39 and Parts of 22, 23,36, 37 &40 of City Block 552- 

University Heights. Comstock Avenue, Ostrom Avenue, University Place and Euclid Avenue INTO New Lots 5A & 5B 

For Lots 2A,5,15-19,21,24-27,31-35, 38&39 and Parts of 22, 23,36, 37 &40 of City Block 552- University Heights., City 

Of Syracuse, County Of Onondaga, New York, State Of New York; Licensed Land Surveyor: DAVID J. UHRINEC; C.T. 

MALE SSOCIATES; Scale: 1’’= 40’; Dated: 05/15/2024 

• Site Plan (Sheet Z-05). Prepared by Bohlin Cywinski Jackson; Scale: 1/32’’= 1’; Dated: 08/22/2024. 

• Elevation Plan (Sheet Z-06). Prepared by Bohlin Cywinski Jackson; Scale: 1/16’’= 1’; Dated: 08/22/2024. 

 

Attachments:    

Project Plan Review Application IPS Comments from City Departments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



CITY OF SYRACUSE, MAYOR BEN WALSH 
300 South State Street, Suite 700 Syracuse, NY 13202 

 Department of Neighborhood and Business Development 

 Jake Dishaw, Zoning Administrator 

 Office of Zoning Administration – P: (315)448-8640 E: Zoning@syr.gov 

R-24-43M1 Staff Report – September 30, 2024 

Application Type: Resubdivision 

Project Address: 
776 Ostrom Ave (Tax Map ID: to be assigned), 13 lots are involved (See attach address 

list)  

Summary of  

Proposed Action: 

The applicant (Syracuse University) intends to combine 12 lots and a portion of 201 Euclid 

and Comstock Ave. (see the attached parcel address) into a new lot. The new lot will be the 

site for the construction of a 570-bed (4-6 story) dormitory on Ostrom Avenue, to provide 

on-campus housing and amenities for Syracuse University students. 

 

2 new lots will be created by the proposed resubdivision: 

New lot 5A: 2.549 Acres/111,034.44SF 

New Lot 5B: 2.171 Acres/94,568.76SF(Shaw Hall) 

 

Owner/Applicant 
Syracuse University (Owner)  

Jennifer C. Bybee, Assistant Director for Campus Planning (Applicant) 

Existing Zone 

District: 
Planned Institutional, PID Zone District 

Surrounding Zone  

Districts: 

The neighboring properties to the north, south, and east, are PID Zone District, and to the 

west of the properties are Single Residential R1 and Open Space OS Zone District. 

Companion 

Application(s) 

Z-2870-Project Plan Review for construction of a 570 beds (4-6 story) dormitory on 700 

block Ostrom Avenue 

Scope of Work: 
 Merge 13 adjacent properties along with Ostrom Avenues including a rear portion of 201 

Euclid Avenue into one large new lot.  

Staff Analysis: 

Factors: 

- The subject properties have been vacant or are currently used as a parking lot for 

the last several years. 

- Combining the properties would allow the development to proceed forward. 

- All the subject properties are owned by Syracuse University and are within the 

PID Zone District. There are no regulations for lot width and the proposed 

resubdivided lot would be compliant to the SU subdistrict 8 PID plans. 

- Future land use would also comply with the subdistrict 8 PID plan. 

- The future land use of a high-density dormitory would alter the Ostrom Avenue 

“low-rise, low-density, single-unit structure” urban character.  

Zoning Procedural 

History: 

760 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and there is no zoning history available. A 

single-story academic building was demolished in 2020. 

 

754 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and a Special Use Permit (SP-86-18) 

established educational offices at this property in 1986. The two-story building was 

demolished in 2019. 

 

750 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. There was 

a two-story building that was demolished in 2019. 

 

744 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land and there was a Project Plan Review (Z-2666) 

to establish the Daily Orange. Moreover, there was a Special Use Permit (SP-86-37) 

approved in 1985 to establish educational offices. The building was demolished in 2020. 

 



 
 
R-24-43M1    
 
 
 

   

740 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

dwelling unit building was demolished in 2020. 

 

736 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

dwelling unit building was demolished in 2020. 

 

732 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

story residential building was demolished in 2020. 

 

726 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The two-

story rooming house was demolished in 2019. 

 

718 Ostrom Avenue is currently vacant land, and no zoning history is available. The 6-

room apartment building was demolished in 2019. 

 

712-14 Ostrom Avenue has no zoning history is available and is currently an accessory 

parking lot for residents at 718 Ostrom Avenue. 

 

508 University Place & Ostrom Avenue is currently a parking lot, and no zoning history is 

available. 

 

506 University Place is currently a parking lot, and no zoning history is available.  

 

 

201 Euclid & Comstock Avenue is currently a dormitory. In 1987 the BZA approved an 

addition to Shaw Hall (V-87-107). In 1993, the CPC approved a Project Plan Review (Z-

2498) to approve a dining hall in Shaw Hall. In 2014, a modification to construct a two-

story vestibule was approved by the CPC (Z-2489M1) and in 2015 a subsequent 

modification (Z-2489M2) was approved to allow the installation of an on-site emergency 

generator. Lastly, in 2022 a Site Plan Review (SR-22-08) was approved to install one 

CBRS antenna on the roof of Shaw Hall. 

Summary of Zoning 

History: 

All involved 13 parcels is owned by the Syracuse University. Multiple buildings (760, 

754, 750, 744, 740, 736, 732, 726, 718, 712-14 Ostrom Ave.) were demolished in 2019 

and 2020, and the properties are maintained as grassland. 506 and 508 University Place is 

currently utilized as the Syracuse campus parking lot (Ostrom Ave. lot). 201 Euclid Ave. 

is an existing student dormitory (Shaw Hall).  

Code Enforcement 

History: 
See attached code enforcement history. 

Zoning Violations: The proposed lot has no zoning violations. 

Summary of Changes: This is not a continued application. 

Property 

Characteristics: 

Existing property characteristics: 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 44 feet of frontage on 760 Ostrom Avenue 

and a southern lot depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The north property line 

consists of three-segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet) with inward distance 

separately to 2 feet and 6 feet. 

 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 52 feet of frontage on 754 Ostrom Avenue 

and a northern lot depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The southern property 
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line consists of three-segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet) with outward 

distance separately to 2 feet and 6 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 750 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 132 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 74 feet of frontage on 744 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 740 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 736 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 52 feet of frontage on 732 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 53 feet of frontage on 726 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 140 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 718 Ostrom Avenue 

and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is rectangle in shape with 50 feet of frontage on 712-14 Ostrom 

Avenue and a lot depth of 160 feet. 

 

The subject property is trapezoid in shape with 70 feet of frontage on 508 University Place, 

125.06 feet of frontage on Ostrom Avenue, and lot width of 69.79 feet, and a rear lot depth 

of 130.45 feet. 

 

The subject property is trapezoid in shape with 60 feet of frontage on 506 University Place, 

the longest depth of 135.07 feet, and short lot depth of 130.45 feet, and a rear lot width of 

59.82feet. 

 

The subject property is irregular in shape with 360 feet of frontage on 201 Euclid and 249 

feet of frontage on Comstock Avenue, 284.5 feet of frontage on Ostrom Avenue 328.5 lot 

depth of 132 feet, and rear lot width of 48 feet.  The north property line consists of three-

segment straight lines (68.7 feet, 30 feet, 33.3 feet)  with inward distance separately to 2 

feet and 6 feet. 

 

Proposed property characteristics: 

 

Proposed Lot 5A 

The proposed lot will be known as 776 Ostrom Avenue and will be irregularly shaped and 

have a lot size of 111,034.4 SF (2.549 acres). The proposed northern most property line and 

primary street frontage along University Place will be 130 feet; the eastern property line and 

primary street frontage will be 734.56 feet along Ostrom Avenue; the southern property lines 

border Lot 5B for a cumulative total of 195.65 feet; and the western property lines border the 
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Comstock Ave. properties for 684.99 feet and the University Pl. property for 165.46 feet.  

 

Proposed Lot 5B 

The proposed lot will be known as 201 Euclid Ave and will irregularly shaped and will have 

a lot size of 94,568.76 SF (2.171 acres). The proposed western property line will have 249 

feet of street frontage along Comstock Ave.; the southern property line will have 360 feet of 

street frontage along Euclid Ave.; the eastern property line will have 284.50 feet of street 

frontage along Ostrom Avenue; and the northern property line will border 751 Comstock 

Ave. for 220.96 feet and Lot 5A for a cumulative total of 195.65 feet. 

 

SEQR Determination: Pursuant the 6 NYCRR § 617.4(b)(11), this project is a Type I Action. 

Onondaga County 

Planning Board  

Referral: 

The proposal does not meet the referral criteria for Onondaga County Planning Board 

pursuant to GML §239-l, m and n  

 

Application Submittals: The application submitted the following in support of the proposed project: 

• Resubdivision Application 

• Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 

• Resubdivison Map- For Lots 2A,5,15-19,21,24-27,31-35, 38&39 and Parts of 22, 23,36, 37 &40 of City Block 552-  

University Heights. Comstock Avenue, Ostrom Avenue, University Place and Euclid Avenue INTO New Lots 5A &           

5B For Lots 2A,5,15-19,21,24-27,31-35, 38&39 and Parts of 22, 23,36, 37 &40 of City Block 552- University           

Heights., City Of Syracuse, County Of Onondaga, New York, State Of New York; Licensed Land Surveyor: DAVID J. 

UHRINEC; C.T. MALE SSOCIATES; Scale: 1’’= 40’; Dated: 05/15/2024 

• Site Plan (Sheet Z-05). Prepared by Bohlin Cywinski Jackson; Scale: 1/32’’= 1’; Dated: 08/22/2024. 

 

Attachments:    

Resubdivision Application 

Code Enforcement History 

IPS Comments from City Departments 

Address List 
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Context Maps:   
 

Figure 1: Zone District of Subject Property 

 
Description: Figure 1 shows the current Zone District of the subject parcels at Ostrom Ave & University Place 

Image Source: City of Syracuse Neighborhood and Business Development, ReZone Syracuse Zoning Map 
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Figure 2: Aerial Imagery of Subject Property 

 
Description: Figure 2 shows satellite imagery of on subject parcels at Comstock & Ostrom Ave. 

Image Source: Onondaga County GIS on the Web, https://spatial.vhb.com/onondaga/  

 

 

https://spatial.vhb.com/onondaga/
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts 

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

If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding 
with this assessment. 

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

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

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

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2d 9 9

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

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

E2a 9 9

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

D2a 9 9

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

D1e 9 9

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

D2e, D2q 9 9

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

h. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

FEAF�2019

Z-2870

9/26/2024
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2. Impact on Geological Features
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit 
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,  � NO � YES 
minerals, fossils, caves).  (See Part 1. E.2.g) 
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c.  If “No”, move on to Section 3. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2g 9 9

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

E3c 9 9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

D2b 9 9

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

D2a 9 9

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

E2h 9 9

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

D2a, D2h 9 9

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

D2c 9 9

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

D2d 9 9

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

D2e 9 9

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

E2h 9 9

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

D2q, E2h 9 9

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

 D1a, D2d 9 9
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l. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

D2c 9 9

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

D2c 9 9

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

D1a, D2c 9 9

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

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

D2c, E1f, 
E1g, E1h 

9 9

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

D2p, E2l 9 9

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

E2h, D2q, 
E2l, D2c 

9 9

h. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

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

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

D2b, D2e 9 9

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

9 9

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

E1e 9 9
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g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

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

D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 
D2g 

D2h 

9
9
9
9
9

9

9
9
9
9
9

9

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

D2g 9 9

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

D2f, D2g 9 9

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

D2g 9 9

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

D2s 9 9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

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

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2o 9 9

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

E2o 9 9

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

E2p 9 9

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

E2p 9 9
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e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.

E3c 9 9

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

E2n 9 9

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

E2m 9 9

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

E1b 9 9

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

D2q 9 9

j. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E2c, E3b 9 9

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

E1a, Elb 9 9

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

E3b 9 9

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

E1b, E3a 9 9

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

El a, E1b 9 9

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

C2c, C3, 
D2c, D2d 

9 9

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

C2c 9 9

h. Other impacts: ________________________________________________________ 9 9
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9. Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in � NO � YES 
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource.  (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)

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

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E3h 9 9

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

E3h, C2b 9 9

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

E3h 
9
9

9
9

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

E3h 

E2q,  

E1c 
9
9

9
9

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

 E3h 9 9

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

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

D1a, E1a, 
D1f, D1g 

9 9

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

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

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

E3e 9 9

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

E3f 9 9

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

E3g 9 9

a. The�proposed�action�may�occur�wholly�or�partially�within,�or�substantially�contiguous�
to,�any�buildings,�archaeological�site�or�district�which�is�listed�on�the�National�or�
State�Register�of�Historical�Places,�or�that�has�been�determined�by�the�Commissioner�
of�the�NYS�Office�of�Parks,�Recreation�and�Historic�Preservation�to�be�eligible�for�
listing�on�the�State�Register�of�Historic�Places.��
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d. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

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

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

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

E3e, E3g, 
E3f 

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

9

9

9

9

9

9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

9 9

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

9 9

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

C2a, C2c 
E1c, E2q 

9 9

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

C2c, E1c 9 9

e. Other impacts: _____________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E3d 9 9

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

E3d 9 9

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9
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13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems. � NO � YES 
(See Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f.  If “No”, go to Section 14. 

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

D2j 9 9

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

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

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

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

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

D1f, 
D1q, D2k 

9 9

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

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

D1g 9 9

e. Other Impacts: ________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________

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

Relevant 
Part I 

Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

D2m 9 9

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

D2m, E1d 9 9

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day. D2o 9 9
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d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties. D2n 9 9

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

D2n, E1a 9 9

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 

9 9

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

Relevant  
Part I 

Question(s) 

No,or 
small 

impact 
may cccur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E1d 9 9

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

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

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

E1g, E1h 9 9

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

D2t 9 9

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

D2q, E1f 9 9

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

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

D2r, D2s 9 9

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

E1f, E1g 
E1h 

9 9

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

E1f, E1g 9 9

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

D2s, E1f, 
D2r 

9 9

m. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________ 
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17. Consistency with Community Plans 
 The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.   � NO  � YES 
 (See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)   
 If “Yes”, answer questions a - h.  If “No”, go to Section 18. 

 
Relevant 

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

C2, C3, D1a 
E1a, E1b 

9 9 

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

C2 9 9 

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

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

C2, C2 9 9 

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

C3, D1c, 
D1d, D1f, 
D1d, Elb 

9 9 

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

C4, D2c, D2d 
D2j 

9 9 

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

C2a 9 9 

h. Other: _____________________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________ 

 9 9 

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

 
Relevant 

Part I 
Question(s) 

No, or 
small 

impact 
may occur 

Moderate 
to large 

impact may 
occur 

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

E3e, E3f, E3g 9 9 

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

C4 9 9 

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

C2, C3, D1f 
D1g, E1a 

9 9 

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

C2, E3 9 9 

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

C2, C3 9 9 

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

9 9 

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________ 
__________________________________________________________________ 

 9 9 
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Full Environmental Assessment Form 
Part 3 - Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts 

and  
Determination of Significance 

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

Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to further assess 
the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the proposed action will not 
have a significant adverse environmental impact.  By completing the certification on the next page, the lead agency can complete its 
determination of significance. 

Reasons Supporting This Determination: 
To complete this section: 

• Identify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude.  Magnitude considers factors such as severity,
size or extent of an impact.

• Assess the importance of the impact.  Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the impact
occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the impact were to
occur.

• The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.
• Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where

there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse
environmental impact.

• Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact
• For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed action so that

no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.
• Attach additional sheets, as needed.

Determination of Significance - Type 1 and Unlisted Actions 

SEQR Status:  �  Type 1 �  Unlisted 

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project: �  Part 1 �  Part 2 �  Part 3 

FEAF 2019

See attached.

Z-2870

9/30/2024



Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information 

and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the 
 as lead agency that: 

�  A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental impact 
statement need not be prepared.  Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued. 

� B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or 
substantially mitigated because 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 
declaration is issued.  A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6 NYCRR 617.7(d)). 

� C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact 
statement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or reduce those 
impacts.  Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued. 

Name of Action: 

Name of Lead Agency: 

Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: 

Title of Responsible Officer: 

Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency: Date: 

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer) Date: 

For Further Information: 

Contact Person: 

Address: 

Telephone Number: 

E-mail:

For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to: 

Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (e.g., Town / City / Village of) 
Other involved agencies (if any) 
Applicant (if any) 
Environmental Notice Bulletin:  http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.html  

Syracuse University Residence Hall

City of Syracuse City Planning Commission

Steven Kulick

Chairperson

Jake Dishaw

One Park Place, 300 S State St, Suite 700, Syracuse, NY 13202

315-448-8640

zoning@syr.gov

PRINT FULL FORM



Jake Dishaw
Zoning Administrator

300 South State St, Suite 700
Syracuse, NY 13202

OFFICE OF ZONING ADMINISTRATION
Ben Walsh, Mayor

To: Syracuse University

From: , Zoning PlannerZhitong Wu

Date: 9/26/2024 4:48:00 PM

Re: Project Plan Review Z-2870
727 Comstock Ave, Syracuse,  13210

The Departments and/or Boards below have reviewed your application and provided the following comments 
for your information and action as appropriate. 

Please modify the proposal as necessary to address the comments/recommendations.  Upon receipt of any 
revisions and/or written justification to the Office of Zoning Administration, a Public Hearing will be scheduled.  

Please contact the Zoning Office at (315) 448-8640 or Zoning@syrgov.net if you have any questions.

Approval Status Status Date Reviewer Comments

DPW Sewers - Zoning Internal Review 
Complete

07/15/2024 Vinny Esposito A full SWPPP will be required including grading and 
drainage plan.
Local sewer evaluation will be required.
9-11-24

DPW Sidewalks - Zoning Pending 07/15/2024

Eng. Design & Cons. - Zoning Conditionally 
Approved

07/26/2024 Mirza Malkoc ****08-28-2024****
• All construction in the R.O.W. will require a permit, 
all construction in the R.O.W. to be per City standards 
and specifications.
• Complete set of the stamped engineering site plans 
with specific details are required to complete a detailed 
project permit review.
• Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) is 
required for review due to disturbance of greater than 
10,000sf. 
• Stormwater Access & Maintenance Agreements shall 
be submitted for review. 
• Proposed grading shall be graded to prevent 
stormwater sheet flow to adjoining properties & to the 
City R.O.W.
• The Project is subject to Onondaga County’s 1:1 
offset. The City requires an offset plan & details for 
review.  Applicant shall submit sanitary flow data to the 
Engineering Department, the determined offset plan 
then most likely will require Common Council 
Approval.
• Onondaga County Plumbing Control shall review and 
approve the plans as well. 



****07-26-2024****
• All construction in the R.O.W. will require a permit, 
all construction in the R.O.W. to be per City standards 
and specifications.
• Complete set of the stamped engineering site plans 
with specific details are required to complete a detailed 
project permit review.
• Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) is 
required for review due to disturbance of greater than 
10,000sf. 
• Stormwater Access & Maintenance Agreements shall 
be submitted for review. 
• Proposed grading shall be graded to prevent 
stormwater sheet flow to adjoining properties & to the 
City R.O.W.
• The Project is subject to Onondaga County’s 1:1 
offset. The City requires an offset plan & details for 
review.  Applicant shall submit sanitary flow data to the 
Engineering Department, the determined offset plan 
then most likely will require Common Council 
Approval.
• Onondaga County Plumbing Control shall review and 
approve the plans as well. 

City Engineer - Zoning Pending 07/15/2024

Eng. Mapping - Zoning Approved 07/19/2024 Ray Wills Work should have no impact on Mapping Division 
assets in the area. 

City Planning - Zoning Internal Review 
Complete

07/26/2024 Owen Kerney I have reviewed the new residence hall project proposal 
at 727 Comstock Avenue. The project is situated in the 
Syracuse University Planned Institutional District. It is 
also situated directly adjacent to the University 
neighborhood, which primarily consists of one- and 
two-unit residential structures, parks and other typical 
amenities. 

During the April 29, 2024 pre-development with the 
project team, the City identified the importance and 
relevance of this relationship with the adjacent 
neighborhood, Comstock and Ostrom Avenues, and 
more generally the context of the surrounding area. 
Specific items that were discussed include the following 
the building layout and the proposed scale of the 
building. 

The proposed building layout is entirely inconsistent 
with adjacent residential structures. The adjacent 
housing has a consistent front yard setback, and 
residential design features like porches and direct access 
to the adjacent streets. This proposal has a paved front 
yard on Comstock Avenue, an irregular setback along 
Ostrom Avenue, limited to no programmed outdoor 
spaces, and an inadequate relationship to the adjacent 
streetscape.

The proposed scale and massing of the building is also 
inconsistent with all the adjacent residential structures. 
The six-story structure does have modest, four-story 
steps downs along Ostrom Avenue, but at the depth of a 
full City block, seventy-three feet tall and 
approximately nine hundred feet long, the building’s 
scale and massing are incongruent with the surrounding 
residential structures. 

These relevant concerns were acknowledged with the 
design team in April. Few if any changes have been 
made to address these comments. 

The University’s Campus Plan - 2023 Refresh 
acknowledges this project location as location for a 



future residence hall, but the Plan appropriately 
illustrates two smaller buildings at this location instead 
of the current proposal that nearly spans a full City 
block. The plan also notes on page 72 (and depicts on 
page 74) that, “New residence halls should include 
spaces for individual study and virtual meetings…… 
and active ground floors that support a sense of 
community within each residence hall and the 
surrounding neighborhood of student residents.” The 
Plan’s acknowledgement of multiple smaller buildings 
that include “active ground floors” and “support a sense 
community within each residence hall and the 
surrounding neighborhood of students” (non-student 
residents may also appreciate this sense of community), 
is inconsistent with the current student residence 
proposal. 

This is an appropriate site for a higher density residence 
hall, and the PID zoning does allow the University to 
build “University Housing” and has limited design 
standards, but the proposed building lacks cohesion with 
and connection to the adjacent structures, streetscapes 
and neighborhood. While these considerations may not 
be directly regulated in the PID zoning district, they are 
acknowledged in the University’s planning documents, 
they were discussed during the predevelopment process, 
and they will likely be acknowledged during the 
Planning Commission’s public meeting on this 
application. 

Ignoring these appropriate and typical neighborhood 
characteristics should be reconsidered. The City 
respectfully asks that the University consider its own 
plan that states that, “Improvements to the civic realm 
are relatively modest investments that yield significant 
returns”. The City’s civic realm extends beyond this site 
and the potentially adverse impacts of this proposal on 
the civic realm should be re-examined. 

DPW Traffic Control- Zoning Conditionally 
Approved

07/23/2024 Charles 
Gafrancesco

7.23.24 Conditionally Approved. 
- An MUTCD compliant work zone traffic plan shall be 
submitted and put in place to protect vehicles, 
pedestrians and property in the public ROW. All 
necessary warning signs detours and barriers shall be in 
place and maintained by applicant for entirety of 
project. Ingress and egress shall be maintained for 
residential and commercial properties.  If the applicant 
is unfamiliar with requirements, they are instructed to 
reach out to the permit desk for help. Area is subject to 
inspection by City of Syracuse DOT and any other 
applicable department. Non-Compliance with MUTCD 
or non-compliance to adjust traffic plan by direction of 
the City of Syracuse may result in permit being revoked 
at any time.

Landmark Preservation Board On Hold 08/07/2024 Kate Auwaerter SLPB will review revised application at its 9/12 SLPB 
meeting
8/22/24: Applicant withdrew application
8/1/24:Applicant requested that the SLPB hold its 
review at the 8/1/24 meeting. Next SLPB meeting is 
8/22/24.

Planning Commission Pending 09/09/2024 On hold. Pending on applicant to provide mitigations on 
environmental impact.

Zoning Planner On Hold 09/12/2024 Zhitong Wu Pending on approval from CPC.

8/26/24 - Per ReZone, Art. 2, Sec. 2.15B(3)b.L.(Table 
2.15), the off-street parking requirement for the project 
is: 1 space per 10 bedrooms of any college or university 
residential use. Per the applicant, sufficient off-site 



parking spaces will be provided in the nearby campus 
parking facility to meet parking requirement.

DPW - Transportation Planner Conditionally 
Approved

07/22/2024 Neil Milcarek-
Burke

9/23/24 Some comments are addressed in revised 
documents, the remaining items will need to be updated 
as this project continues and into the permitting process.
- Bike parking is to be accommodated through both 
short (exterior) and long term (interior) 
accommodations.
- The fire lane is to be gated. Combing maintenance 
(trash/etc.) functions with the fire lane is not 
permissible, unless area is gated - to which appropriate 
parties can be provided access with expressed 
stipulation of no parking/stopping at any time. Without 
controlled access there is no guarantee the applicant can 
provide that the area will remain free of obstruction at 
all time (signs and statements do not keep lanes clear)
- All drive isles and parking lot areas to be curbed
- Curb-cuts to be dimensioned, adhering to absolute 
minimums for Fire Lane
- Fire lane to utilize controlled access, posted signage is 
not sufficient to ensure Fire Lane remains clear at all 
times
- Old curb-cuts and other street features are to be 
properly abandoned and restored
- Driveway to conform to NYSDOT Type-3 opening, 
sidewalk to continue through opening without dip, 
apron 

8/26/24 Revised site plans required, no major concern 
with building revision
- All drive isles and parking lot areas to be curbed
- Curb-cuts to be dimensioned, adhering to absolute 
minimums for Fire Lane
- Fire lane to utilize controlled access, posted signage is 
not sufficient to ensure Fire Lane remains clear at all 
times
- Sidewalks are to be replaced in full along all frontages 
to 6' wide minimum to reflect significant increase in 
intensity of the new build. To incorporate street tree 
plantings and any necessary remediation (consult City 
Forestry)
- Bike parking is required via interior long-term storage 
and exterior short-term storage in a conspicuous and 
well-lit area near entrances (staple-style racks, no wave 
racks)
- Old curb-cuts and other street features are to be 
properly abandoned and restored
- Driveway to conform to NYSDOT Type-3 opening, 
sidewalk to continue through opening without dip, 
apron to make up grade
7/21/24 Revised plans required
As relayed to the project team during the pre-
development meeting:
- Parking lot in the front of the building along Comstock 
is not of an acceptable design, nor appropriate as it is a 
significant departure from existing streetscape
- Sidewalks are to be replaced in full along all frontages 
to 6' wide minimum to reflect significant increase in 
intensity of the new build. To incorporate street tree 
plantings (consult City Forestry.)
- Bike parking is required via interior long-term storage 
and exterior short-term storage in a conspicuous and 
well-lit area near entrances (staple-style racks, no wave 
racks)
- Fire Lanes to be curbed with 6" mountable curbing 
and incorporate appropriate gates with knoxbox. Open 
curb-cuts for Fire Lanes are not applicable as this design 
does not produce unimpeded emergency access due to 
regular blockage.



- Old curb-cuts and other street features are to be 
properly abandoned and restored.
- Driveway to conform to NYSDOT Type-3 opening, 
sidewalk to continue through opening without dip, 
apron to make up grade.

DPW - Sanitation & Sewers Conditionally 
Approved

07/15/2024 Vinny Esposito A full SWPPP will be required including grading and 
drainage plan.
Local sewer evaluation will be required.

Water Engineering - Zoning Pending 07/15/2024

Fire Prevention - Zoning Conditionally 
Approved

08/05/2024 Elton Davis Construction, alteration, or demolition shall adhere to 
applicable sections of the 2020 FCNYS and the 2020 
BCNYS.



Jake Dishaw
Zoning Administrator

300 South State St, Suite 700
Syracuse, NY 13202

OFFICE OF ZONING ADMINISTRATION
Ben Walsh, Mayor

To: Syracuse University

From: , Zoning PlannerHaohui Pan

Date: 9/26/2024 4:49:04 PM

Re: Resubdivision R-24-43M1
736 Ostrom Ave, Syracuse,  13210

The Departments and/or Boards below have reviewed your application and provided the following comments 
for your information and action as appropriate. 

Please modify the proposal as necessary to address the comments/recommendations.  Upon receipt of any 
revisions and/or written justification to the Office of Zoning Administration, a Public Hearing will be scheduled.  

Please contact the Zoning Office at (315) 448-8640 or Zoning@syrgov.net if you have any questions.

Approval Status Status Date Reviewer Comments

Zoning Planner On Hold 09/09/2024 Zhitong Wu Pending CPC Approval

Eng. Mapping - Zoning Conditionally 
Approved

08/30/2024 Ray Wills -The bearings for the streets in question AGREE with 
the Official City Records for the area. The Office of the 
City Engineer only verifies ROW bearings, not interior 
angles, bearings abutting neighboring properties or 
private easements. 
City Plat# 145 & 163

Finance - Zoning Internal Review 
Complete

08/29/2024 Veronica Voss All properties owned by SU and are due for October CS 
& CO; no past due taxes.  Properties researched were:  
712-14 Ostrom, 718 Ostrom, 726 Ostrom, 732 Ostrom, 
736 Ostrom, 740 Ostrom, 744 Ostrom, 750 Ostrom, 754 
Ostrom, 760 Ostrom, 508 University Pl, 506 University 
Pl, 201 Euclid 

Eng Stormwater (SWPPP)-
Zoning

Internal Review 
Complete

08/28/2024 Romeo Kpolo Development on these lots will be treated as one project, 
as such the project shall be subject to the City’s 
stormwater requirements & process and a SWPPP shall 
be required.  

Eng Sewers- Zoning Internal Review 
Complete

08/28/2024 Romeo Kpolo Project is subject to Onondaga County’s 1:1 offset. The 
City requires an offset plan & details for review.
All installation & restoration work to be done to City of 
Syracuse specifications & details.   

Eng. Design & Cons. - Zoning Conditionally 
Approved

08/28/2024 Romeo Kpolo Construction/development on the lots will be subject to 
the City plan review, approval and permitting process as 
applicable. 
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