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Counties: Greene Cities: Middletown
Steuben Mount Vernon

Watertown

o There are nine (9) priority political subdivisions remaining.
Dutchess County is on the agenda for approval of its capital plan
amendment.

Remaining Political Subdivisions:

Counties: Dutchess Cities: Albany
Niagara Auburn
Buffalo
Lackawanna
Poughkeepsie
Rye
Schenectady

¢ 44 Remaining Secondary Political Subdivisions

o February/March 2025 — UCS letters sent requesting capital plan
amendments to address critical deficiencies.

o UCS is continuing to engage with forty-four (44) political
subdivisions to address the issues highlighted in the letters. We
have sent many follow up letters/communications to cities and
counties who did not respond to us.



Counties: Cattaraugus

Cayuga
Chemung
Clinton

Erie
Franklin
Fulton
Genesee
Hamilton
Monroe
Montgomery
Nassau
Oneida
Onondaga
Ontario
Rensselaer
Rockland
Saratoga
Seneca

St. Lawrence
Westchester

Cities: Amsterdam

Batavia
Beacon
Canandaigua
Dunkirk
Fulton

Glen Cove
Glens Falls
Gloversville
Jamestown
Kingston
Little Falls
Long Beach
Mechanicville
New Rochelle
North Tonawanda
Ogdensburg
Oswego
Peekskill
Rome
Syracuse
Utica
Yonkers

e 60 Political Subdivisions That Are Suitable and Sufficient or Making
Progress Towards a Capital Plan Amendment
o Forty-two (42) political subdivisions did not receive a letter from
UCS because their facilities were already suitable and sufficient.

Counties: Allegany Cities: Binghamton

Broome Corning
Chautauqua Cortland
Chenango Elmira
Columbia Hornell
Cortland Hudson
Delaware Ithaca
Essex Johnstown
Jefferson Niagara Falls
Lewis Norwich
Madison Oneida
Orleans Oneonta
Oswego Plattsburgh
Otsego Port Jervis

Schuyler Rensselaer



Tioga Salamanca

Tompkins Sherrill
Warren Tonawanda
Washington Troy
Wayne Watervliet
Wyoming

Yates

o Eighteen (18) political subdivisions responded to our letters and
have addressed the issues that we highlighted. Some of these
political subdivisions now have facilities that are considered
suitable and sufficient. Some are also working on future capital
plans.

Counties: Albany Cities: Cohoes
Herkimer Geneva
Livingston Lockport
Orange Newburgh
Putnam Olean
Schenectady Rochester
Schoharie Saratoga Springs
Suffolk White Plains
Sullivan

Ulster



