Deborah VanAmerongen
Chairperson

David A. Paterson
Gowernor

New York State Division of Housng and Community Renewal
Hampton Plaza

38-40 State Stret
Albany, NY 12207

September 15, 2009

Mr. Parick Blanchfield, AICP

Director of Environmental Review

NY C Depatmat of Housing Preservaion and Development
100 Gold Sred, Room 9V-3

New York, NY 10038

Re: CAMBA, Inc.
CAMBA —97 Crooke Avenue
Brooklyn, Kings Couty

Dea Mr. Blanchfield:

On April 9 and12, 2009, theNew Y ork Sa e Divison of Housing and Community Renewal (DHCR) ,
publisheda“ Combined Natice of Findingof No Sgnificant Impaa and Intent to Requet Release of Funds’.
DHCR isthe designaedtax aredit agency for the disbursament of fundsin connedion with the federal Tax
Credit AssgtanceProgram authorized under the American Recovay and Reinvedment Ad ”. DHCR based
thiscombined FONS afte compiling its" TCAP Progranmatic Environmental Review Record” dated April 9,
2009. On Junel?, 2009, DHCRreceived anctice of Authority to Use Grant Funds, which certifiesthet the
requirementsunde 24 CFR Part 58 of HUD environmental review regulaionshad been stidfied.

DHCR hasdg eminedthat the Environmentd Review Record, prepared by the NY C Department of
Housing Presarvation and Development (HPD) on Augud 20, 2009, for the alove referenced project complies
withtherequirementsof 24 CFRPat 58 of HUD Environmental Review reguldions. This ldter congituies
clearance of the environmanal review of thisprojed and removal of the limitaion on commitment of HUD
TCAP assgance pe [24 CFR58.22(b)].

DHCR, in compliance with the New York Sa e Environmental Quality Review Ad (SEQRA),
concurswith the New York City Boardof Sandards and Appeals determinaion of Unlided Negaive
Declaraion daed June 16, 2009.

If youhaveany quegionsor concernsregardingthisenvironmental clearance ldter, please contadt me
at (518) 402-3392 or bwigzell @nysdher.qov. The Environmentd Assessmant for this stewill be pogedon
theweb & http:/inysdhcar.gov/general/ARRA/Environment al Review.htm.

Sncerely,

BarbaraH. Wigzell, RA.
Certifying Officer
SFEQR Officer

Cc: Cahy Fangella TCAP Program M anager

Web Site www.dhcr.state.ny.us
Email address: dhcrinfo@dhcr.state.ny.us



Environmenta Assessment
Site Specific Review

Respons ble Entity: NY SDivison of Housng and Community Renewal (DHCR)
Certifying Offi cer: Barbara H. Wigzell, RA, DHCR
Program Name: TheTax Credit Assstance Program (T CAP)
American Recovery and Reinvedmat Act (ARRA) of 2009
Federal Agency: U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Projea #: N/A
Project Sponsor: CAMBA, Inc.
Projec Name: CAMBA - 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn
Project Site Address: 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11226
Projed County: Kings County
Esti mated project oosts: $ 16,000,000
Total TCAP Award: $ 1,370,000

Project Sponsor Address: 1720 Church Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11226

Primary Contact’'s Name: Paridk Blanchfield, AICP

E-Mail address. blanchfp@hpdnyc.gov
Telephone Number: 212-863-5056
Program Classification: 58.36 - Environmental Assessment

ENVIRONMENTAL FINDING: [58.40(g)]

X Fi nding of No Significant Impact - The project will not result in a significant impac onthe quality of the
human environment.

OFi nding of Significant Impad - The projed may significantly affeda the quality of the human
environment.

The undersgned hereby cetifiestha the City of New Y ork - Depatment of Housng Preservaion and
Development (HPD) has conducted an environmental review of theprojedt idertified above and preparedthe
attached environmental review record in compliance with all goplicable provisonsof the National
Environmental Policy Ad of 1969, as amended, (42 USC sec. 4321 & seg.) and itsimplementing regulations a
24 CFRPart 58.

Preparer Signature:

NAME Aaron Wemer

Title/Agency: Environmental Planner Date: 8/20/09
NY C Department of Housing Preservtaion and Development



Projed¢ Name:  CAMBA - 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn
Projec #: N/A

Environmenta Assessment
Site Specific Review

Projed Description:

The City of New York - Department of Housing Preservaion and Development (HPD) intendsto
undertake ativitiesfunded through the US Department of Housing and Urban Development's(HUD) Tax
Credit Assistance Program (T CAP) to financethe new construction of a 9-gtory residential building
containing atatal of 53 dwelling units for homeless and low-incomeindividuals. All unitswill be
affordable to families making up to 50% AMI.

Theprojed dteislocaed a 97 Crooke Avenue (Blodk 5059, Lot 51) in Brooklyn, New Y ork (the
"projed dte"). Theprojed steiscurrently vacant, irregular in dhape and measures approximately 8,226
square feet in area. It isbounded by Crooke Avenue to the south, 6-gory apatment houses to the north
and west and an MT A-New Y ork City Transit subway line to the eag.

The requested funding would facilitate the new congruction of a 9-gtory residential (supportive housing)
development (the"proposedproject”) containing atotal of 53 studio gpartments as well as spacefor
supportive services and community adivities on theground floor for tenants. All of the units would be
reserved for homeless and low-income individuals earning up to 50% AMI. In additionto T CAP
funding, the proposed project would utilize funding from HUD's HOME Investment Partnerships
Program ("HOME").

Summary of Findingsand Condus ons

Alternatives and Project Modifications Considered [24 CFR 5840(e), Ref. 40 CFR 1508.9]

(Identify other reasonable courses of action that were considered and not sdected, such asother sites, design
modifications, or other uses of the subject site. Describe the benefits and adver se impacts to the human environment
of each alternative and the reasonsfor rgecting it.)

Thereis aneed for supportive and affordable housing in New York City and the proposed project would provide
such housing. As dscussed in thegopendices, the proposed project would not dgnificantly affect the character,
features and resour ces of the surrounding area.  In some cases the proposed project would result in paentid benefits
by providing improvements in urban design conditions and new jobs T he proposed project would not result ina
significant impact on the qudity of the human environment.

No Action: Under No Action conditions, the project site would remain initsexisting state. Thevacant,
unimproved condition of the site would reman and needed affordabl e housing would not be provided. The area
would continue to bein need of supportive housing. Under No Action conditions the site wouldremain in
unproductive use and affordable housing opportunities would belost.

Action: As described above, under Action conditions, the vacant project site would be redeve oped with a new, 53-
unit residentid (supportive housing) deveopment, indusive of space for supportive sevices and community
activities on the ground floor for tenants. The proposed project would result in potentid benefits by providing
improvements in urban design conditions and new jobs. The proposed project would not result in a significant
impact on the qudity of the human environment.



Mitigation Measures Recommended [24 CFR 58.40(d), 40 CFR 1508.20]
(Recommend feasible ways in which the proposal or its external factors should bemodified in order to
minimize adverse environmental impactsand restore or enhance environmental quality.)

T he proposed project would require 35 dBA of window-wal |l noise atenuation (with an dternate means of
ventilation) in order to provide and ma ntain a maximum interior noise environment (d osed-window condition) of
45 dBA. Asstated in aduly 20, 2009 letter by Wililiam Stein, of Datner Architects, the project's architect of record,
the project sponsor would provide windows with an STC rating of 37 dBA and masonry wals with an STC rating of
54 dBA. Because the project would require an dternae means of ventilaion to maintain aninterior noise
environment of 45 dBA in a closed window condition, the letter dso commits the project sponsor to the instalation
of ar conditioners in ar conditioner sleeves in each studio gpartment (al habitable areas) on dl facades of the
proposed building.

As the project would be partidly funded through HUD's HOME and T CAP programs, HPD will require the
window-wal| atenuation and dterna e means of ventilaion through provisions contained inthe HOME and TCAP
Written Agreements between HPD and the project sponsor, CAMBA Incorporated.

THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTS ARE AVAILABLEFOR REVIEW BY REQUEST
TO THEDHCR CERTIFYING OFFICER at: bwigzd | @nysdhcr.gov or (518) 402-3392.

Additional Studies Performed
NEPA review for HOME funding, July 2009
CEQR review for variance form NY C Borard of Standards and Appeds (BSA), May 2009

List of Attachments:

Tax Map

NYC Zoning Map 16D

NYC Coastal Zone Map 16

FEMA Map #3604970214F

Window-Wall Attenuation SpecificationsL etter (Dattner Ar chitects, July 2009)
NYC L andmarks Preservation Commission Memo 9/2/2008

Sole Saurce Aquifer Determination Cover L etter and Forms 5/9/09

BSA Resolution (BSA CAL. No. 26-09B2), May 2009

List of Saurces, Agencies and Persons Conaulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]

CAMBA, Inc. (Project Sponsor)

Hillman Group, LLC (Phase 1 ESA) July 27, 2007

NY C Depatment of Housing Preservetion and Devel opment (HPD)

NYC Landmarks Preservaion Commission (LPC) 9/20/08

FEMA Flood planmap

Coastd Zone Mg (NYC Depatment of City Planning)

NYC Board of Standards and Apped's Variance CEQR Review (BSA CAL. No. 26-09BZ), May 2009
Architect’ s noise atenuation Ietter (Dattner Architects, 7/20/2009)



APPENDI X A
Statutory Chedk lig
Site Specific

[24CFR 858.5 and 58.6]

Project #: N/A
Projed¢ Namec CAMBA - 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn
Projedt Address. 97 Crooke Avenue
Brooklyn, New York 11226
Date: August 20, 2009

For each listed statute, executive order or regulation, record the determinations made. Notereviews,
consultations or mitigation measures requir ed:
A - Not Applicableto thisproject OR B - Consultation, Permit and/or Mitigation Required

Then, make a deter mination of compliance or consistency in the Section provided.

Factors A | B [ Determinations and Compliance Documentation

Historic Preser vation X | O | TheNYCLadmarksPreservation Commission (LPC)was consulted. Based on

[36 CFR 800] letter dated 9/2/2008 fromthe L PC, theproposed projed would not adversely
affect historic resources (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).

Floodpl ain Management X | O | Theprojed Steis not located within a Specid Flood Hazard Areaor within 100-

[24 CFR 55, Executive Order 11988] year floodplan (FEMA mep #3604970214F).

Wetlands Protection X [ O | Theprojea Steis not located in afederal wetlands proteded area (Phase |

[ Executive Order 11990] Environmentd SiteA ssessment, attached exhibits).

Coastal Zone X | U | Theprojea steis not located within theboundaries of NY C s Coastd Zone.

Management Act Therewould be.no effect fromthe proposed project (Coastd Zone Boundary of

[Sections 307(c) ()] New York, Section 16).

SoleSour ce Aquifers X | O | Theprojed steislocated inKings County under whidh lies the Kings-Queans

[40 CFR 149] Aquifer which was ded gnated a Sol e Source Aquifer by theUS EPA on 1/24/84.
The EPA was consulted on 5/6/2009. The useof the sitefor residential purposes
wouldnot i mpact the aquifer.

Endangered Spedes Act X [ O | Theprojea dteislocated in adeveloped, urban areaof New Y ork City. The

[50 CFR 402] proposed projed would beanewn congrudion projed in an areaprevioudy
digurbed anddevd oped. The prgect Steis notlocaed i mmediately adjacent to
oronthe East River, the hahbita for the short-nosed sturgeon, the only listed
endangerad spedes for Kings County. The proposed projed would not result in
significant impacts rel ged to the Endangered Soecies Act
(http: //www fws.gov/ northeast/nyfo/ es/ County Li s9KingsD ec2006.htm).

Wild and Scenic X | O | Thereareno wild and scenicrivers withinNew York Qty, as designated by the

Rivers Act US Depatment of the Interior; therefore the proposed projea would not vid ate

[Sections?(b), (C)] the Wild and Scenic Rvers Act.

Air Quality X [ O | Theproposal projed islocaed in anon-attainment area. However, itwould not

[Clean Air Act, Sections 176 (c) generae significant levd s of traffi ¢, therefore no exceedances of the Nati onal

and (d),and 40 CFR 6, 51, 93] Anmbient AirQudity Standard (NAAQS) associaedwith carbon monoxide (CO)

or particulate metter (PM) would result. The projed would not adversely affect
the Stae Inplementation Plan (SIP). The building would be ninegoriesin
height andwould betdler than surrounding buildings. There would be no
potertid for adverseairqudity i mpacts assod ated with HVA C emissions (BSA
CAL.No. 26-09BZ). In addition, the proposed projea does not contan a
transportaion conponent. No s gnificant impacts rel ated to air quality would
result.

Farmland Protection Policy X | U [ Theproposed projed would not cause di sumance of Prime, Unique, or Statewide
Act [7 CFR658] Important Farmand and itwould not result inthe conversion of agriculturd Iand

to non-agriaulturd uses. Therefore, the proposed projed would not viol ae
Farmand Protedion Policy Ad. No inpacts would result.
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Environmental Judtice
[Executive Order 12898]

The proposed projea would be located in apredomi nantly |ow-income and
minority area. It isintended to seve an exi ging need for affordabl e housing and
wouldnot facilitate development which woul d result in adverse environmentd
judiceinpacts. Although theproject steislocated in aneighborhood
characterized aslow-income and minority, the proposed projed would not result
in any unmitigated i mpacts. Measures regarding noi se would be provided by the
project ponsor, CAMBA, Inc.

Noise Abatement and
Control [24 CFR 51 B]

The projed steis not located within 1,000 feet of any mgj or highway and beyond
the 65 dBA noise mntour (for LaGuardiaAirport and FK Internaiond Aimport).
However, thesiteis adjacentto an a&-grade MTA B and Q rail line (within 3,000
feet of a railroad). Based on an acousti cal study provided by Ceram &

Assod ates, Inc., the proposed project would require 35 dBA of window-wall
attenuation (when adjugted to account for the height of the noise meter, which
was placed & aheight of 3.5' above grade and partialy shidded by a5' high
retaining wdl). The assessment places theproject Stein an Unaccepteble Zone
for noise, which requires amnimumof 35 dBA window-wdl attenutaon (and
altemate means of ventil aion).

Attenuati on measures would beprovided in order to maintain an interi or noise
environment (closed-window condition) of 45 dBA. As dated in aduly 20, 2009
letter by Wililiam Stein, of Dattner Architects, theproject's archited of record,
the projed ponsor would provide windowswith an STC value of 37 dBA and
masonry wdlswith an STC valueof54. Theletter also conmits the project
sponsor to theinstdlaionof air conditionersin air conditioner deevesin each
studio apartment (all habitable aress) on dl facades of the proposad building.

As the projed would be partly funded throughHUD'sHOME and TCAP
programs, HPD will reguire thewindow-wall attenuaion and alternae means of
vertil ati on through provisions containedin the HOME and TCAP Written
Agreements between HPD and the proj ect sponsor, CAMBA Incomporéaed.

Toxic or Hazardous
Substances and
Radioadive Material s
[HUD Notice 79-33]

ThePhasel Environmentd Site A ssessment prepared by Hillman Group, LLC
(2007) reved ed no Recognized Environmentd Conditions (REGCs) with resped to
theprojed dte. Thesiteis aurrently avacarnt | ot; therefore, | ead-basad paint
(LBP), asbestos conta ning meterias (ACM) and mold are not present. Higorical
uses do notindicaethe presence of hazardous meterid s on the site. A ccordingto
the EPA's Map of Radon Zones, Kings County i s cond dered to havelow potentid
for radon exposure (it has a predi cted averageindoor radon screening level less
than 2 pQ/L). Therefore, radon exposure would not result.

(http:/Iwww .epagov/radon/zonemap/newyork.htm) (Phase | ESA - Hillman
Group, 2007).

Siting of HUD-Asssted
Projedsnear Hazardous
Operations[24 CFR 51 C]

A visud survey of the surrounding arearevea e that there are no exterior above-
ground storagetanks within 1,000 feet of the proj ect site with adirectline of
sightto the proposed projed. In addition, the exterior above-ground storageof
explosives orhazardous meterial swithin New York City is subjectto New York
City Fre Dgpartment (FDNYY) permitting which requires approprige blas and
thermal protection materials aroundthe sorage tank to proted adjacent properties
(Phase| ESA - Hillman Group, 2007).

Airport Clear Zonesand
Accident Patential Zones
[24CFR 51D]

Theprojed dteis located beyond onemile of an airport; therefore, no further
assessiment is warranted and no inpacts would result.

NO TES:

Prepared by:

NAME Aaron Werner

Title/Agency: Environmetal Planner/NY C Department of Housing and Presarvaion and Development
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APPENDIX B
Environmental Assessment Ched list
Site Specific

Project #: N/A
Projed¢ Namec CAMBA - 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn
Project Address: 97 Crooke Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11226

Date: Augusgt 20,2009

[Environmental Review Guide HUD CPD 782, 24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Evaluatethe sgnificance of theeffets of the proposal on the character, feaures and resources of the
project area

Enter relevant base daa and verifiable source documentaion to support thefinding. Then enter the
appropriate impact code from thefollowing list to make afinding of impac. Impact Codes: (1) - No
impad anticipated; (2) - Potentially beneficial; (3) - Potatially adverse; (4) - Requires mitigaion; (5) -
Requires projed modification. Notenames, datesof contadt, telgophone numbers and page references.
Attach additional maerials asneeded.

Land Dewel opment Code | Source or Documentation

Conformance with 1 T he proposed project requires bulk variances due to the project
Comprehensive Plans sité sirregular shape and physicd constraints (ral ling). The bulk
and Zoning variances were gpproved by the New York City Board of Standards

and Appeds (BSA) in June 2009. In dl other respects, the
proposed project would be devel oped in accordance with the
regul aions of the existing R7-1 zoning didrict (see NYC Zoning
Mgp 16d). Noimpacts reaed to zoning would result from the
proposed project (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).

Compaibility and 2 T he proposed project would result in the construction of a new 9-
Urban Impact story residentid building on vacant land located in theFlatbush

nei ghborhood of Brooklyn. T he proposed project is located ina
densdy devel oped area of Brooklyn and would be consistent with
surrounding land uses and prevailing urban design conditionsinthe
area It wouldresult inapotentid benefit by replacing a vacant lot
with anew residentid building No impacts would result from the
proposed project (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).

Sope 1 T he proposed project would not dter the slope of the surrounding
aea No impacts would result from the proposed project.

Eroson 1 The proposed project islocated in a densdy deve oped urban area
of Brooklyn. It would not result in significant effects rda ed to soil
erosion.

Soil Sitability 1 The soil isdassified as “ Urban Land” and is sutable for
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redev e opment and construction of the proposed project (Phase |
ESA dated July 2007).

Hazards and Nuisances
including Ste Sofety

T he proposed project would not result in any hazards and
nuisances. T he construction effects associated with the

devel opment of the proposed project would be typicd of
construction effects throughout New York City, including sidewak
dosures, fugitive dust and construction noise. T he effects would
be addressed under existing locd, date, and federd regulaions
governing construction activities within New York City.

Energy Consumption

T he proposed project would utilize existing power utilitiesin the
area and would not consume a significant amount of energy.

Neighborhood Impacts

Noise - Contribution to
Community NoiseLevels

T he proposed project would not contribute to community naise
levels as it would not result insignificant leve's of traffic (mobile
source noise). No mohile or stationary noise impacts would result
as the building smechanicd equipment would be endosed in
accordance with NY C Depatment of Buildings (DOB) regul étions.

Air Quality - Effeds of
Ambient Air Quality on
Project and Contribution to
Community Pollution Levels

T he proposed project would not generate signifi cant leve's of
traffic, therefore no exceedances of the Nationd Ambient Air
Qudity Standard (NAAQS) associated with carbon monoxide (CO)
or paticulae matter (PM) would result. Thebuilding would be
nine stories in height and tdler than surrounding buldings The
proposed project would not result in adverse air qudity impacts
associaed with HVAC emissions. Furthermore, the project siteis
not located near any medicd, chemica or research labs or within
400" of manufacturing or large-sca e emission sources (BSA CAL.
No. 26-09BZ).

Environmental Design

Visual Quality - Coherence
Diversty, Compatible Use and
Sale

T he proposed project involves the new construction of a nine-story
residentid building inthe Hatbush ne ghborhood of Brooklyn. The
proposed project would not result in significant adverse impacts on
urban design, visud resources or neighborhood character. It would
provide a benefit by improving the dte and providing much needed
affordable housing for the neighborhood.

Sodoeoconomic

Demogrgphic Charad e
Changes

T he proposed project would not result in impacts assod aed with
demographic character. The proposed project would provide safe,
affordable housing to formerly homeess individuds as wel aslow-
income residents of Brooklyn's Community District 14.

Displacemant

T here would be no displacement as the siteis currently comprised
of vacant land (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).
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Employment and Income
Patemns

T he proposed project would result in additiona jobs associated
with construction of the proposed project. Once constructed, the
building would require ma ntenance and security personnd. The
project would not result in a demographic change or a substantid
effect on income paterns.

Community Fadlities
and Services

Educational Facilities

T he proposed project would not place a significant demand on
public schools operated or chartered by the New York City
Depatment of Education (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).

Commercial Facilities

Many locd ly-owned businesses are located on Ocean and Flatbush
Avenues within dose proximity to the project ste. The new
population resulting from the proposed project is likdy to frequent
neighborhood businesses. Noimpacts rd aed to commercid
facilities would result from the proposed project.

Health Care

Three mgor hedth care fadilities are located within Brooklyn
Community District 14: Kings County Medicd Center & 451
Clarkson Avenue, SUNY - Downstate Medicd Center a 450
Clakson Avenue and Brooklyn Medicd Center & 1606 Futon
Street. All three hospitds are essily ble by public
transportation. No impacts relaed to hedth care would result from
the proposed proj ect.

Social Services

Socid services in the area of the proposed project are provided by a
range of New York City agendes. In addition, the proposed project
would provide on-site socid services for residents. Noimpacts
rdlated to socid services would result from the proposed project.

SolidWaste

Municipd solid waste disposd isprovided by the New York City
Depatment of Sanitation. T he proposed project would na
significantly increase the generation of solid waste or affect the
provision of sanitation services.

Wade Water

Waste water would be handled by the New York City Depatment
of Environmentd Protection (DEP). T heproposed project would
not result insignificant or unusua demand for sewage disposd or
trestment and no impacts would reault.

SormWaer

New York City’ sstorm waer management system ishandled by
DEP. In addition, the project siteisless than one acrein size and
would not require a SPDES permit. There would be noimpact on
storm water due to the proposed project.

Water Qupply

T here would be no impact on New York City swater supply
system due to the proposed project. New York City’ s potable water
supply isprovided and maintained by DEP.

Public Safety - Police

T here would be no impact on police services due to the proposed
project. Police protection services are provided by the New Y ork
City Police Depatment (NYPD).
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- Fire 1 T here would be no impact on fire services due to the proposed
project. Fire protection services are provided by the New York
City Fire Depatment (FDNY).

- Emergency Medical 1 T here would be no impact on locd emergency medicd savices.
T hese services are provided by Kings County Medicd Center,
SUNY-Downstate Medicd Center and Brooklyn Medica Center.
All three hospitds are easily accessible by public transportation
(BSA CAL. 26-09B2).

- Open Jace 1 The proposed project would not place a significant demand on open
space or recregtiond facilities in the area. No impacts to open space
would result. The project siteislocated within waking distance to

Prospect Park, the Brooklyn Parade Grounds and Umma Park (BSA
CAL. 26-09BZ).

- Recreaion 1 T he proposed project would not place a significant demand on open
space or recreationa resources in thearea No impacts to
recreation would occur. The project siteislocated within waking
distance to Prospect Park, theBrooklyn Parade Grounds and Umma
Park (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ).

- Cultural Facilities 1 T he proposed project would not place a significant demand on
culturd fadilitiesin thearea. The project siteis located within
New York City, whichis hometo ample culturd fecilities
accessible to residents by public transportation.

- Transportation 1 The project siteis sarviced by publictransportation. There are
subway and bus connections within waking distance. The two
nearest subway lines are the B/Q a Church Avenue. TheB16, B35
and B41 buses are dl within 3 Hocks of the project site. The
proposed project is not expected to generate a significant amount of
traffic and no significant impact on the ared s transportaion
systems would occur (BSA CAL. 26-09BZ2).

Natural Features

Waer Resources 1 The proposed project would not result inasignificant effect on
water resources, induding groundwater. The project siteislocated
in Kings County under which lies the Kings-Queens Aquifer which
was designated a Sole Source Aquifer by the US EPA on 1/24/84.
The EPA was consulted on 5/62009. T he use of the site for
residentid purposes would not impact the aquifer.

Surface Wat e 1 The proposed project would not result inasignificant effect on
water resources, induding groundwater and surface weter.

Unique Natural Features and 1 T here are no unique naturd features or agriculturd lands near the

Agricultural Lands project site Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact.

Vegetation and Wildlife 1 T he proposed project islocated in a deve oped, urban area of New
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York City. The proposed project isnot located immediady
adjacent to the East River, thehabitat for the short-nosed sturgeon,
the only listed endangered species for Kings County. T he proposed
project would not result insignficant effects rdated to the
Endangered Species Act.

Flood Disaste Protection Act
[Flood Insurance]

The project siteis not located within aSpecid Flood Hazard Area
and flood insurance is not required (FEMA map #3604970214F).

Coastal Barrier Resources Adt/
Coadgta Barrier Improvement
Act

[858.6(c)]

The project siteis not located on a Coastd Barrier Resource.

Airport Runway Clear Zoneor
Clear Zone Disclosure

[858.6(d)]

The project isnot located proximate to a Runway Clear Zone or
Clear Zone

Other Factors

Other Factors

Other Factors

Comments:

Prepared by:
NAM E Aaron Werner

Title/Agency: Environmenttal Planner/NY C Department of Housing and Preservation and

Developmeant

END OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST
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