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: Center for Urban Community Services
2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue
Bronx, Bronx County

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 desgnaedtax aredit agency for the disbursemeant 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 31, 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 Depatment of Housing Preserveation and Development’ s determinaion of
Unlided, Negaive Declaration daed August 31, 2009.

If youhaveany quedionsor 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: Center for Urban Community Services (CUCS)
Projec Name: CUCS-2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx
Project Site Address: 2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx, New Y ork 10457
Projed County: Bronx
Esti mated project oosts: $25M
Total TCAP Award: $6.1M

Project Sponsor Address: 2212 Third Avenue, New York, NY 10029

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 catifiestha the New Y ork City Departmant of Housing Presarvaion and Devel opment
(HPD) has conducted an environmental review of the project identified above and preparedthe atached
environmental review record in compliance with all applicable provisions of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969, as amended, (42 USC sec. 4321 & seg.) and itsimplementing regulations a 24 CFR Pat 58.

Preparer Signature:

NAME Aaon Weaneg
Title/Agency: Environmental Planner Date: 8/31/2009
New York City Depatment of Housing Preservaion and Development



Projed¢ Name:  CUCS- 2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx, New Y ork
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 two 5-gory residential buildings
containing atatal of 90 dwelling units for homeless and low-incomeindividuals and families. All units
will be affordable to families earning up to 50% of Area Median Income.

Theprojed dtesaretwo vacant lotsowned by the project sponsor, the Center for Urban Community
Services (CUCS. Thesdteiszoned R7-1. The proposed project istwo 5-dory residential buildings with a
total of 90 dwelling units, containing studio, one-bedroom, two-bedroom and three-bedroom gpartments
aswell as space for supportive services and community adivitiesonthe ground floor. All of the units
woul d be for homeless and low-income individuals and families. Theproject stes are located at 2007 and
2013-2017 Hughes Avenue in the Bronx (Block 3068, Lots77, 78 and Blodk 3069 Lots100 and 101).
For the purpose of this Environmental Assessment, the proposed development & 2007 Hughes Avenue is
known as 9teA; andthe development at 2013-2017 isknown as Ste B. Ste A would contain afive-story
resdential buildingwith 52 dwelling units. Ste B would contain a five-dory residential building with 38
dwelling units. All of the unitsin both buildings would be affordable to individuals earning up to 50%
AMI. Inadditionto T CAP funding, the proposed projed would utilize funding from HUD’s HOME
Invegement PatnershipsProgram (HOME) aswell asProject Based Rental Assistance from HUD.

Summary of Findings and 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.)

Because the proposed project would be devel oped by a not-for-profit supportive housing deve oper, other
dternatives were not considered. As proposed, the project would provide 90 units of affordabl e supportive housing
for formerly homeess and low income individuas and families.

No Action: Under no-action conditions, the project site would reman initsexisting state. T he vacant, unimproved
condition of the sites would reman and needed affordabl e housing would not be provided. T he area would continue
to bein need of affordable and supportive housing. Under the no-action condition, the siteswould remain in
unproductive use and affordable housing opportunities would belost.

Action: Refer to "Project Description” above.
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 not require any messures to minimize or diminate adverse effects.



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

Additional Studies Performed

Phase | ESA — December 18, 2007

NYC Landmarks Preservaion Commission s (LPC) memos dated 8/282008
CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaraion 10HPD0O07X

List of Attachments:

Attached pleasefind thefollowingdocuments:

-NEPA Environmental Assessment for HOME funding - August 2009
- Phase | Environmentd Site Assessment dated December 18, 2007

- NYC Landmarks Preservation Commission memos dated 8/28/2008

- FEMA Hood Map #3604970082F

- CEQR EAS and Negative Declaration 10HPD007X

- NYC Coastal Zone Map

- NYC Zoning Map

List of Saurces, Agencies and Persons Conaulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]
1) Center for Urban Community Services (CUCS) (Sponsor)

2) Phase| Environmentd Site Assessment dated December 18, 2007
3) NEPA Environmenta Assessment for HOME funding - August 2009
4) NYC Landmarks Preservation Commisson letter dated 8/28/2008
5) FEMA Flood plain map #3604970082F

6) NYC Coastd Zone Mgp Section 3

7) NYC Zoning Map



APPENDI X A
Statutory Chedk lig
Site Specific

[24CFR 858.5 and 58.6]

Project #: N/A
Projed¢ Name: CUCS—2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx, New York
Projedt Address. 2007, 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx, New Y ork 10457

Date: August 31, 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 was consulted. LPC determined

[36 CFR 800] tha theproposed projed would not adversely affect higoric resources. See
attached LPC memos (one for each site) dated 8/28/2008.

Floodpl ain Management X | O | According to the FEMA Hood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), the proj ect sites are

[24 CFR 55, Executive Order 11988] notlocaedwithin aSpeda Flood Hazard Area. (Panel No. 3604970082F). No
impacts would result fromthe proposed projed.

Wetlands Protection X [ O | Theprojea Stes arenat locaedwithin anidentified federal wetland. No impacts

[ Executive Order 11990] would result fromthe proposed projed (Phasel ESA, December 2007).

Coastal Zone X | U | Theprojed stesarenot locaed within the boundaries of New York Gty' s

agem Coastal Zone. Therewou d beno inpacts on the Coaga Zonefromthe propased

Péleiirlns 307(§Q;)ﬁ0t project. (Seeattached NY C Coastd Zone Map, Section 3)

Sole Sour ce Aquifers X [ O | Theprojea Stes arelocaed in the Bronx and are nat locaed ebove asol e source

[40 CFR 149] aquifer. No impacts would result fromthe proposed proj ect.

Endangered Spedes Act X [ O | Theprojea Stes arelocaed in adeve oped, utban areaof New York Qty. The

[50 CFR 402] proposed projed would beanewn congrudion projed in an areaprevioudy

disturbed and devd oped.

Theprojed dtes arenot locaedimmediatel y adj acent to or on theEagt River, the
habita for the short-nosed sturgeon, the only listed endangered geci es for Bronx
County. The proposed project would nat result insignificant i mpacts rel ded to
the Endangered Spedes Ad.

Wild and Scenic X | U [ Therearenowild and scenicrivers withinNew York Qty as designaed by the
RiversAct us Dgpartment of'thell nterior; therefore, the proposal project would not affect
[Sections 7 (b), (€)] theWild and Scenic Rvers Act.

Air Quality X [ O | Theproposal projed would not generatesignificant | evels of traffic, therefore no
[Clean Air Act, Sections 176 (c) exceedances of the Naiond Ambient Air Quality Standard NAAQS) assod ated
and (d),and 40 CFR 6, 51, 93] with carbon monoxide (CO) or particulate metter (PM) woul d result. The projed

wouldnot adversdy affect the State Inplementation Plan (SIP). The proposed
proect' sHVAC sysgems woul d utili ze natural gas asthe fuel type. No
significant impact on airqudity would result. In addition, the proposed proj ect
does nat contan atrangportation component (CEQR EASand Negaive
Declaraion 10HPD007X).

Farmland Protection Policy X | L | Theproposal projed would not cause digumance of Prime, Unique, or Statewvide
Important Farmand and itwould nat result inthe conversion of agriculturd land

Act [7 CFR 658) to non-ggriaulturd uses. Therefore, the proposed projedt would notviolaethe
Farmland Protection Policy Ad.

Environmenta Justice X | L [ Theproposal projed would belocated in apredomninantly [ow-income and

[Executive Order 12898] minority area. It isintended to serve an exiging nea for the affordable hous ng
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and is not expected to facilitae development which would result in adverse
environmental jugticeinmpacts. Althoughthe projed dtes arelocaed in
neighborhood charaderi zed as low-ncome and minority, the proposed proj ect
wouldnot result in any unmitigated i npacts.

Noise Abatement and
Control [24 CFR 51 B]

The proposed projed isnat locaedwithin 1000 feet of any mgjor highway or
3,000 feet of arailroad, andis beyondthe 65 dBA noise contour for LaGuardia
and FK Internaiond Airmports. The projed sites arelocated on oneway stredsin
aresidential neighborhood and are naot located near any mgj or noi se source.

Noise generated by vehicul ar traffic on the greets surrounding the projed sites
wouldnot be expectal to be a signifi cant nai se contributor. In the absence of
substantid noisefromthese sourcss, it islikdy thatthe Ldnnaoiselevels at the
project Steswould beless than 65 dBA and therefore be withinthe* Acceptebl €’
range accordingto HUD criteria. In addition, the design of the propased projed
i's expected to provide at | esst 20 dBA of window/wall attenuati on, in accordance
with sandard building construdion practi ces (CEQR EASand Negdive
Declargion 10HPD007X).

Toxic or Hazardous
Substancesand
Radioadive Materia s
[HUD Notice 79-33]

ThePhasel Environmentd Site A ssessiment prepared by 1VI DueDiligence
Services Inc., revea ed no Recogni zed Environmentd Conditions (RECs) with
resped tothe projedt dtes. The projed sites are currently vacant therefore, | ead-
based paint (L BP), asbestos contaning meterials (ACM) and nold are not
present. Historicd uses do not indi catethe presenceof hazardous meterials on
thedte Acoording to theEPA's Map of Radon Zones, Bronx County is
considered to hare low potentia (it has apredicted averagei ndoor radon
screening levd lessthan2 pCi/L). Therefore, radon exposureis not anti cipated
(Phase | ESA, Decenber 2007; CEQR EAS and Negaive Ded aration
10HPDO007X) (http:/ vww .epa.gov/rador/zonemap/nevyork htm).

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

A visud survey ofthe surrounding arearevead el that there are no exterior above-
ground storagetanks within 1,000 of the project stes with adired line of sightto
the proposad projed. In addition, the exterior above-ground storageof
explosives or hazardous meterial swithin New York City is subjectto New York
City Fre Department (FDNYY ) permitting which requires approprige blas and
thermal protection meterials aroundthe goragetank to proted adjacent
properties. Noinpactswould result (Phasel ESA, Decenber 2007).

Airport Clear Zonesand
Accident Potential Zones

[24CFR 51D]

The projed stes areloceed beyond onemle of an airport; therefore, no further
assessment is warranted and no inpacts would result.

NOTES:

Prepare
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Project #:
Project Name:

N/A

APPENDI X B

Environmental Assessment Chedk list

Site Specific

CUCS - 2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx,

Projedt Address. 2007 and 2013-2017 Hughes Avenue, Bronx, New York 10457

Date:

August 31,2009

[Environmental Review Guide HUD CPD 782, 24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Evaluatethe sgnificance of theeffets of the proposal onthe charadter, 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 contad, telgphone numbers and page references.
Attach additional maerials asneeded.

Land Devel opment Code | Source or Documentation

Conformance with 1 T he proposed project would not result in any changes to the zoning

Comprehensive Plans of the project sites. The proposed project would be developed in

and Zoning accordance with the regulaions of the R7-1 zoning district and no
impacts would result (CEQR EAS and Negative Ded aation
10HPDOO7X).

Compaibility and 2 T he proposed project would result in new construction on two

Urban Impad vacant sites located in the East Tremont neighborhood of the
Bronx. The proposed project islocaed in adensdy deve oped area
of the Bronx and would be consistent with surrounding land uses
and prevaling urban design conditions inthe area. No impacts
would result (CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaraion 10HPD0O07X).

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

Erosion 1 T he proposed project islocated in a densdy deve oped urban area
of the Bronx. It would na result in any impacts reated to soil
erosion.

Soil Slitability 1 The soil of the project sites iscdassified as “ Urban Land” and is
suitabl e for redeve opment and construction of the proposed project
(Phase | ESA, December 2007).

Hazards and Nuisances 1 T he proposed project would not result in hazards and nuisances.

including Ste Sfety T he construction effects associated with the devel opment of the
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proposed project would be typica of construction effects
throughout New York City, induding sidewak dosures, fugitive
dust and construction noise. T he effects would be addressed under
existing locd, state, and federd regulaions governing construction
activity within New York City and noimpacts would result.

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 in significant leve's of traffic (mobile
source noise). No mobile or stationary noise impacts are
anticipated as the proposed project’ s building mechanica system
(i.e heating, ventilation, and ar conditioning systems) would be
designed to meet dl goplicable noise regulations (i.e., Subchapter 5,
§24-227 of the New York City Noise Control Code, the New York
City Depatment of Buildings Code) to avoid producing leve s that
would result inany significant increase in ambient noise levels
(CEQR EAS and Negaive Declaraion 10HPD0O07X).

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

T he proposed project would not generate signifi cant leves of
traffic, therefore no exceedances of the Nationd Ambient Air
Qudity Standard (NAAQS) associated with carbon monoxide (CO)
or particulae mater (PM) would result. There are no permitted
emission sources identified wihtin 400 feet of the project site. Both
buildings would be five stories in height (gpproximatdy 80 feet)
and would betdler than surrounding build ngs and would not result
in the potentid for adverse air quaity impacts associated with
HVAC emissions (CEQR EAS and Negative Declaration
10HPDOO07X).

Environmental Design

Visual Quality - Coherence
Diversty, Compaible Use and
Sae

The proposed project involves new construction of two five-story
residentia buildings inthe East Tremont neighborhood of the
Bronx. The proposed deve opment would not result in dgnificant
adverse impacts to urban design, visud resources or nel ghborhood
character. (CEQR EAS and Negative Ded aration 10HPDO007X).

Sodoeoonomic

Demographic Charact e
Changes

T he proposed project would not result inimpacts associaed with
changes in demographic character. The proposed project would
provide safe, affordable housing to formerly homeess individuas
as wdl as low-income residents of the Bronx Community District
6. Itwould result in a benefit to the surrounding popu aion by
providing safe, affordabl e housing and diminating vacant,
underutilized sites.

Displacement

No displacement would result from the proposed project as both
sites are comprised of vacant land.
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Employment and Income
Patemns

T he proposed project would result in additiona jobs associated
with construction of the buildings Once constructed, the buildings
will require mantenance, security, and support staff (goproximady
24 employess). The project would not result in a demographic
change or asubstantid 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 (DOE). T he proposed project would not
introduce more than 50 school -age children, as approximatey 80
percent of the units would be studos (CEQR EAS and Negative
Dedlaraion 10HPD007X).

Commercia Facilities

Many locdly-owned businesses are located on Arthur Avenue, East
179th Strest and East T remont Avenue within dose proximity to
the project sites. The new residents resulting from the proposed
project arelikdy to frequent neighborhood businesses. No impacts
to commercid fadilities would result from the proposed project.

Health Care

T here are two mgor hedth care facilities located within Bronx
Community District 6 (Bronx VA Medicd Center and Bronx
Lebanon Hospitd Center). Both hospitdsare essily accessible by
public transportation and would not be significantly impacted by
the proposed project (CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaraion
10HPDOO7X).

Social Services

Sodid services in the area of the proposed project are provided by a
range of New York City agendies. In addition, the proposed project
would provide on-site socid services for theresidents. No impacts
related to socid services would result from the proposed project.

Solid Waste

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 (CEQR EAS and Negative
Dedaration 10HPDOO07X).

Wase Water

Waste water would be handled by the New York City Depatment
of Environmentd Protection (DEP). Theproposed project would
result in new residentid devel opment which would not result in
significant or unusua demand for sewage disposa or trestment
(CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaraion 10HPD0O07X).

SormWaer

New York City’ sstorm waer management system ishandled by
DEP. In addition, the project sites are less than one acrein size and
therefore, a SPDES permit would nat be required. Noimpacts
relaed to storm water would result from the proposed proj ect
(CEQR EAS and Negative Ded aration 10HPDO07X).

Water Qupply

T here would be no impact on New York City sweter supply
system due to the proposed project. New York City’ s potable water
system isprovided by DEP (CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaration
10HPDO07X).
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Public Safety - Police

No impacts to pdice services would result from the proposed
project. Police protection services are provided by the New York
City Police Depatment (NYPD). (CEQR EAS and Negdive
Dedaraion 10HPD0OO07X).

- Fire

No impacts to fire services would result from the proposed project.
Fire protection services are provided by the New York City Fire
Depatment (FDNY'). (CEQR EAS and Negative Dedlaration
10HPDOO07X).

- Emergency Medical

T here are two mgor hedth care facilities located within Bronx
Community District 15 (Bronx VA Medicd Center and the Bronx
Lebanon Hospitd Center). Both hospitdsare easily accessible by
public transportation and would not be significantly impacted by
the proposed project (CEQR EAS and Negative Dedaraion
10HPDO0O07X).

- Open Jace

T he proposed project would not place a significant demand on open
spaces in the area. The project sites are located within waking
distance to Crotona Park, New York Batanicd Gardens and the
Bronx Zoo. In addition, the proposed project would not be
expected to cregte asignifi cant change in the demand for nearby
parks since the proposed number of users associated with the
project would be bdow the CEQR T echnicd Manud threshold of
200 or more residents or 500 or more employees. T herefore, no
further andysis is required, and the proposed action would not
result in any significant adv erse impacts to open space (CEQR EAS
and Negative Ded araion 10HPDOO7X).

- Recreaion

T he proposed project would not place a significant demand on
recregtiond facilities in the area T he sites are located within
walking distance to Crotona Park, New Y ork Botanicd Gardens
and the Bronx Zoo. In addition, the proposed project would not be
expected to create asignifi cant change in the demand for nearby
parks since the proposed number of users associated with the
project would be b ow the CEQR T echnicd Manud threshold of
200 or more residents or 500 or more employess. T herefore, no
further andysis is required, and the proposed action would not
result in any sigrificant adv erse impacts to open space (CEQR EAS
and Negetive Ded aretion 10HPDO007X).

- Cultural Facilities

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

- Transportation

T he project sites are accessible by subway and bus and by the
Metro-North Railroad. The project sites are located approximatdy
0.4 miles northesst of the Metro-North T remont station and about
0.6 miles esst of the Tremont Avenue subway station serving the B
and D trains. The Bx36 bustrave's esst-west dong East 180th
Street and the Bx40 and Bx42 busestrave esst west dong East
Tremont Avenue T he Bx17 bustravd s north-south dong Crotona
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Avenue, two blocks esst of the project site, and theBx15 and Bx55
buses travel north-south dong T hird Avenue, three blocks west of
the sites.

T he proposed 92 dwdling unit residentid deve opment would be
bel ow the CEQR threshold of 100 dwelling units requiring an
andysis of trip generaion. The project would not resultin an
increase of more than 200 pesk hour bus, rail, or pedestrian trips
and therefore, no significant adverse impacts to subway and locd
bus services and pedestrian fadilities in thesurrounding area are
expected (CEQR EAS and Negative Ded araion 10HPDO07X).

Natural Features

Waer Resources

The proposed project would not result inasignificant effect on
water resources, induding groundwater. The project sitesare not
located above a sole source aguii fer.

Surface Wa e

T he proposed project would not result inasignificant effect on
water resources, induding groundwater and surface weter.

Unique Natural Features and
Agricultural Lands

T here are no unique naturd features or agriculturd lands neer the
project sites. Therefore, the proposed project would have no
impact.

Vegetation and Wildlife

The proposed project islocated in a deve oped, urban areain the
Bronx, New York. Theproposed project is not located
immediady adjacent to the East River, the habitat for the short-
nosed sturgeon, the only liged endangered species for Bronx
County.

Flood Disaster Protection Ac
[Flood Insurance]

The project sites are not located within a Specid Flood Hazard
Area. Therefore, flood insuranceis not required (FEMA FIRM
Pand No. 3604970082F).

Coastal Barrier Resources Aat/
Coagtal Barrier Improvement
Act

[858.6(C)]

The project will not be undertaken in the coastd Barrier Resources
System, as amended by the Coastd Barrier Improvement Act of
1990 (16 U.S.C. 3501)

Airport Runway Clear Zoneor
Clear Zone Disclosure
[858.6(d)]

T he project sites are not located proximate to an Airport Runway
Clear Zone or Clear Zone as defined in 24 CFR Part 51D.

Other Factors

Other Factors
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Other Factors

Commeats:

Prepare
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