
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 

                       Agency Use Only  [IfApplicable] 
Project :

Date :

http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91818.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91818.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91818.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91824.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91829.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91829.html
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/91836.html



	Completed for the Project Part 2: Yes
	Type 1 Seqr Status: Yes
	Project EAF Part One: Yes
	EAF completed for this project part 3: Yes
	Part 3 Additional Sheets as Needed: 
The SEQRA Part 2 form identified potential impacts from the proposed action on: land; surface water; groundwater; flooding; plants and animals; aesthetics; historic and archaeological resources; transportation; noise, odor, and light; and human health. Below indicates that the proposed action would not result in a significant adverse impact on these resources. 

1. Land. Project would involve construction in wetlands and uplands. Beneficial impacts to ecological values and functions upon project completion.
2. Surface Water. Wetland loss, but overall improved ecological values and functions from rehabilitation, floatables and sediment capture and removal, and habitat restoration. 
3. Groundwater. Project would include diesel storage tank, which would be designed to protect groundwater resources.
4. Flooding. Project site is not located in a 100- or 500-year floodplain.  Beneficial impact from reduced dam overtopping during peak precipitation events.
5. Plants and animals. Project would involve tree removal and wetlands disturbance.  Mitigation is identified to reduce impacts.
6. Aesthetics. Project would involve tree removal and wetlands disturbance. Overall project would result in net benefit to visual character.
7. Historic and archaeological resources. SHPO has determined the project would have no effect on the NRHP-eligible historic district.
8. Transportation. Beneficial impacts to site pedestrian and bicycle circulation and access, as well as improved parking facilities.
9. Noise, Odor, and Light. Short-term and minor noise impacts during construction that would be mitigated through adherence to the local noise ordinance.
10. Human Health. Short-term impacts during construction related potential exposure to contaminated sediments.  Mitigation is identified to reduce impacts.

The construction and operation of the proposed project would result in long-term, beneficial impacts to hazards and nuisances (dam safety and flood risk, site safety), educational and cultural facilities, public safety, open space and recreation, transportation and accessibility water resources, and vegetation and wildlife.

As supported by the technical analyses and mitigation measures, the proposed project would not result in significant impacts with respect to land development, socioeconomic conditions, community facilities and services, or natural features. The project is a component of the Living with the Bay Project and Resiliency Strategy, and it would result in cumulative beneficial impacts to wetlands, vegetation and wildlife, water quality, and flood risk and safety.

Short-term impacts during construction are anticipated related to contaminated sediments, surface water, transportation, air quality, and noise. In cases where short-term potential impacts have been identified, impacts would be mitigated through design, regulatory compliance, and/or implementation of BMPs.   

See NEPA Environmental Assessment, dated October 5, 2018, for detailed technical analyses at www.stormrecovery.ny.gov/environmental-docs.
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