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Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:
The Town of Hempstead is proposing shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek
located in South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York (see Attachment 1,
Location Maps). The proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead repair,
natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation, and green infrastructure improvements. In addition,
recreational enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed. A detailed description of
proposed improvements for each site is provided below:
Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from Mill
Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1 of 2). This stretch of the shoreline is part of a public
greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements include reconstructing a
pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern shoreline of Valley
Stream/Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential neighborhood connecting to Forest Road.
The pedestrian pathway would feature pedestrian/educational signage, overlook areas, wild flower
plantings, and a pollinator garden. Stormwater management measures consisting of bioswales with
overflow structures would be implemented along this stretch in order to provide stormwater retention and
treatment. The proposed shoreline improvements would implement a living shoreline concept and consist
of a vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and
construction of a berm for additional surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements include
a pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area, and a boulder
revetment. A detailed description of each project element proposed for Site 1 is provided in Table 1 and
preliminary plans are included in Attachment 2.
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road Park
(Site 2 of 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located
approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/ Hook Creek and Watts
Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead in various states of
disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing damaged bulkhead and
reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing timber bulkhead would be replaced with a vinylsheet bulkhead and includes reestablishing the outfall through the proposed retaining wall and installing an
18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during periods of high tide. This outfall is connected to
a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The three upstream catch basins connected to this drainage
system would be retrofitted with catch basin inserts. Preliminary plans for Site 2 are included in
Attachment 2.

SITE 1
PROJECT
ELEMENTS
Pedestrian
Pathway

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
LOCATION
DESCRIPTION

The northwest bank of Valley
Stream/ Hook Creek from
Mill Road to approximately
Cloverfield Road North and
extending west through a
residential neighborhood to
Forest Road.

An existing pedestrian pathway would be
reconstructed, extending approximately 2,300
feet from Mill Road to its termination point at
Forest Road. The pathway would measure 12 feet
wide and consist of asphalt and permeable
concrete pavers.
Reconstruction of the path
would require removal of the existing asphalt and
concrete paving. The west abutment of a former
pedestrian bridge at Cloverfield Road North
would also be removed.

Pollinator
Garden

Overlooks

The northwest side of the
reconstructed pedestrian path
between Columbine
Lane and Bittersweet Lane.
Two locations: Dahlia Lane
and at the Pollinator Garden
(between Columbine
Lane and Bittersweet Lane).

Educational Signs Potential locations include
the Pollinator Garden and at
the tidal marsh at the south
end of the project.
Continuous Berm The northwest bank of Valley
Stream/ Hook Creek between
Mill Road and the former
pedestrian bridge.
Shoreline
RestorationInvasive Species
Removal

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Shoreline
RestorationWetland Creation
and
Enhancement

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Stormwater
Management

Between Mill Road and the
former pedestrian bridge.

An approximately 240-foot long and 5-foot wide
concrete walkway would be constructed between
the pedestrian pathway and Flower Road, along
with an adjacent seating area with a pergola.
A pollinator garden would be constructed to help
revive the health of bees, butterflies, birds, bats,
and other pollinators.
Two overlook areas would be constructed along
the pedestrian pathway:
an area measuring
approximately 25-foot by 5-foot adjacent to
Dahlia Lane and an approximately 25-foot by 6foot area adjacent to the proposed Pollinator
Garden. The overlook areas would include bench
seating and black aluminum fencing.
Interpretive educational signage would be
installed at a minimum of two (2) locations along
the proposed path.
A continuous berm, consisting of vegetated earth
with boulders would be constructed along the
northwest side of Valley Creek/Hook Creek. The
berm would be constructed to the 10-year stillwater elevation of seven feet.
Invasive species (phragmites) would be removed
within the high marsh area (at or above the mean
high water mark) using a combination of
herbicides and excavation during the course of
construction. The area would be replaced with
clean fill and replanted with native intertidal high
marsh species.
Existing wetland areas would be restored and
enhanced by creating a naturally sloped shoreline
and planting intertidal and high marsh plant
species. This would involve excavation,
placement of fill and grading of the shoreline. As
this work will include dredging of the existing
stream bed, dewatering is likely to occur for
approximately one (1) week or less.
At the base of the slope, approximately 1,275
linear feet (LF) of coir fiber logs are proposed to
be installed.
Bioswales would be constructed along the
northwest side of the proposed berm. Each swale
would include an overflow structure and would be
interconnected with polyethylene piping that
would ultimately tie into the existing drainage
outfalls at Cloverfield Road North, Elderberry
Lane East, Dahlia Lane, and Bittersweet Lane.

Kayak Launch

Between Bittersweet Lane
and Columbine Lane.

Scenic Overlook
with Boulder
Revetment

At the west abutment of the
former pedestrian bridge.

Each of the 24 upstream catch basin inlets which
are connected to these four positive drainage
systems that outfall into Valley Stream would be
retrofitted with a catch basin insert.
Installation of a pedestrian access ramp and kayak
launch. The ramp would be constructed out of a
concrete checker block grid and would provide
bank stabilization, as well as a surface suitable for
use as a kayak launch during high tide.
The remaining section of the former pedestrian
bridge would be removed and replaced with a
boulder revetment and scenic overlook area.

Pile Supported
Boardwalk

The southwest end of the
proposed pathway, near
Cloverfield Road South.

Installation of 6-foot wide, 100-foot long, pile
supported, timber boardwalk over the proposed
reconstructed wetland. Boardwalk abutments
would consist of concrete slabs with rip-rap for
erosion control.
An osprey nesting structure would be installed
consisting of a timber nesting platform and two
2x4 perches supported on a single timber pile.

Osprey Nesting
Structure

Near the tidal marsh at
southwest end of the
proposed pathway, near
Cloverfield Road South.

Alternative
Pedestrian
Pathway
Pavement
Parking Area

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Installation of permeable interlocking concrete
pavers instead of asphalt pathway is proposed for
the pedestrian pathway.

Within existing parkland at
the intersection of Flower
Road and Old Central
Avenue.

Construction of a gravel parking area.

Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
The proposed project is intended to provide flood, hurricane and stormwater control, and increase the
economic and environmental resiliency of the South Valley Stream community to future climate-related
events. The proposed improvements would provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water
quality, and reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent
tributaries. In addition, the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance recreational opportunities
by reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline. Further, the proposed project would
provide added protection from storm surge and flooding for the neighboring residences, schools, and local
businesses.
Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
South Valley Stream is a hamlet located along the southwestern edge of the Town of Hempstead in Nassau
County, New York. Residential and commercial properties situated within South Valley Stream were
impacted by flooding during Hurricane Irene, Tropical Storm Lee, Superstorm Sandy. Since the storms,

stream banks in South Valley Stream have continued to erode, and localized flooding occurs on a regular
basis. The proposed project is being undertaken at public green spaces and public parks to provide flood,
hurricane and stormwater control, and to increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South
Valley Stream community for future climate related events.
According to the Disaster Mitigation Act (DMA) Nassau County Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation
Plan Update – Nassau County, NY, 11.13% of the population (page 75) and 97% of the improved property
of South Valley Stream is located in the 100-year floodplain (page 62), and 94% of the land is in High or
Moderate Flood Risk (page 112). This Plan highlights past actions that have been taken within the area to
mitigate damages from natural disasters. The proposed project is specifically identified as a mitigation
initiative that has a high estimated benefit to the community.
According to the New York Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) South Valley Stream Plan, the
proposed project would reduce flooding in the area, help protect private properties from exposure to tidal
flows, reduce the vulnerability of assets to the impacts of the 100-year storm, and create resiliency during
future flooding events for the South Valley Stream community (pages 84 and 88). Additionally, the
proposed living shoreline protects the shoreline from erosion by providing wetlands to buffer tidal flows,
improves water quality, and creates or maintains habitat for plants and animals, and provides aesthetic
value.

Funding Information
Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]: $3,815,000.00
Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount:
CDBG-DR
$3,700,000.00 Public Facilities and Improvements
CDBG-DR
$ 110,500.00 Project delivery Costs
Total
$3,815,000.00

Compliance with 24 CFR 58.5, and 58.6 Laws and Authorities
Record below the compliance or conformance determinations for each statute, executive order, or
regulation. Provide credible, traceable, and supportive source documentation for each authority. Where
applicable, complete the necessary reviews or consultations and obtain or note applicable permits of
approvals. Clearly note citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references. Attach additional
documentation as appropriate.
Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
Compliance determinations
compliance
steps or
mitigation
required?
STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 and 58.6
Yes No
Based on guidance provided by HUD via Fact
Airport Hazards
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
Sheet #D1, the National Plan of Integrated
Airport Systems (NPIAS) was reviewed for
civilian, commercial service and military
airports located near the site. There are no
civilian, commercial service airports located
within 2,500 feet of the proposed project. There
are no military airports located within 15,000
feet of the site (Attachment 1). No additional
review is required.
https://www.michigan.gov/documents/mshda/
mshda_cd_nsp2_air_accident_315724_7.pdf
Coastal Barrier Resources
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as
amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC
3501]

Yes No

Based on the USFWS Coastal Barrier
Resources System Map, the proposed project is
not located in or immediately adjacent (within
150 feet) to a Coastal Barrier Resource System
Unit or Otherwise Protected Area (Attachment
3).
https://www.fws.gov/ecologicalservices/habitatconservation/cbra/Maps/index.html

Flood Insurance
Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 and National Flood Insurance
Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC
4001-4128 and 42 USC 5154a]

Yes No

Based on the FEMA Firmettes 36059C0212G,
36059C0214H and 36059C0213G,
the
proposed project is located within a FEMA
designated flood zone (100-year floodplain,
Special Flood Hazard Area - AE Zone)
(Attachment 4). The Floodplain Management
Determination (Executive Order 11988) for
this Project is included in Attachment 4.
However, proof of National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) insurance is not required as the

proposed project does not involve insurable
structures.
https://msc.fema.gov/portal
STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 & 58.5
Yes No
The proposed project would be located in
Clean Air
Clean Air Act, as amended,
Nassau County, which is within a maintenance
particularly section 176(c) & (d);
area for inhalable particulate matter (PM2.5)
40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93
and carbon monoxide, a marginal nonattainment area for the 8-hour Ozone standard
and considered an area source for hazardous air
pollutants (HAPs) emissions. Temporary
emissions would result from equipment during
construction with no increased emissions
occurring due to the operation of the proposed
project. Therefore, a conformity and screening
analysis was performed according to the
requirements of 40 CFR 93, Subpart B (federal
general conformity regulations). The screening
analysis assumed that the emissions intensity
per expenditure (tons per dollar) for the
proposed project would be similar to the
average intensity of the construction sector in
the county.
Projects with a projected
construction expenditure substantially lower
than the average construction de minimis
expenditure would not exceed de minimis
emissions levels for general conformity
purposes.
Based on the screening analysis, the
construction expenditure threshold for Nassau
County is $410 million before a project may be
expected to exceed the de minimis expenditure
thresholds requiring further analysis or
conformity determination (Attachment 5). The
estimated construction cost of the proposed
project is approximately $3.8 million, which is
less than the $410 million threshold; thus, the
proposed project would not require further
analysis for a conformity determination.
The proposed project is situated within the
existing right-of-way for the public greenway
(Attachment 1, Site 1) and Brook Road Park
(Attachment 1, Site 2). Construction of the
proposed project would not generate significant
levels of vehicular traffic; therefore, no
exceedances of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) associated with

carbon monoxide (CO) or particulate matter
(PM) is anticipated occur. The proposed project
will not result in siting any new source of air
pollutants. The proposed project will not
adversely affect the State Implementation Plan
(SIP). Any air quality impacts would be shortterm and localized during construction and,
therefore, no significant adverse impacts to air
quality are anticipated.
Additionally, the following measures will be
incorporated into the contract documents and a
more detailed conformity analysis will be
required to be completed for the bid package
using the “General Conformity Worksheet.”
Idling Restriction. In addition to adhering to the
local law restricting unnecessary idling on
roadways, on-site vehicle idle time will also be
restricted to five minutes for all equipment and
vehicles that are not using their engines to
operate a loading, unloading, or processing
device (e.g., concrete mixing trucks) or
otherwise required for the proper operation of
the engine.
Utilization of Newer Equipment. EPA’s Tier 1
through 4 standards for non-road engines
regulates the emission of criteria pollutants
from new engines, including PM, CO, NOx,
and hydrocarbons (HC). All non-road
construction equipment with a power rating of
50 horsepower (hp) or greater would meet at
least the Tier 2 emissions standard to the extent
practicable.
Best
Available
Tailpipe
Reduction
Technologies. Non-road diesel engines with a
power rating of 50 hp or greater and controlled
truck fleets (i.e., truck fleets under long-term
contract with the Project) including but not
limited to concrete mixing and pumping trucks
would utilize the best available tailpipe (BAT)
technology for reducing DPM emissions.
Diesel particulate filters (DPFs) have been
identified as being the tailpipe technology
currently proven to have the highest reduction
capability. Construction contracts would
specify that all diesel non-road engines rated at
50 hp or greater would utilize DPFs, either
installed by the original equipment

manufacturer (OEM) or retrofitted. Retrofitted
DPFs must be verified by EPA or the California
Air Resources Board (CARB). Active DPFs or
other technologies proven to achieve an
equivalent reduction may also be used.
EPA, Nonattainment Areas for Criteria
Pollutants
https://www.epa.gov/green-book
Ozone specific:
https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/hb
ca.html#Ozone_8-hr.2008.New_York
EPA, Recent Updates: Federal Register
Notices Published or Effective After September
22, 2016
http://www.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/adde
n.html
Coastal Zone Management
Coastal Zone Management Act,
sections 307(c) & (d)

Yes No

The proposed project is located within the New
York State Coastal Boundary (Attachment 3).
On November 30, 2016, a New York State
Federal
Consistency
Assessment
was
completed and submitted to the New York
State Department of State’s Division of Coastal
Resources for the proposed project to
determine its consistency with the New York
State’s Coastal Management Plan.
On
December 28, 2016, the New York State
Department of State concurred with GOSR’s
assessment that the proposed project was
consistent with the State Coastal Consistency
requirements (see Attachment 6).

Contamination and Toxic
Substances
24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)

Yes No

The proposed project is not listed on a U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Superfund
National
Priorities
or
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)
list or equivalent State list and is not located
within 3,000 feet of a toxic or solid waste
landfill site. A FOIL request for records was
submitted to the Nassau County Department of
Health and the Nassau County Fire
Commissioner, any response will be appended
to Attachment 7.
According to the New York State Department
of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
Environmental Site Remediation Database, two

environmental remediation sites, a New York
State Superfund site and a voluntary cleanup
site, are located within 3,000 feet of the Project
Sites.
101 Green Acres Road Site is currently a Home
Depot store located approximately 1,700 feet
northwest of the proposed project. The site is
listed as a State Superfund Site for industrial
uses from the 1920’s to 1993 with hazardous
waste disposal activities occurring from 1948
to 1993. Chlorinated solvents, were detected in
on-site soil, soil vapor, and groundwater. A
Record of Decision (ROD) was issued for the
site in March 2000 indicating that no further
action was necessary. An investigation into soil
vapors was completed in August 2011, and
results indicated that soil vapor intrusion is not
a concern for off-site buildings. Therefore, this
site is not considered a hazard that could affect
the health and safety of occupants or conflict
with the intended utilization of the proposed
project due to the remedial actions that have
been completed and the determination that soil
vapor intrusion will not impact off-site
buildings.
The second site, Valley Stream S04 (LIRR), is a
Voluntary Cleanup Program Site located
approximately 1,800 feet northeast of the
proposed project. Prior to 1979, mercury
rectifiers were used at this substation to power
the Long Island Rail Road locomotive and
electric passenger car fleet. Primary
contaminants of concern on the site are arsenic
and mercury. However, the site is fenced and
contaminated soil is covered with buildings and
pavement. As such, the public will not come in
contact with the site-related contamination
unless they enter the site or dig below the
ground
surface.
Given
groundwater
contamination is below standards at the source
and contaminant levels are mitigated by the
distance groundwater must travel to reach the
area of the proposed project, any groundwater
contamination present at the proposed project
should not pose a hazard or concern to the
workers involved or require any special health
and safety precautions. This site is not
considered a hazard that could affect the health

and safety of occupants or conflict with the
intended utilization of the proposed project.
There are seven (7) bulk storage facilities
within a 3000-foot radius of the proposed
project. The first site is a Mobil Gas Station
located approximately 1,200 feet north. The
site is a petroleum bulk storage site with three
gasoline tanks registered to the site. Nine spills
have been reported at the site, and eight of the
nine spills have been closed by the NYSDEC.
The remaining open spill, report #9315034,
occurred in March 1994 and involved an
unknown amount of gasoline and methyl-tertbutyl ether (MTBE) released into the
groundwater. The known groundwater gradient
flows in a southern direction towards the
proposed project. However, the NYSDEC has
indicated that the contamination plume is stable
and not migrating any further than the Toys ‘R’
Us property located approximately 900 feet
north of the proposed project (see Attachment
7). Given no additional spill records have been
identified, the known contamination plume
limits, the distance from the Project Sites, and
the length of time that has passed since the spill,
any groundwater contamination present at the
proposed project should not pose a hazard or
concern to the workers involved or require any
special health and safety precautions. This site
is not considered a hazard that could affect the
health and safety of occupants or conflict with
the intended utilization of the proposed project.
The second site, Amaco, is located
approximately 1,200 feet northeast of the
proposed project. The site is a petroleum bulk
storage site with a single registered
underground gasoline tank. This tank has been
converted to a non-regulated use. Two spills
have been reported at the site; however, all
spills were closed by the NYSDEC. Therefore,
this site is not considered a hazard that could
affect the health and safety of occupants or
conflict with the intended utilization of the
proposed project.
The remaining five (5) sites are located more
than 1,300 feet from the proposed project and
either had no reported spills or all spills were
closed by the NYSDEC. Therefore, these

remaining bulk storage sites are not considered
a hazard that could affect the health and safety
of occupants or conflict with the intended
utilization of the proposed project.
A review of the EPA Toxic Release Inventory,
EPA Radiation Information and NYSDEC
Environmental Remediation databases provide
no indication of past uses at the proposed
project site(s) that could contaminate or
adversely affect the occupants of the
surrounding properties. There are 39 EPAlisted and permitted hazardous waste, air
emissions and water discharger facilities
located within 3,000 feet of the proposed
project. Of the 39 facilities, 36 are located
across Hook Creek, down-gradient or have no
violations reported at the facility and, therefore,
are not considered a hazard that could affect the
health and safety of occupants or conflict with
the intended utilization of the proposed project.
Additionally, facilities with no permit
violations are not considered a hazard because
the facilities are in compliance with permit
conditions that are enforced and meet standards
that protect public health and the environment
by preventing releases to the environment. The
remaining three facilities have previously been
in non-compliance. However, they are not
likely to have an adverse environmental effect
on the proposed project as the reported
violations did not involve any releases of
potentially hazardous material (Attachment
7).
Twelve spills have been reported on properties
located within 1,000 feet of the proposed
project. All 12 spills have been closed by the
NYSDEC. Spill cases are closed by NYSDEC
because either; a) the records and data
submitted indicate that the necessary cleanup
and removal actions have been completed and
no further remedial activities are necessary, or
b) the case was closed for administrative
reasons (e.g., multiple reports of a single spill
consolidated into a single spill number).
Therefore, these closed spills are not
considered a hazard that could affect the health
and safety of occupants or conflict with the
intended utilization of the proposed project.

Conclusion: Based on a review of available
environmental records for the proposed project
and surrounding area, the proposed project is
unlikely to be impacted by hazardous materials,
contamination, toxic chemicals and gases, and
radioactive substances. No hazards are
anticipated to affect the health and safety of
occupants or conflict with the intended
utilization of the proposed project. Maps,
Agency FOIL requests, and NYSDEC and EPA
reports are provided in Attachment 7.
Endangered Species
Endangered Species Act of 1973,
particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part
402

Yes No

On July 28, 2016, a formal request was
submitted to the NYSDEC Natural Heritage
Program (NHP) for records of threatened or
endangered species in the project area. On
September 1, 2016, a response was received
from the NHP, which did not identify any
records of rare or state-listed animals or plants,
or significant natural communities at or within
the immediate vicinity of the proposed project
(Attachment 8).
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) lists the following species as having
the potential to occur within the vicinity of the
proposed project:
Endangered
Roseate Tern
(Sterna dougallii dougallii)
Sandplain Gerardia
(Agalinis acuta)
Threatened
Piping Plover
(Charadrius melodus)
Red Knot
(Calidris canutus rufa)
Seabeach Amaranth
(Amaranthus pumilus)
Northern Land-eared Bat
(Myotis septentrionalis)
On December 14, 2016, a No Effect
Determination was sent to the USFWS. As of
February 16, 2017, an acknowledgment has not
been received from USFWS. Upon receipt of
the
USFWS
acknowledgment,
the
environmental review record (ERR) will be
updated to incorporate the response (see
Attachment 8).

After a review of the proposed project in
relation to the aforementioned species’
breeding, foraging, and habitat requirements, it
was concluded that the proposed project would
have no effect on the above species
(Attachment 8). The Project is located in a
highly developed area, with no contiguous
forested/ wooded habitat located in the vicinity
of the project area. Additionally, there are no
records of rare or state-listed animals or plants,
or significant natural communities in the
vicinity of the Project area. As such, the
proposed action would have no effects on the
above species.
The National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) lists the following species for the
Greater Atlantic Region:
Sea Turtles
Loggerhead Turtle
(Caretta caretta)
Kemp’s Ridley Turtle
(Lepidochelys kempii)
Green Turtle
(Chelonia mydas)
Hawksbill Turtle
(Eretmochelys imbricata)
Leatherback Turtle
(Dermochelys coriacea)
Fish
Atlantic Sturgeon
(Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus)
On November 16, 2016, a Memorandum of No
Effect was prepared regarding the marine
species listed by the NMFS (Attachment 8).
The proposed project is located along Valley
Stream, which is a shallow, tidally influenced
stream with existing water quality impairment
that is surrounded by dense residential and
commercial development. The shoreline in the
vicinity of the project area is bulkheaded and
highly developed. There is no critical habitat
for ESA species under NMFS jurisdiction
within the project area. After a review of the
proposed project in relation to the
aforementioned species’ breeding, foraging,
and habitat requirements, it was concluded that
the proposed project activities would not
directly or indirectly affect any ESA species
under NMFS jurisdiction.

Explosive and Flammable
Hazards
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C

Yes No

Not applicable. This criterion is applicable to
HUD‐assisted projects that involve new
residential construction, conversion of non‐
residential buildings to residential use,
rehabilitation of residential properties that
increase the number of units, or restoration of
abandoned properties to habitable condition.
The proposed project does not include these
activities. Further, the proposed project does
not involve the introduction of bulk storage of
hazardous materials.

Farmlands Protection
Farmland Protection Policy Act of
1981, particularly sections 1504(b)
and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658

Yes No

Not applicable. The project location is not
located within an Agricultural District. It would
not cause disturbance to Prime, Unique, or
Statewide Important Farmland and would not
involve the conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use. Therefore, the proposed
project would not violate the Farmland
Protection Policy Act (Attachment 9). Thus,
no further review is required.
http://www.agriculture.ny.gov/ap/agservices/a
gricultural-districts.html

Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11988,
particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR
Part 55

Yes No

The proposed project is located within a FEMA
designated flood zone (100-year floodplain,
Special Flood Hazard Area - AE Zone)
(Attachment 4).
Therefore, a formal
floodplain review process is required for
compliance with Executive Order 11988
Floodplain Management. This 8-step decision
making process is detailed in Attachment 4.
https://msc.fema.gov/portal

Historic Preservation
National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, particularly sections 106
and 110; 36 CFR Part 800; Tribal
notification for new ground
disturbance.

Yes No

On August 25, 2016, the New York State
Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) reviewed
the proposed project and determined that there
will be No Historic Properties Affected by the
proposed undertaking (see Attachment 10).
On November 21, 2016, GOSR sent
consultations letters to the Tribal Historic
Preservation Offices (THPO) of the following
Tribes, Communities and Nations:
 Delaware Tribe of Indians
 Stockbridge-Munsee Community, Band of
Mohicans

 Shinnecock Nation
 Unkechaug Nation
 Delaware Nation
The THPO of the Delaware Tribe of Indians
responded that there are no culturally
significant areas within the vicinity of the
proposed project and that the Tribe has no
objection to the proposed project. The response
also stated that “[i]n the event a concentration
of artifacts and/or in the unlikely event any
human remains are accidentally unearthed
during the project that all work is halted until
the Delaware Tribe of Indians is informed of
the inadvertent discovery and a qualified
archaeologist can evaluate the find.”
The THPO of the Stockbridge-Munsee
Community Band of Mohicans indicated that
the Stockbridge-Munsee Community do not
have significant cultural resource concerns
with the proposed project.
No response was received from the Shinnecock
Nation, Unkechaug Nation, or Delaware
Nation.
See THPO consultations and
responses in Attachment 10. Any subsequent
responses received from the groups will be
incorporated into the requirements of this
environmental review and appended to
Attachment 10.
In the event any unanticipated discoveries of
human remains and/or cultural resources
including, but not limited to, funerary objects,
sacred objects, and objects of cultural
patrimony are made during execution of the
proposed project, work shall be halted
immediately and the SHPO and the THPOs of
the Delaware Tribe of Indians, StockbridgeMunsee Community Band of Mohicans,
Shinnecock Nation, Unkechaug Nation, and
Delaware Nation shall be consulted before
work resumes.
Noise Abatement and Control
Noise Control Act of 1972, as
amended by the Quiet
Communities Act of 1978; 24 CFR
Part 51 Subpart B

Yes No

The proposed project is not a noise-sensitive
use. The proposed activities are not expected to
generate excessive noise during the short-term
construction work and will adhere to local
noise control standards. The proposed project

will be completed in accordance with all
applicable federal, state and local permit
requirements and conditions. Therefore, the
proposed project would not generate any
significant adverse noise impacts.
Sole Source Aquifers
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974,
as amended, particularly section
1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149

Yes No

The Project Site is located within the surficial
boundaries of the Long Island Nassau/Suffolk
Sole Source Aquifer (SSA). On November
30, 2016, an Initial Screen/Preliminary
Review request was submitted to the Region
2 Office of the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) as per the Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) between EPA and
HUD dated August 24, 1990. On December
13, 2016, the EPA indicated requests,
recommendations, and considerations to reduce
environmental impacts and to create a more
sustainable project. One recommendation was
for the mechanical removal of the phragmites
instead of using herbicides, but if herbicides
must be used, the EPA recommends
consultation with Ms. Joyce Rodler of
NYSDEC Region 1 to ensure that the
herbicides posing the least threat to the aquifer
are used. These indications are in accordance
with Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking
Water Act, and therefore the proposed project
would result in no significant threats to the
Long Island Nassau/ Suffolk SSA (see
Attachment 11).
http://www.nassaucountyny.gov/3054/11581
/Ground-Water-Protection

Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990,
particularly sections 2 and 5

Yes No

The proposed project is located adjacent to
and partially within both federally and state
designated wetlands (see Attachment 3).
Therefore, a formal wetland management
review process is required for compliance with
Executive Order 11990 Protection of
Wetlands. This 8-step decision making
process is detailed in Attachment 4.
Permits under 404 and Section 10, via United
States Army Corp of Engineers Nationwide
Permit (NWP) 3 and 27, would be required
prior to project implementation as well as
permits from the NYSDEC pursuant to
Articles 25 (Tidal Wetlands), 15 (Excavation
& Fill in Navigable Waters), and 34 (Coastal

Erosion
Management
Certification).

Water

Quality

http://www.dec.ny.gov/imsmaps/ERM/viewe
r.htm
Wild and Scenic Rivers
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968, particularly section 7(b) and
(c)

Yes No

Not applicable. There are no wild and scenic
rivers located within Nassau County, as
designated by the U.S. Department of the
Interior (see Attachment 3).
http://www.nps.gov/ncrc/programs/rtca/nri/sta
tes/ny.html
http://www.rivers.gov/new-york.php

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
Environmental Justice
Executive Order 12898

Yes No

The proposed project is not located in an area
defined by the NYSDEC as a potential
environmental justice area (see Attachment
12). Therefore, the proposed project does not
contribute to, or promote, environmental
injustice.
http://www.dec.ny.gov/public/899.html

Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] Recorded below
is the qualitative and quantitative significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and
resources of the project area. Each factor has been evaluated and documented, as appropriate and in
proportion to its relevance to the proposed action. Verifiable source documentation has been provided and
described in support of each determination, as appropriate. Credible, traceable and supportive source
documentation for each authority has been provided. Where applicable, the necessary reviews or
consultations have been completed and applicable permits of approvals have been obtained or noted.
Citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references are clear. Additional documentation is
attached, as appropriate. All conditions, attenuation or mitigation measures have been clearly identified.

Impact Codes: Use an impact code from the following list to make the determination of impact
for each factor.
(1) Minor beneficial impact
(2) No impact anticipated
(3) Minor Adverse Impact – May require mitigation
(4) Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may
require an Environmental Impact Statement
Environmental
Impact
Assessment Factor
Code
LAND DEVELOPMENT
Conformance with
1
Plans / Compatible
Land Use and Zoning
/ Scale and Urban
Design

Impact Evaluation
The proposed project would continue the existing land use and is
in accordance with local zoning. According to the Nassau
County Master Plan Update (2008), “[t]he parks system plays a
critical role in preserving open space, providing outlets for
physical activities and generally enhancing the quality of life in
Nassau County.” The proposed project enhances municipallyowned land for the continued and improved public use and
recreation and, thus, is compatible with the Nassau County
Master Plan.
The proposed project would not cause changes to the current use
or neighborhood characteristics of the local area, and it will not
alter residential or commercial density. Residential and
commercial infrastructure in these neighborhoods would not be
adversely affected. The proposed project would enhance public
access throughout the proposed project site(s) by creating more
reliable and resilient travel routes. The proposed project is
intended to provide flood, hurricane and stormwater control, and
increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South
Valley Stream community to future climate related events.
Additionally, as noted in the New York Rising Community
Reconstruction (NYRCR) Plan for South Valley Stream (March
2014), the proposed project would help manage tidal flow and
retain stormwater, and maintain and enhance economic viability
in the surrounding community.
The proposed project will incorporate mitigative measures and
best management practices (BMPs) to reduce construction-

related pollutants and similar concerns noted in the Long Island
South Shore Estuary Reserve Comprehensive Management Plan.
Town of Hempstead, Building Zone Ordinance
http://ecode360.com/14495699
NY Rising Community Reconstruction Plan, South Valley
Stream, March 2014.
https://stormrecovery.ny.gov/sites/default/files/crp/community/
documents/southvalleystream_nyrcr_plan.pdf
Nassau County Master Plan Update (2008)
https://www.nassaucountyny.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2776

Soil Suitability/
Slope/ Erosion/
Drainage/ Storm
Water Runoff

2

Long Island South Shore Estuary Reserve, Comprehensive
Management Plan, April 25, 2001.
http://www.dos.ny.gov/opd/sser/pdf/Full%20CMP%20Docume
nt.pdf
Per the USGS Topographic Map, the Project Sites are located in
an area of little to no slope (Attachment 1). The proposed project
activities would not significantly alter the slope of the Project
area (Attachment 2).
USDA NRCS maps provide information on soils types and
properties that influence development of building sites.
According to the USDA NRCS soils map data for “Shallow Soil
Excavation,” “Roads and Streets, Shallow Excavations, and
Lawns and Landscaping,” and land classification, the proposed
project site(s) contain various urban soils types and
udipsamments-wet substratum with a slope of 0-8 %
(Attachment 9). The udipsamments-wet substratum, reported at
Proposed Project Site 1, was rated as very limited on the “Lawns
and Landscaping” soils map. According to the NRCS, "Very
limited" indicates that the soil has one or more features that are
unfavorable for the specified use. Therefore, the proposed
project conforms to the soil ratings assigned by the USDA.
Mitigative measures and BMPs will be utilized during
construction, including, but not limited to, installing temporary
silt fencing on land to prevent soil and/or debris from being
washed off-site and installing turbidity curtains in the water to
minimize sediment transportation from the area of disturbance to
the larger body of water per the soil erosion control plan
(Attachment 2). The soils at the proposed project site(s) will not
limit the construction activities and designs. No potential
undesirable impacts are anticipated and the area should be
improved in terms of its landscape and stability upon completion
of the proposed project.
The proposed project will be implemented in accordance with all
applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and

Hazards and
Nuisances
including Site Safety
and Noise

2

conditions. Thus, no potential impacts from the proposed project
are anticipated.
Based on a review of available environmental records for the
proposed project and surrounding area, the proposed project is
unlikely to be impacted by hazardous materials, contamination,
toxic chemicals and gases, and radioactive substances. No
hazards are anticipated to affect the health and safety of
occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the
proposed project. Maps, Agency FOIL requests, and NYSDEC
and EPA reports are provided in Attachment 7.
The proposed project is not a noise-sensitive use. The proposed
activities are not expected to generate excessive noise during the
short-term construction work and will adhere to local noise control
standards. The proposed project will be completed in accordance
with all applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and
conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would not generate any
significant adverse noise impacts.

Energy Consumption

2

Environmental
Assessment Factor
SOCIOECONOMIC
Employment and
Income Patterns

Impact
Code

Demographic
Character Changes,
Displacement

2

2

The proposed project would not cause an increase in long-term
energy consumption.

Impact Evaluation
The proposed project would not adversely affect employment
opportunities or income patterns, would not impact traffic and
potential customer access to residences and businesses in the
area, either during construction or operation. Rather, the
proposed project would decrease the vulnerability of the
community by managing tidal flow and retaining stormwater,
and maintaining and enhancing economic viability in the
surrounding community.
NY Rising Community Reconstruction Plan, South Valley
Stream, March 2014.
https://stormrecovery.ny.gov/sites/default/files/crp/community/
documents/southvalleystream_nyrcr_plan.pdf
The proposed project is not expected to cause any change in the
demographic character of the area. The proposed project does not
involve residential or commercial development activities. And,
the proposed project does not present the potential to cause the
displacement of individuals or families, destroy jobs, local
businesses or public community facilities, or disproportionately
affect particular populations.

Environmental
Impact
Assessment Factor
Code
Impact Evaluation
COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES
Educational and
2
The proposed project will not introduce any new populations that
Cultural Facilities
would increase the student population of the area. As such, the
proposed project would not have an impact on educational or
cultural facilities.
Commercial Facilities
2
The proposed project will not introduce any new commercial
development that would require additional retail services or other
commercial facilities.
Health Care and
1
The proposed project will not introduce any new development
Social Services
that would require the availability of additional routine or
emergency health services. Rather, the proposed project is likely
to help provide better access for emergency health services to the
local community during future storm events.
Solid Waste Disposal
2
The proposed project will not introduce new development that
/ Recycling
would generate solid wastes on an ongoing basis. All
construction wastes will be appropriately disposed of according
to the type of waste generated and construction waste
management practices in an appropriate, legally compliant
receiving facility.
Waste Water /
2
The proposed project will not introduce any new development
Sanitary Sewers
that would generate waste water. Mitigative measures and BMPs
will be utilized during construction to prevent soil and/or debris
from being washed off-site. No additional waste water will be
generated during construction.
Water Supply
2
The proposed project will not increase demand for water. As
such, the proposed project will not have an impact on local water
supplies.
Public Safety - Police,
1
The proposed project will not generate new demand for police,
Fire and Emergency
fire, or emergency services. The proposed project will not impact
Medical
traffic. Therefore, there will be no adverse effect on the access
and travel time for emergency services. Rather, the proposed
project is likely to help provide better access for emergency
health services to the local community during future storm
events.
Parks, Open Space
1
The proposed project will not introduce new development that
and Recreation
would generate demand for open space resources or impede open
space access. Instead, the proposed project is likely to reduce
flooding in the area, help protect private properties from
exposure to tidal flows, reduce the vulnerability of assets by
increasing the resiliency of the community during future flooding
events. Additionally, the living shoreline component would
protects the shoreline from erosion by providing wetlands to
buffer tidal flows and creating habitat for plants and animals as
well as providing aesthetic value.
Transportation and
1
Besides limited trips generated by construction vehicles during a
Accessibility
short window of construction, the proposed project will not
introduce new development that generates continuing demand
for transportation access or transportation services.

Environmental
Impact
Assessment Factor
Code
NATURAL FEATURES
Unique Natural
2
Features,
Water Resources

Impact Evaluation
According to NYSDEC, there are no unique geological features
located on or adjacent to the proposed project. According to
NYSDEC’s Environmental Resource Map, the proposed project
is not located in or adjacent to “Significant Natural
Communities.” This data layer identifies locations within ½
mile of an identified significant natural community
(Attachment 3).
NYSDEC Unique Geologic Features.
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/53826.html
The proposed project is located adjacent to and within a
federally and state designated wetland (Attachment 3). A
formal wetland management review process is required for
compliance with Executive Order 11990 Protection of
Wetlands. This 8-step decision making process is detailed in
Attachment 4.
The proposed project would not interfere with the restoration of
a vital ecosystem and preservation of its natural heritage. The
proposed project will be implemented in accordance with all
applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and
conditions in order to ensure the preservation of water quality.
Thus, no potential impacts from the proposed project are
anticipated.

Vegetation, Wildlife

2

Other Factors

1

The proposed project will not introduce new demand for
groundwater or surface water, nor would the proposed project
introduce septic flows that may affect groundwater.
Additionally, the proposed project will not significantly increase
impervious surfaces. Rather, the proposed project will
introduce runoff controls that will improved current conditions.
Therefore, unique natural features or water resources are not
expected to be permanently affected by this proposed project.
The proposed project will involve the removal of a former
bridge abutment, bulkhead repairs, natural shoreline restoration,
new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements.
Disturbed areas will be restored to pre-existing and/or improved
conditions after construction is complete.
The proposed project is intended to sustain the area and build
resiliency of this area during future flooding events while not
detracting from visual quality.

Additional Studies Performed:
Attachments:
 Attachment 1: Location Maps (Aerial Photograph, Street Map, Topographic Map, and Airport
Hazards Map)
 Attachment 2: Preliminary Construction Plans
 Attachment 3: NYSDEC Environmental Resource Map, USFWS NWI Map, USFWS Coastal Barrier
Map, NYSDEC Coastal Boundary Map, NYSDEC Tidal Wetland Map, and NYSDEC Wild and
Scenic Rivers Map
 Attachment 4: EO 11988 Floodplain Management & EO 11990 Wetland Protection Plan, and FEMA
Firmettes
 Attachment 5: CAA De Minimis Threshold Analysis & General Conformity Worksheet
 Attachment 6: NYS DOS Coastal Consistency Determination
 Attachment 7: HUD Environmental Standards Review Report
 Attachment 8: NHP Letters, USFWS No Effect Determination Letter and Acknowledgment, and
NMFS No Effect Determination Memorandum
 Attachment 9: USDA NRCS Soil Resource Map, USDA Soil Properties Rating Report, & USDA
NRCS Farmland Classification Map
 Attachment 10: State Historic Preservation, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and Tribal
Historic Preservation Documentation
 Attachment 11: EPA Sole Source Aquifer Review
 Attachment 12: Potential Environmental Justice Areas Map
 Attachment 13: Permit Documentation (To be added upon receipt)
List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
 Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
 Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
 United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
 United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
 U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA)
 Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
 United States Department of Interior (USDOI)
 National Parks Service (NPS)
 United States Geological Survey (USGS)
 New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
 Natural Heritage Program (NHP)
 New York State Department of State (NYSDOS)
 Nassau County Department of Health and the Nassau County Fire Commissioner
 New York State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
 New York State Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO)
 Delaware Tribe of Indians
 Stockbridge-Munsee Community, Band of Mohicans
 Shinnecock Nation
 Unkechaug Nation
 Delaware Nation
 Town of Hempstead, Building Zone Ordinance.
http://ecode360.com/14495699
 NY Rising Community Reconstruction Plan, South Valley Stream, March 2014.
https://stormrecovery.ny.gov/sites/default/files/crp/community/documents/southvalleystream_nyr
cr_plan.pdf





Nassau County Master Plan Update (2008).
https://www.nassaucountyny.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2776
Long Island South Shore Estuary Reserve, Comprehensive Management Plan, April 25, 2001.
http://www.dos.ny.gov/opd/sser/pdf/Full%20CMP%20Document.pdf
40% Preliminary Project Plans developed by L. K. McLean Associates, P.C., dated June 2016

List of Permits that Might be Required:
• USACE Nationwide Permit 3 – MAINTENANCE
• USACE Nationwide Permit 27 – AQUATIC HABITAT RESTORATION, ESTABLISHED, AND
ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES
• NYSDEC Article 25 - Tidal Wetlands
• NYSDEC Article 15, Title 5 - Excavation & Fill in Navigable Waters
• NYSDEC Article 34 – Coastal Erosion Management
• Water Quality Certification – Under Section 410 – Clean Water Act
• Town of Hempstead Structures in Waterways Permit
• Floodplain Development Permit
Public Outreach [24 CFR 50.23 & 58.43]:
 March 26, 2015 – Publication of Notice of Early Public Review of a Proposed Activity in 100-year
Floodplain and Wetland.
 August 31, 2016 @ 10:00 AM - Progress Meeting (ADP Submission), Babylon Town Hall, 200 E.
Sunrise Highway, Lindenhurst NY 11757
 December 7, 2016 – Publication of Early Notice of a Proposed Activity in a 100-year Floodplain and
Wetland.
 February 22, 2017 – Publication of a Combined Final Notice and Public Review of a Proposed
Activity in a 100-year Floodplain and Wetland, Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI),
and Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds (NOI-RROF).
Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]:
The proposed project was evaluated according to detailed site plans. There are no other known future
projects in the area of the proposed project that would create environmental or social impacts in the
community. The proposed project fits within the surrounding area as it will replace existing structures.
Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9]:
The primary alternative for the proposed project is the “no action” alternative. This alternative means that
there would be no work undertaken to alleviate the flood problem, rehabilitate the project area, or mitigate
the future flooding. This would leave the surrounding community vulnerable to future flood damage. The
“no action” alternative would provide no protection to the residential neighborhoods and greater community
from future flood events, as mitigation would be compromised due to lack of financial support. Thus, the
“no action” alternative is not feasible in relation to the desired objective of creating area resiliency to future
flooding events.
Summary of Findings and Conclusions:
The preceding Statutory Checklist and Environmental Assessment Checklist, and the discussion below,
document that the proposed work will comply with regulations in 24 CFR part 58 and that there are no
direct or cumulative adverse environmental impacts anticipated as a result of the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures and Conditions [40 CFR 1505.2(c)]
Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid, or eliminate
adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with the above-listed

authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into project contracts,
development agreements, and other relevant documents. The staff responsible for implementing and
monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the mitigation plan.
Any change to the approved scope of work will require re-evaluation by the Certifying Officer for
compliance with NEPA and other laws and Executive Orders.
This review does not address all federal, state and local requirements. Acceptance of federal funding
requires recipient to comply with all federal state and local laws. Failure to obtain all appropriate federal,
state, and local environmental permits and clearances may jeopardize federal funding.
If there is any unanticipated discovery of endangered or threatened species, cultural resources, soils
contamination, or any other conditions affecting the factors, executive orders, stipulations, and/ or
regulations discussed within this assessment, work shall be halted immediately and the appropriate agency
will be consulted before work can be resumed.
Law, Authority, or Factor

Mitigation Measure

Wetlands & Floodplain

The proposed project will be completed in accordance with all
applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and
conditions.
Permits listed below might be required for this Project (to be
added upon receipt).
• USACE Nationwide Permit 3 – MAINTENANCE
• USACE Nationwide Permit 27 – AQUATIC HABITAT
RESTORATION, ESTABLISHED, AND
ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES
• NYSDEC Article 25 - Tidal Wetlands
• NYSDEC Article 15, Title 5 - Excavation & Fill in
Navigable Waters
• NYSDEC Article 34 – Coastal Erosion Management
• Water Quality Certification – Under Section 410 – Clean
Water Act
• Town of Hempstead Structures in Waterways Permit
• Floodplain Development Permit

Endangered Species

The proposed project activities involve work to existing
structures and in previously disturbed areas which do not
support or provide habitat for any rare, threatened or
endangered plant or animal species. Consultation with the
USFWS, NYSDEC NHP, and the NOAA NMFS agencies
provided rare or state-listed animals or plants, significant
natural communities, and endangered or threatened species’
lists for the proposed project area. A review of the proposed
project activities was performed in relation to the
aforementioned species’ breeding, foraging, and habitat
requirements. It was concluded that the proposed project
would have no effect on the named species (Attachment 8).

Determination:
Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.27]
The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment.
Finding of Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(2); 40 CFR 1508.27]
The project may significantly affect the quality of the human environment.
Preparer Signature: __________________________________________Date:2/22/2017
Name/Title/Organization: Tectonic Engineering and Surveying Consultants, P.C.

Certifying Officer Signature:

Date:2/22/2017

Name/Title: Lori A. Shirley, Certifying Officer, GOSR
This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the Responsible
Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24 CFR Part 58.38) and in
accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s).
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Attachment 4
EO 11988 Floodplain Management &
EO 11990 Wetlands Protection Plan

The Path to the Park – Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream
EO 11988 Floodplain Management and EO 11990 Wetlands Protection Plan
Community Reconstruction Program within NY State Community Development Block Grant Disaster
Recovery Program
January 11, 2017
Introduction & Overview
The purpose of Executive Order (EO) 11988 Floodplain Management is “to avoid to the extent possible
the long- and short-term adverse impacts associated with occupancy and modification of floodplains and
to avoid direct or indirect support of floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative.”
The purpose of EO 11990 Protection of Wetlands is “to avoid to the extent possible the long- and shortterm adverse impacts associated with the destruction or modification of wetlands and to avoid direct or
indirect support of new construction in wetlands wherever there is a practicable alternative.” This report
contains the analysis prescribed by 24 CFR Part 55.
This project involves U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant Program – Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funding for restoration and
fortification of the natural shoreline located in the South Valley Stream. The analysis that follows focuses
on floodplain and wetland impacts, as there are direct wetland and floodplain impacts associated with this
project. Based on the type of land use and facility and other case characteristics described herein, it is
concluded that there is a reasonable basis to proceed with funding for this project/ activity within
floodplain and wetland. The CDBG-DR funding is administered through the New York State Rising
Community Reconstruction Program which is using bottom-up community participation and Stateprovided technical expertise to develop resilient and sustainable communities. Thus, alternatives
preventing or impeding the development of resilient and sustainable communities are not considered
reasonable alternatives.
Description of Proposed Action & Land Use
The Proposed Action consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/ Hook Creek
located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York
(referred to as the “Path to the Park”). The proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination
of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure
improvements. In addition, recreational enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed. The
Proposed Action is being undertaken to provide flood, hurricane and stormwater control, and increase the
economic and environmental resiliency of the South Valley Stream community to future climate related
events. The proposed Hook Creek flood improvements would provide storm surge and tidal flood
protection, improve water quality, and reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley Stream/ Hook Creek,
Watts Creek and adjacent tributaries. In addition, the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance
recreational opportunities through reconstruction of an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
Pedestrian pathway and shoreline improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley
Stream/ Hook Creek, from Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). The proposed
improvements include reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along
the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/ Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential
neighborhood connecting to Forest Road. Proposed shoreline improvements would implement a living
shoreline concept and consist of a vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of a
former bridge abutment, and construction of a berm for additional surge protection. Additional budget
dependent improvements include a pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a
gravel parking area, and a boulder revetment. A detailed description of each project element proposed for
Site 1 is provided in Table 1.
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Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located approximately 2,300
feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/ Hook Creek and Watts Creek (Site 2). The
proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing damaged bulkhead. The existing
bulkhead would be replaced with a gabion wall. Proposed improvements at Site 2 also include
reestablishing the existing outfall through the proposed retaining wall and installing an 18-inch diameter
check valve to prevent backflow during periods of high tide. This outfall is connected to a positive
drainage system on Brook Road. The three upstream catch basins connected to this drainage system
would be retrofitted with catch basin inserts.

SITE 1
PROJECT
ELEMENTS
Pedestrian
Pathway

Pollinator
Garden

Overlooks

Educational
Signs

Continuous
Berm

Shoreline
RestorationInvasive

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
LOCATION
DESCRIPTION

The northwest bank of Valley
Stream/ Hook Creek from
Mill Road to approximately
Cloverfield Road North and
extending west through a
residential neighborhood to
Forest Road.

An existing pedestrian pathway would be
reconstructed, extending approximately 2,300 feet
from Mill Road to its termination point at Forest
Road. The pathway would measure 12 feet wide
and consist of asphalt and permeable concrete
pavers. Reconstruction of the path would require
removal of the existing asphalt and concrete paving.
The west abutment of a former pedestrian bridge at
Cloverfield Road North would also be removed.

An approximately 240-foot long and 5-foot wide
concrete walkway would be constructed between
the pedestrian pathway and Flower Road, along
with an adjacent seating area with a pergola.
The northwest side of the A pollinator garden would be constructed to help
reconstructed pedestrian path revive the health of bees, butterflies, birds, bats, and
between Columbine
other pollinators.
Lane and Bittersweet Lane.
Two locations: Dahlia Lane Two overlook areas would be constructed along the
and at the Pollinator Garden pedestrian
pathway:
an
area
measuring
(between Columbine
approximately 25-foot by 5-foot adjacent to Dahlia
Lane and Bittersweet Lane).
Lane and an approximately 25-foot by 6-foot area
adjacent to the proposed Pollinator Garden. The
overlook areas would include bench seating and
black aluminum fencing.
Potential locations include the Interpretive educational signage would be installed
Pollinator Garden and at the at a minimum of two (2) locations along the
tidal marsh at the south end of proposed path.
the project.
The northwest bank of Valley A continuous berm, consisting of vegetated earth
Stream/ Hook Creek between with boulders would be constructed along the
Mill Road and the former northwest side of Valley Creek/Hook Creek. The
pedestrian bridge.
berm would be constructed to the 10-year still-water
elevation of seven feet.
Between Mill Road and Invasive species (phragmites) would be removed
Cloverfield Road North.
within the high marsh area (at or above the mean
high water mark) using a combination of herbicides
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Species
Removal

Shoreline
RestorationWetland
Creation and
Enhancement

and excavation during the course of construction.
The area would be replaced with clean fill and
replanted with native intertidal high marsh species.
Approximately 8,834 square feet (0.2 acres) will be
disturbed.
Between Mill Road and Existing wetland areas would be restored and
Cloverfield Road North.
enhanced by creating a naturally sloped shoreline
and planting intertidal and high marsh plant species.
This would involve excavation, placement of fill
and grading of the shoreline. As this work will
include dredging of the existing stream bed,
dewatering is likely to occur for approximately one
(1) week or less.
At the base of the slope, approximately 1,275 linear
feet (LF) of coir fiber logs are proposed to be
installed.

Stormwater
Management

Kayak
Launch

Scenic
Overlook with
Boulder
Revetment
Pile
Supported
Boardwalk

Approximately 17,635 square feet (0.405 acres) of
wetlands will be restored, while approximately
9,030 square feet (0.207 acres) of new wetlands will
be created.
Between Mill Road and the Bioswales would be constructed along the
former pedestrian bridge.
northwest side of the proposed berm. Each swale
would include an overflow structure and would be
interconnected with polyethylene piping that would
ultimately tie into the existing drainage outfalls at
Cloverfield Road North, Elderberry Lane East,
Dahlia Lane, and Bittersweet Lane.
Each of the 24 upstream catch basin inlets which
are connected to these four positive drainage
systems that outfall into Valley Stream would be
retrofitted with a catch basin insert.
Additional Budget Dependent Project Elements
Between Bittersweet Lane Installation of a pedestrian access ramp and kayak
and Columbine Lane.
launch. The ramp would be constructed out of a
concrete checker block grid and would provide
bank stabilization, as well as a surface suitable for
use as a kayak launch during high tide.
At the west abutment of the The remaining section of the former pedestrian
former pedestrian bridge.
bridge would be removed and replaced with a
boulder revetment and scenic overlook area.
The southwest end of the Installation of 6-foot wide, 100-foot long, pile
proposed
pathway,
near supported, timber boardwalk over the proposed
Cloverfield Road South.
reconstructed wetland. Boardwalk abutments would
consist of concrete slabs with rip-rap for erosion
control.
Page 4 of 11

Osprey
Nesting
Structure

Near the tidal marsh at An osprey nesting structure would be installed
southwest
end
of
the consisting of a timber nesting platform and two 2x4
proposed
pathway,
near perches supported on a single timber pile.
Cloverfield Road South.

Alternative
Pedestrian
Pathway
Pavement
Parking Area

Between Mill Road and Installation of permeable interlocking concrete
Cloverfield Road North.
pavers instead of asphalt pathway is proposed for
the pedestrian pathway.
Within existing parkland at Construction of a gravel parking area.
the intersection of Flower
Road and Old Central
Avenue.

Applicable Regulatory Procedure Per EO 11988 and EO 11990
The proposed action corresponds with a noncritical action not excluded under 24 CFR §55.12(b) or (c),
and the use is a functionally dependent use. Funding is permissible for the use in the floodplain and
wetland if the proposed action is processed under §55.20 and the findings of the determination are
affirmative to suggest that the project may proceed.
Based on online data, including data managed and updated by the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS)
and New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC), there will be direct
construction immediately adjacent to mapped wetlands at the project location. Additionally, unmapped
wetlands have been reported at the project location as shown by a wetlands delineation performed in
February 2016, which was supported by the presence of the invasive phragmites species. Thus, in
accordance with the decision-making process set forth in 24 CFR Part 55, this analysis focuses on
floodplains and wetlands.
According to 24 CFR §55, the activity planned to replace structures occurs in communities (Town of
Hempstead and Village of Valley Stream) that are in the regular program of the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) and the communities are currently in good standing. This project involves the restoration
and fortification of the natural shoreline and the creation of open spaces for public recreation, and
combined fair market value for the three parcels is approximately $2,527,950.00 for the year 2017. As
such, the project exceeds a substantial improvement threshold of 50% in 24 CFR §55.2(b)(10). As such,
the full eight-step floodplain determination process in §55.20 is required. The following analysis
examines each step in a floodplain management determination process.
Step 1. Determine Whether the Proposed Action is Located in the 100-year Floodplain (500-year for
Critical Actions) or results in New Construction in Wetlands.
The location of the proposed action, per the applicable FEMA flood map Firmette, is within the 100-year
floodplain (SFHA - AE Zone) and in wetlands as shown in Appendix 1. There is an established Base
Flood Elevation (BFE) of eleven (11) feet at the Project Sites. The Proposed Activity will result in
temporary impacts to approximately 4.83 acres of 100-Year Floodplain and approximately 0.41 acres of
NWI-mapped wetlands. The Proposed Activity will result in approximately 0.45 acres of restored
wetlands and 0.21 acres of created wetlands. The proposed action may require an individual Section 404
permit under the Clean Water Act (see 55.20(a)(1)). However, project activities may be accomplished
under United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Nationwide Permit 3 – MAINTENANCE, and
Nationwide Permit 27 – AQUATIC HABITAT RESTORATION, ESTABLISHED, AND
ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES and any other applicable permits.
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Step 2. Initiate Public Notice for Early Review of Proposal.
Because the proposed action is located within a floodplain and wetlands, the Governor’s Office of Storm
Recovery (GOSR) published an early notice that allowed for the public and public agencies to provide
input on the decision to provide funding for the proposed action. The early public notice and 15-day
comment period is complete. No public comments were received.
"Notice of Early Public Review of a Proposed Activity in 100-Year Floodplain & Wetland" was
published in the Massapequa Post newspaper on December 7, 2016, with the 15-day period expiring on
December 22, 2016. The notice targeted local residents, including those within the floodplain. The notice
was also sent to the following state and Federal agencies on December 22, 2016: Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA); USFWS; U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA); U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE); NYSDEC; and the New York State Office of Emergency Management.
The notice was also sent to Nassau County and the Town of Hempstead. (See Appendix 2 of this
Floodplain Management EO 11988 and Protection of Wetlands Determination EO 11990 for the
published notice and distribution letter, and Appendix 3 for the publication affidavit).
Step 3. Identify and Evaluate Practicable Alternatives to Locating the Proposed Action in a 100year Floodplain (or 500-year Floodplain if a Critical Action) or Wetland.
The New York State Rising Community Reconstruction Program is structured to provide eligible
communities resources and expertise to build projects resilient to future flooding events. This community
was impacted by Superstorm Sandy. During Superstorm Sandy, the storm surge caused water levels in
Jamaica Bay to rise and, as a result, the waters in Hook Creek and its tributaries rose, overtopping the
bulkheads, natural areas, and the existing floodgates at Rosedale Road. This flooding was exacerbated by
stormwater accumulation. Since the storm, the stream banks in South Valley Stream have continued to
erode and localized flooding occurs on a regular basis. Given the history of flooding and erosion at the
site, and the proposed work to restore the shoreline, create new wetlands, and the construction of an
earthen berm and bulkhead, potential alternatives must be considered in order to try and mitigate the
amount of damage from future flood events.
The primary alternative for the current proposed action is the “no action” alternative. This alternative
means that there would be no rehabilitation and mitigation to the existing project sites and no work would
be undertaken to alleviate the flood problem. This would leave the surrounding neighborhoods vulnerable
to future flood damage. The “no action” alternative would provide no protection to the residential
neighborhoods and greater community from future flood events, as mitigation would be compromised due
to lack of financial support. Thus, the “no action” alternative is not feasible in relation to the desired
objective of creating area resiliency to future flooding events.
Due to the number of developed parcels within this community, prohibition of reconstruction of the
shoreline within floodplain is not practicable. As shoreline wetlands and other associated structures are a
functionally dependent use, it is allowed to be constructed in floodplain.
The above identified alternatives will be re-evaluated in response to public comments received.
Step 4. Identify & Evaluate Potential Direct & Indirect Impacts Associated with Occupancy or
Modification of 100-year Floodplain and Potential Direct & Indirect Support of Floodplain and
Wetland Development that Could Result from Proposed Action.
Floodplain Evaluation: The focus of floodplain evaluation should be on adverse impacts to lives and
property, and on natural and beneficial floodplain values. Natural and beneficial values include
consideration of potential for adverse impacts on water resources such as natural moderation of floods,
water quality maintenance, and groundwater recharge.
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According to the FEMA Report - A Unified National Program for Floodplain Management, two
definitions commonly used in evaluating actions in floodplains are “structural” and “non-structural”
activities. Per the report, structural activity is usually intended to mean adjustments that modify the
behavior of floodwaters through the use of measures such as public works dams, levees and channel
work. Non-structural is usually intended to include all other adjustments (e.g., regulations, insurance, etc.)
in the way society acts when occupying or modifying a floodplain. These definitions are used in
describing impacts that may arise in association with potential advancement of this case.
Natural moderation of floods
The project occurs at Town-owned land in a developed area and this shoreline acts as a buffer for the
adjacent residential neighborhoods situated within the 100-year floodplain. As such, while the project
may potentially result in future indirect impacts to property during certain severe floods and related
natural disasters, the project is designed to overall alleviate the impacts from future severe floods.
Living resources such as flora and fauna
A potential impact may arise during the creation of the new wetlands and removal of the known invasive
species. However, this would be more likely if there are not construction best management practices
implemented during the construction period and the return of disturbed areas to pre-existing and/or
improved conditions upon completion of project activities. A qualitative evaluation suggests the potential
would be relatively minor as the shoreline will be restored in approximately the same location, with the
invasive species being replaced by native species. Upon completion of the shoreline improvements, new
wetlands and bioswales would be created.
Impacts to Property & Lives
The action does not present potential to impact occupancy of floodplain as no new construction would be
performed that affected the local commercial or residential structures. The proposed construction consists
of creating new wetlands, an earthen berm, and bioswales intended to reduce the potential flooding during
future storm events. As such, the project is not expected to significantly modify property in floodplains.
Occupancy of this floodplain in this suburban and undeveloped area has taken place over an extended
recent history. According to Nassau County’s Multi-Jurisdictional Hazard Mitigation Plan, 2014, 11.13%
of the population (page 75) and 97% of the improved property of South Valley Stream is located in the
100-year floodplain (page 56), and 94% of the land is in High or Moderate Flood Risk (page 112).
Considering the context of the area, this action represents an activity at only two locations among others
that are located within the contiguous floodplain. Thus, funding this project activity does constitute
indirect continued support of floodplain occupancy and development.
The rehabilitation and improvements at the project sites sustain area property values and community
character within a developed district and neighborhood. This construction will provide flood, hurricane
and stormwater control, and increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South Valley
Stream community to future climate-related events. If this project were not funded, there probably would
be other undefined, undesirable indirect impacts to resident's quality of life, ease of accessibility to
surrounding residences, and emergency service access in the event they are needed.
Cultural resources such as archaeological, historic & recreational aspects
The New York State Historic Preservation Office has determined that this project will have No Adverse
Effects to Historic Properties in or eligible for inclusion in the State of National Register of Historic
Places. The letter documenting this determination and supporting studies are included in the
environmental review record in Attachment 8 of The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South
Valley Stream Environmental Assessment (Path to the Park EA) document. The THPOs of all applicable
Tribes, Nations and Communities were contacted regarding the proposed project activities and all
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responses received have been included in the environmental review record in Attachment 8.
Agricultural, aquacultural, & forestry resources
It is common knowledge there is substantial agriculture and fishing industry on Long Island including
aquaculture. Per the 2012 State Comptrollers Report, Agriculture in Long Island, indicates that
aquaculture brought in approximately $7.6 Million in sales revenue, representing 2.9% of the total
economic share. It is possible during the short-term construction activities the disturbance could impact
local water quality and this economic sector, although the impact attributable to this use could not be
quantitatively derived. However, a qualitative analysis suggests that the impact would be very small as
mitigative measures and BMPs will be utilized during construction. These measures include, but are not
limited to, installing temporary silt fencing on land to prevent soil and/or debris from being washed offsite and installing turbidity curtains in the water to minimize sediment transportation from the area of
disturbance to the larger body of water per the soil erosion control plan. Project activities will be
completed in accordance with all applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and conditions.
Permits required for this project will be obtained by the Town of Hempstead. Thus, no or minor
temporary impacts from the proposed project activities are anticipated.
Wetland Evaluation
The purpose of wetland evaluation is to consider factors relevant to a proposal’s effect on the survival and
quality of the wetland. These factors should include public health (including water supply and water
quality), maintenance of natural systems, cost increases attributed to construction in wetland, and other
uses of wetland in the public interest.
Public health, safety, and welfare, including water supply, quality, recharge, and discharge; pollution;
flood and storm hazards and hazard protection; and sediment and erosion.
The proposed action is located in wetlands that are designated estuarine and marine deepwater (USFWS).
Although the project is located along a stream that is tidally influenced, it is not designated as a Tidal
Wetland by NYSDEC. It is located along a NYSDEC designated Class C stream, which is for waters
supporting fisheries and suitable for non-contact activities. These are not directly used for water supply.
However, the shoreline improvements are not suspected to pose a threat to public health and safety, or to
increase flood and storm hazards, as the proposed action includes a combination of bulkhead repair,
natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements. The proposed
action will not decrease the area of wetlands but rather includes the restoration of existing and creation of
new wetlands.
Maintenance of natural systems, including conservation and long-term productivity of existing flora and
fauna; species and habitat diversity and stability; natural hydrologic function; wetland type; fish;
wildlife; timber; and food and fiber resources.
The proposed action will restore existing and create new wetlands located on Valley Stream/ Hook Creek.
The proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline
restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational
enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed. Implementation of the proposed action will
comply with all best management practices and permit conditions that are set forth in the applicable
federal, state, and local environmental permits once acquired. As the work will restore existing wetlands
and create new wetlands, it is presumed that there will not be new adverse impacts on the existing flora/
fauna, habitat, natural hydrologic function, or natural resources at the location.
Cost increases attributed to wetland-required new construction and mitigation measures to minimize
harm to wetlands that may result from such use.
The proposed scope of work does involve restoring and enhancing the existing wetlands by creating a
naturally sloped shoreline and planting local intertidal and high marsh plant species. This work involves
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excavation, placement of fill and grading of the shoreline. As this work will include dredging of the
existing stream bed, dewatering is likely to occur for approximately one (1) week or less. Consequently,
there are no additional cost increases attributed to necessary mitigation measures to minimize harm to
wetlands that may result from such use.
Other uses of wetland in the public interest, including recreational, scientific, and cultural uses.
These publicly-owned lands offers public use, recreation and access to the shorelines of Valley Stream/
Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent tributaries. According to the Outdoor Industry Association’s two
page fact sheet New York the Outdoor Recreation Economy, outdoor recreation generates $338 billion in
consumer spending and 305,000 direct jobs within the State. This is an important sector of the regional
and local economy. As such, the proposed activities including improving wildlife habitat and enhancing
recreational opportunities is an example of a constituent part of this aspect of the economic base. Due to
the developed nature of the area, it is presumed if the service here were disrupted, consumer demand
could not simply shift to other areas due to finite supply.
Step 5. Where Practicable, Design or Modify the Proposed Action to Minimize the Potential
Adverse Impacts To and From the 100-Year Floodplain and to Restore and Preserve its Natural
and Beneficial Functions and Values.
The proposed action involves shoreline improvements that involve a combination of bulkhead repair,
natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation, and green infrastructure improvements, it is a direct
policy requirement to specify standards that mitigate flood risk. These mitigation measures provide storm
surge and tidal flood protection, improve water quality, and reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley
Stream/ Hook Creek, Watts Creek, and adjacent tributaries. However, it is still reasonable to promote
awareness of future risks of natural hazards, including flooding, plus the physical, social and economic
impacts that potential storm events could convey, including the potential for future physical damage to the
surrounding property.
Step 6. Reevaluate the Alternatives and Proposed Action.
The “no action” alternative would not address the purpose and need of the proposed action. Without the
proposed action, the impacted community would be left more susceptible to future floods in the particular
location than it would after the implementation of the proposed action. Therefore, the “no action”
alternative examined is not considered desirable and the proposed action is still practicable in light of
exposure to flood hazards in floodplain, possible adverse impacts on floodplain, the extent to which it
may aggravate current hazards to other floodplains, and the potential to disrupt natural and beneficial
functions and values of floodplains. Additionally, implementation of the proposed action will abide by all
applicable state and local codes for floodplain development. As such, the impact of the proposed action
on a floodplain would be less the “no action” alternative.
The impacts of these alternatives will be re-evaluated in response to any public comments received.
Step 7. Issue Findings and Public Explanation.
It is the finding of this report that there is no better alternative than the proposed action, the New York
Rising Community Reconstruction South Valley Stream: Path to the Park Project. The location within
floodplain cannot be avoided due to the developed nature of the area and land economics.
A final notice, formally known as “Notice of Policy Determination” was published in accordance with 24
CFR 55. (See Appendix 4 of this Floodplain Management EO 11988 and Wetlands Protection EO 11990
Determination for the letter distributed to the associated agencies). The comment period started with the
Final Notice publishing in the Massapequa Post newspaper on February 22, 2017. However, this notice
was combined with the Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact and Notice of Intent to Request
Release of Funds. The comment periods for the combined notice is 15 days, which expires at 5pm on
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March 9, 2017. The notice was also sent to the following state and Federal agencies on February 22,
2017: Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA); USFWS; U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA); U.S. Department of the Interior; U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE); NYSDEC;
and the New York State Office of Emergency Management. The notice was also sent to Nassau County
and the Town of Hempstead.
Step 8. Continuing Responsibility of Responsible Entity & Recipient.
The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the New York State
Homes and Community Renewal’s (NYSHCR) Housing Trust Fund Corporation, is the responsible
entity. The responsible entity will make available educational materials regarding best practices for
structures located in floodplains. It is acknowledged there is a continuing responsibility by the responsible
entity to ensure, to the extent feasible and necessary, compliance with Steps 5 through 7.
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ANDREW M. CUOMO
Governor

LISA BOVA-HIATT
Executive Director

PUBLIC NOTICE
COMBINED FINAL NOTICE AND PUBLIC REVIEW OF A PROPOSED
ACTIVITY IN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN AND WETLAND,
NOTICE OF FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI), AND
NOTICE OF INTENT TO REQUEST RELEASE OF FUNDS (NOI-RROF)

THE PATH TO THE PARK – SHORELINE
IMPROVEMENTS IN SOUTH VALLEY STREAM
February 22, 2017
Name of Responsible Entity and Recipient: New York State Homes and Community Renewal (HCR), 38-40
State Street, Hampton Plaza, Albany, NY 12207, in cooperation with the New York State Housing Trust Fund
Corporation (HTFC), of the same address. Contact: Lori A. Shirley (518) 474-0755.
Pursuant to 24 CFR Section 58.43, this combined Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), Notice of
Intent to Request Release of Funds (NOI-RROF), and Final Notice and Public Explanation of a Proposed Activity
in a Floodplain and Wetland satisfies three separate procedural requirements for project activities proposed to be
undertaken by HCR.
Project Description: The Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), an office of HCR’s HTFC, is responsible
for the direct administration of the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant – Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program in New York State. GOSR
proposes to provide CDBG-DR funding for proposed shoreline improvements at two sites along the northwestern
shoreline of Valley Stream/ Hook Creek, from Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North and Brook Road
Park (the “Proposed Project”). The proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead
repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements. In addition,
recreational enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed. This Proposed Project is estimated to
have a total cost of $3,815,000.00 to be provided by CDBG-DR.
PUBLIC EXPLANATION OF A PROPOSED ACTIVITY IN A 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN AND
WETLAND
This work will be located in 100-year floodplain (SHFA Zone AE) and within Federal wetlands. Approximately
0.41 acres of wetlands will be disturbed, and approximately 4.83 acres of floodplain will be disturbed during
construction. Since the action will include new construction in wetland and floodplain, Executive Orders 11990 and
11988 require that the project not be supported if there are practicable alternatives to development in floodplain and
new construction in wetlands.
Applicable permits from the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, the United States Army
Corps of Engineers, and relevant local permits will be acquired before work is commenced. The Applicant will be
bound by any permit stipulations or mitigation measures listed in permits acquired for this project.
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There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains/
wetlands and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment have an opportunity to express
their concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, adequate public notice is an important public
education tool. The dissemination of information and request for public comment about floodplains/ wetlands can
facilitate and enhance federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these
special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the federal government determines it will participate in actions
taking place in floodplains/ wetlands, it must inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
An Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Proposed Project has been prepared in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and HUD environmental review regulations at 24 CFR Part 58. The EA
is incorporated by reference into this FONSI. Subject to public comments, no further review of the Proposed Project
is anticipated. HCR has determined that the EA for the project identified herein complies with the requirements of
HUD environmental review regulations at 24 CFR Part 58. HCR has determined that the Proposed Project will
have no significant impact on the human environment and therefore does not require the preparation of an
environmental impact statement under NEPA.
Public Review: Public viewing of the draft EA and Floodplain Management Documents are available online at
http://stormrecovery.ny.gov/environmental-docs and are also available in person Monday – Friday, 9:00 AM – 5:00
PM at the following address: Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery, 38-40 State Street, Hampton Plaza, Albany,
NY 12207. Contact: Lori A. Shirley (518) 474-0755.
Further information may be requested by writing to the above address, emailing NYSCDBG_DR_ER@nyshcr.org
or by calling (518) 474-0755. This combined notice is being sent to individuals and groups known to be interested
in these activities, local news media, appropriate local, state and federal agencies, the regional office of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency having jurisdiction, and to the HUD Field Office, and is being published in a
newspaper of general circulation in the affected community.
Public Comments on the Proposed Activity within Floodplain and Wetland, FONSI and/or NOIRROF: Any
individual, group or agency may submit written comments on the Project. The public is hereby advised to specify
in their comments which “notice” their comments address. Comments should be submitted via email, in the proper
format, on or before March 9, 2017 at NYSCDBG_DR_ER@nyshcr.org. Written comments may also be submitted
at the following address, or by mail, in the proper format, to be received on or before March 9, 2017: Governor’s
Office of Storm Recovery, 38-40 State Street, Hampton Plaza, Albany, NY 12207. Comments may be received by
telephone by contacting Lori A. Shirley at (518) 474-0755. All comments must be received on or before 5:00 pm
on March 9, 2017 or they will not be considered. If modifications result from public comment, these will be made
prior to proceeding with the expenditure of funds.
REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF FUNDS AND CERTIFICATION
On or about March 10, 2017, the HCR certifying officer will submit a request and certification to HUD for the
release of CDBG-DR funds as authorized by related laws and policies for the purpose of implementing this part of
the New York CDBG-DR program.
HCR certifies to HUD that Lori A. Shirley, in her capacity as Certifying Officer, consents to accept the jurisdiction
of the U.S. federal courts if an action is brought to enforce responsibilities in relation to the environmental review
process and that these responsibilities have been satisfied. HUD’s approval of the certification satisfies its
responsibilities under NEPA and related laws and authorities, and allows GOSR to use CDBG-DR program funds.
Objection to Release of Funds: HUD will accept objections to its release of funds and GOSR’s certification for
a period of fifteen days following the anticipated submission date or its actual receipt of the request (whichever is
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later). Potential objectors may contact HUD or the GOSR Certifying Officer to verify the actual last day of the
objection period.
The only permissible grounds for objections claiming a responsible entity’s non-compliance with 24 CFR Part 58
are: (a) Certification was not executed by HCR’s Certifying Officer; (b) the responsible entity has omitted a step or
failed to make a decision or finding required by HUD regulations at 24 CFR Part 58; (c) the responsible entity has
committed funds or incurred costs not authorized by 24 CFR Part 58 before release of funds and approval of
environmental certification; or (d) another Federal agency acting pursuant to 40 CFR Part 1504 has submitted a
written finding that the project is unsatisfactory from the standpoint of environmental quality.
Objections must be prepared and submitted in accordance with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58) and shall
be addressed to Tennille Smith Parker, Director, Disaster Recovery and Special Issues Division, Office of Block
Grant Assistance, U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development, 451 7th Street SW, Washington, DC 20410,
Phone: (202) 402-4649.
Lori A. Shirley
Certifying Officer
February 22, 2017
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GENERAL CONFORMITY WORKSHEET

Air Emissions Information
PROJECT NAME _________________________________
LOCATION (COUNTY, STATE)_____________________
FOR CALENDAR YEAR ___________________________
Estimated Construction Start Date: ______________ End Date: ______________
A. ON-ROAD VEHICLES

Example: Demolition

Truck

2

ON

33,000

36

72

Backhoe

3

90

Diesel

80

240

B. OFF-ROAD VEHICLES

Example: Site Clearing

Notes:
1. If construction occurs over more than one calendar year, provide a separate table for each calendar year.
2. For ACTIVITY, include a short description of the type of activity
- On-Road examples: workers commuting to/from job site, materials deliveries, material movement to site, etc.
- Off-Road examples: site clearing, demolition, excavation, construction, material placement, etc.
3. For EQUIPMENT
- On-Road examples: auto, pickup truck (gas or diesel), heavy trucks (gas or diesel), etc.
- Off-road examples: crane, backhoe, dozer, mixer, chain saw, forklift, etc.
4. Specify whether the on-road vehicles listed are being used for transportation to/from site, or are used exclusively
on the site, as this will affect the emission estimates.
5. Specify the Gross Vehicle Weight Ratings for any on-road heavy-dity diesel vehicles, as tehse are necessary to
determine the correct emissions factors.
6. For worker commutation, the number of vehicles and miles traveled can be estimated by using any available data
to estimate commuting distance, carpool rates, etc., (e.g., Census Journey-to-Work data).

November 30, 2016
Mr. Jeffrey Zappieri
Supervisor, Consistency Review Unit
Division of Coastal Resources
New York State Department of State
One Commerce Plaza
99 Washington Avenue
Albany, New York 12231-0001

Re:

HUD CDBG-DR Program – The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements
in South Valley Stream Project, Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of
Hempstead, Nassau County, New York

Dear Mr. Zappieri:
The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the
New York State Homes and Community Renewal’s Housing Trust Fund Corporation, was
established to aid the statewide recovery of disaster-affected communities in New York
State. GOSR is administering a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development
(HUD) Community Development Block Grant for Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR),
including the NY Rising Community Reconstruction Grant Program. On behalf of GOSR,
please find the enclosed coastal zone consistency materials for your review.
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project (referred to
as the “Path to the Park”) consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley
Stream/Hook Creek located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of
Hempstead, Nassau County, New York (the “Proposed Action”). The Proposed Action is
being undertaken by the Town of Hempstead to provide flood, hurricane and stormwater
control, and increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South Valley
Stream community to future climate related events. HUD CDBG-DR funding would be
utilized for future bulkhead repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation, and
green infrastructure improvements. The detailed project location maps and site plans are
included in Attachment A.

2
The project area is located within the boundary of the New York State Coastal Zone. The
project is not located within a State-approved local waterfront revitalization program area.
GOSR is acting as the Responsible Entity in accordance with 24 C.F.R. Part 58––
Environmental Review Procedures for Entities Assuming HUD Environmental
Responsibilities. GOSR has prepared the attached Federal Consistency Assessment Form
(Attachment B) and an analysis of the applicable policies (Attachment C) to certify that the
project is consistent with New York’s Coastal Management Program. At this time, we are
requesting that the New York State Department of State concur with the attached
certification.
Thank you for taking the time to review the enclosed materials. Please do not hesitate to
contact me by email at Matt.accardi@stormrecovery.ny.gov or by telephone at (212) 4806265 should you have any questions or require additional information.

Sincerely,

Matt Accardi
Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004
Attachments:
Attachment A – Project Location Maps and Site Plans
Attachment B – Federal Consistency Form
Attachment C –Detailed Project Description and Policy Analysis

Attachment A
Project Location Maps and Site Plans

The Path to the Park: Shoreline
Improvements in South Valley Stream
Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Hempstead,
Nassau County, New York 11581
(Approx. Project Area)

The Path to the Park: Shoreline
Improvements in South Valley Stream
Hamlet of South Valley Stream,
Hempstead, Nassau County, New York
11581 (Approx. Project Area)

Attachment B
Federal Consistency Form

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE
COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
Federal Consistency Assessment Form
An applicant, seeking a permit, license, waiver, certification or similar type of approval from a federal agency which
is subject to the New York State Coastal Management Program (CMP), shall complete this assessment form for any
proposed activity that will occur within and/or directly affect the State's Coastal Area. This form is intended to
assist an applicant in certifying that the proposed activity is consistent with New York State's CMP as required by
U.S. Department of Commerce regulations (15 CFR 930.57). It should be completed at the time when the federal
application is prepared. The Department of State will use the completed form and accompanying information in its
review of the applicant's certification of consistency.
A. APPLICANT (please print)

Governor's Office of Storm Recovery
1. Name: _____________________________________________________________________________________
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor, New York, NY 10004
2. Address: ___________________________________________________________________________________
212 480-6265
3. Telephone: Area Code (
) __________________________________________________________________
B. PROPOSED ACTIVITY:
1. Brief description of activity:
HUD CDBG-DR funding has been requested for shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley
______________________________________________________________________________________
Stream/Hook
Creek located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau
County,
New York (referred to as the “Path to the Park”). The proposed shoreline improvements would
______________________________________________________________________________________
entail______________________________________________________________________________________
a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation and green
infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational enhancements and other habitat restoration work is
proposed.
2. Purpose of activity:

The purpose of the funding is to provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water
quality,
and reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and
______________________________________________________________________________________
adjacent tributaries. In addition, the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance
______________________________________________________________________________________
recreational
opportunities by reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.

3. Location of activity:

Nassau
______________________
County

Town of Hempstead
__________________________
City, Town, or Village

See Project Area Maps
__________________________
Street or Site Description

HUD CDBG-DR Funding, ACOE NWP 3,7,13,27
4. Type of federal permit/license required: ______________________________________________________
5. Federal application number, if known: _______________________________________________________
6. If a state permit/license was issued or is required for the proposed activity, identify the state agency and
provide the application or permit number, if known:

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation Permits needed:
Tidal
Wetlands - Under Article 25 (Application #1-2820-06874/00001)
______________________________________________________________________________________
Water Quality Certification - Under Section 401 - Clean Water Act
Coastal Erosion Management - Under Article 34
Excavation and Fill in Navigable Waters - Under Article 15, Title 5

C. COASTAL ASSESSMENT Check either "YES" or "NO" for each of these questions. The numbers following
each question refer to the policies described in the CMP document (see footnote on page 2) which may be affected
by the proposed activity.

1. Will the proposed activity result in any of the following:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.
l.

Large physical change to a site within the coastal area which will require the preparation of an
environmental impact statement? (11, 22, 25, 32, 37, 38, 41, 43)
__
Physical alteration of more than two acres of land along the shoreline, land under water or
coastal waters? (2, 11, 12, 20, 28, 35, 44)
__
Revitalization/redevelopment of a deteriorated or underutilized waterfront site? (1)
__
Reduction of existing or potential public access to or along coastal waters? (19, 20)
__
Adverse effect upon the commercial or recreational use of coastal fish resources? (9,10)
__
Siting of a facility essential to the exploration, development and production of energy
resources in coastal waters or on the Outer Continental Shelf? (29)
__
Siting of a facility essential to the generation or transmission of energy? (27)
__
Mining, excavation, or dredging activities, or the placement of dredged or fill material in
coastal waters? (15, 35)
__
Discharge of toxics, hazardous substances or other pollutants into coastal waters? (8, 15, 35) __
Draining of stormwater runoff or sewer overflows into coastal waters? (33)
__
Transport, storage, treatment, or disposal of solid wastes or hazardous materials? (36, 39)
__
Adverse effect upon land or water uses within the State's small harbors? (4)
__

2. Will the proposed activity affect or be located in, on, or adjacent to any of the following:
a.
b.
c.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.

YES/NO

State designated freshwater or tidal wetland? (44)
Federally designated flood and/or state designated erosion hazard area? (11, 12, 17)
State designated significant fish and/or wildlife habitat? (7)
State designated significant scenic resource or area? (24)
State designated important agricultural lands? (26)
Beach, dune or Barrier Island? (12)
Major ports of Albany, Buffalo, Ogdensburg, Oswego or New York? (3)
State, county, or local park? (19, 20)
Historic resource listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places? (23)

3. Will the proposed activity require any of the following:
a. Waterfront site? (2, 21, 22)
b. Provision of new public services or infrastructure in undeveloped or sparsely populated
sections of the coastal area? (5)
c. Construction or reconstruction of a flood or erosion control structure? (13, 14, 16)
d. State water quality permit or certification? (30, 38, 40)
e. State air quality permit or certification? (41, 43)

4. Will the proposed activity occur within and/or affect an area covered by a State-approved local
waterfront revitalization program, or State-approved regional coastal management program?
(see policies in program document*)

__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__

YES/NO
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__

__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__
__

YES/NO
__ __
__
__
__
__

__
__
__
__

__ __

D. ADDITIONAL STEPS
1. If all of the questions in Section C are answered "NO", then the applicant or agency shall complete Section E and
submit the documentation required by Section F.
2. If any of the questions in Section C are answered "YES", then the applicant or agent is advised to consult the
CMP, or where appropriate, the local waterfront revitalization program document*. The proposed activity must be
analyzed in more detail with respect to the applicable state or local coastal policies. On a separate page(s), the
applicant or agent shall: (a) identify, by their policy numbers, which coastal policies are affected by the activity, (b)
briefly assess the effects of the activity upon the policy; and, (c) state how the activity is consistent with each policy.
Following the completion of this written assessment, the applicant or agency shall complete Section E and submit
the documentation required by Section F.
E. CERTIFICATION
The applicant or agent must certify that the proposed activity is consistent with the State's CMP or the approved
local waterfront revitalization program, as appropriate. If this certification cannot be made, the proposed activity
shall not be undertaken. If this certification can be made, complete this Section.
"The proposed activity complies with New York State's approved Coastal Management Program, or with the
applicable approved local waterfront revitalization program, and will be conducted in a manner consistent with such
program."
Matt Accardi, Governor's Office of Storm Recovery, Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment

Applicant/Agent's Name: _____________________________________________________________________

25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor, New York, New York
212.480.6265
Telephone: Area Code (
) ________________________________________________________________
11/30/16
Applicant/Agent's Signature: __________________________________________ Date: ___________________
Address: __________________________________________________________________________________

F. SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS
1. The applicant or agent shall submit the following documents to the New York State Department of State,
Office of Planning and Development, Attn: Consistency Review Unit, One Commerce Plaza-Suite 1010,
99 Washington Avenue, Albany, New York 12231.
a. Copy of original signed form.
b. Copy of the completed federal agency application.
c. Other available information which would support the certification of consistency.
2. The applicant or agent shall also submit a copy of this completed form along with his/her application to the
federal agency.
3. If there are any questions regarding the submission of this form, contact the Department of State at
(518) 474-6000.
*These state and local documents are available for inspection at the offices of many federal agencies, Department of
environmental Conservation and Department of State regional offices, and the appropriate regional and county planning agencies.
Local program documents are also available for inspection at the offices of the appropriate local government.

Attachment C
Detailed Project Description and Policy Analysis

New York State Federal Consistency Assessment Policy Review
Project: The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream
Location: Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York 11581
Background/Purpose and Need
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project is proposed to
receive U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community Development
Block Grant Program–Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funding for future shoreline improvements
at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream,
Town of Hempstead, Nassau County. Funding for this community reconstruction project is from
the New York Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) Program.
The Proposed Action is being undertaken by the Town of Hempstead to provide flood, hurricane
and stormwater control, and increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South
Valley Stream community to future climate related events. The proposed improvements would
provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water quality, and reduce erosion and
sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent tributaries. In addition,
the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance recreational opportunities by
reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
Project Description
HUD CDBG-DR funding would provide the Town of Hempstead funding for future bulkhead
repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation, and green infrastructure improvements.
In addition, recreational enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed. A detailed
description of proposed improvements for each site is provided below:
Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from
Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1 of 2). This stretch of the shoreline is part
of a public greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements
include reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the
northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential
neighborhood connecting to Forest Road. The pedestrian pathway would feature
pedestrian/educational signage, overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a pollinator garden.
Stormwater management measures consisting of bioswales with overflow structures would be
implemented along this stretch in order to provide stormwater retention and treatment. The
proposed shoreline improvements would implement a living shoreline concept and consist of a
vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and
construction of a berm for additional surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements
include a pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area,
and a boulder revetment. A detailed description of each project element proposed for Site 1 is
provided in Table 1.

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road
Park (Site 2 of 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is
located approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook
Creek and Watts Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead
in various states of disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing
damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would
be replaced with a gabion wall and includes reestablishing the outfall through the proposed
retaining wall and installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during periods
of high tide. This outfall is connected to a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The three
upstream catch basins connected to this drainage system would be retrofitted with catch basin
inserts.

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
SITE 1
LOCATION
DESCRIPTION
PROJECT
ELEMENTS
The northwest bank of
An existing pedestrian pathway would be
Pedestrian
Valley
Stream/
Hook
Creek
reconstructed, extending approximately 2,300
Pathway
from Mill Road to
approximately Cloverfield
Road North and extending
west through a residential
neighborhood to Forest
Road.

Pollinator
Garden
Overlooks

Educational
Signs

The northwest side of the
reconstructed pedestrian path
between Columbine
Lane and Bittersweet Lane.
Two locations: Dahlia Lane
and at the Pollinator Garden
(between Columbine
Lane and Bittersweet Lane).

Potential locations include
the Pollinator Garden and at
the tidal marsh at the south
end of the project.

feet from Mill Road to its termination point at
Forest Road. The pathway would measure 12
feet wide and consist of asphalt and permeable
concrete pavers. Reconstruction of the path
would require removal of the existing asphalt and
concrete paving. The west abutment of a former
pedestrian bridge at Cloverfield Road North
would also be removed.
An approximately 240-foot long and 5-foot wide
concrete walkway would be constructed between
the pedestrian pathway and Flower Road, along
with an adjacent seating area with a pergola.
A pollinator garden would be constructed to
help revive the health of bees, butterflies, birds,
bats, and other pollinators.
Two overlook areas would be constructed along
the pedestrian pathway:
an area measuring
approximately 25-foot by 5-foot adjacent to
Dahlia Lane and an approximately 25-foot by 6foot area adjacent to the proposed Pollinator
Garden. The overlook areas would include
bench seating and black aluminum fencing.
Interpretive educational signage would be
installed at a minimum of two (2) locations along
the proposed path.

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project
Continuous Berm The northwest bank of
Valley Stream/ Hook Creek
between Mill Road and the
former pedestrian bridge.

Shoreline
RestorationInvasive Species
Removal

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Shoreline
RestorationWetland
Creation and
Enhancement

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Stormwater
Management

Between Mill Road and the
former pedestrian bridge.

Kayak Launch

Between Bittersweet Lane
and Columbine Lane.

Scenic Overlook
with Boulder
Revetment

At the west abutment of the
former pedestrian bridge.

A continuous berm, consisting of vegetated earth
with boulders would be constructed along the
northwest side of Valley Creek/Hook Creek. The
berm would be constructed to the 10-year stillwater elevation of seven feet.
Invasive species (phragmites) would be removed
within the high marsh area (at or above the mean
high water mark) using a combination of
herbicides and excavation during the course of
construction. The area would be replaced with
clean fill and replanted with native intertidal high
marsh species.
Existing wetland areas would be restored and
enhanced by creating a naturally sloped
shoreline and planting intertidal and high marsh
plant species. This would involve excavation,
placement of fill and grading of the shoreline.
As this work will include dredging of the
existing stream bed, dewatering is likely to
occur for approximately one (1) week or less.
At the base of the slope, approximately 1,275
linear feet (LF) of coir fiber logs are proposed to
be installed.
Bioswales would be constructed along the
northwest side of the proposed berm. Each
swale would include an overflow structure and
would be interconnected with polyethylene
piping that would ultimately tie into the existing
drainage outfalls at Cloverfield Road North,
Elderberry Lane East, Dahlia Lane, and
Bittersweet Lane.
Each of the 24 upstream catch basin inlets
which are connected to these four positive
drainage systems that outfall into Valley Stream
would be retrofitted with a catch basin insert.
Installation of a pedestrian access ramp and
kayak launch. The ramp would be constructed
out of a concrete checker block grid and would
provide bank stabilization, as well as a surface
suitable for use as a kayak launch during high
tide.
The remaining section of the former pedestrian
bridge would be removed and replaced with a
boulder revetment and scenic overlook area.

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project
Pile Supported
Boardwalk

The southwest end of the
proposed pathway, near
Cloverfield Road South.

Installation of 6-foot wide, 100-foot long, pile
supported, timber boardwalk over the proposed
reconstructed wetland. Boardwalk abutments
would consist of concrete slabs with rip-rap for
erosion control.
An osprey nesting structure would be installed
consisting of a timber nesting platform and two
2x4 perches supported on a single timber pile.

Osprey Nesting
Structure

Near the tidal marsh at
southwest end of the
proposed pathway, near
Cloverfield Road South.

Alternative
Pedestrian
Pathway
Pavement
Parking Area

Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Installation of permeable interlocking concrete
pavers instead of asphalt pathway is proposed
for the pedestrian pathway.

Within existing parkland at
the intersection of Flower
Road and Old Central
Avenue.

Construction of a gravel parking area.

Permits
The following state, federal and local permits will be obtained prior to construction:
Tidal Wetlands – Under Article 25 (Application #1-2820-06874/00001). As of October 3,
2016, the NYSDEC indicated that the application needed to be completed.
Water Quality Certification – Under Section 401 – Clean Water Act
Coastal Erosion Management – Under Article 34
Excavation and Fill in Navigable Waters – Under Article 15, Title 5
States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) USACE Nationwide Permits (NWPs):
3-Maintenance, 7-Outfall Structures and Associated Intake Structures, 13-Bank
Stabilization, and 27-Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Establishment, and Enhancement
Activities.
Town of Hempstead Structures in Waterways Permit

Coastal Management Plan Policy Analysis
The following policies were addressed in response to the questions answered “yes” on the Federal
Consistency Assessment Form:

Coastal Management Plan
(CMP) Policy

Project Consistency with CMP

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project
1B

2 - Facilitate the siting of water The Proposed Action entails shoreline improvements
dependent uses and facilities on or along Valley Stream/Hook Creek that will enhance
adjacent to coastal waters
waterfront recreation and visual enjoyment for the
surrounding community. Project activities will include
reconstructing a pedestrian pathway adjacent to the
waterfront. The pedestrian pathway would feature
pedestrian/educational signage, overlook areas, wild
flower plantings, and a pollinator garden. Thus, this
action is in conformance with Policy 2.

11 - Buildings and other structures will
be sited in the coastal area so as to
minimize damage to property and the
endangering of human lives caused by
flooding and erosion.

12- Activities or development in the
coastal area will be undertaken so as to
minimize damage to natural resources
and property from flooding and erosion
by protecting natural protective features
including beaches, dunes, barrier islands
and bluffs.

20 - Access to the publicly-owned
foreshore and to lands immediately
adjacent to the foreshore or the water's
edge that are publicly-owned shall be
provided and it shall be provided in a
manner compatible with adjoining uses.

28 - Ice management practices shall not
interfere with the production of
hydroelectric power, damage significant
fish and wildlife and their habitats, or
increase shoreline erosion or flooding.

The Proposed Action is located in a FEMA designated
100-year floodplain (SFHA Zone AE). The project will
include shoreline improvements for flood, hurricane and
stormwater control. The project will not involve
construction of residential buildings in a coastal erosion
or coastal high hazard area. Human lives will not be
endangered by the project. Thus, the project is in
conformance with Policy 11.
The proposed shoreline improvements would implement
a living shoreline concept and consist of a vegetative
buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of
a former bridge abutment, and construction of a berm for
additional surge protection. Thus, this project is intended
to restore natural habitat and minimize damage to
property from flooding. Thus, the project is in
conformance with Policy 12.
The Proposed Action entails shoreline improvements
along publicly owned lands. The proposed
reconstruction of an existing pedestrian pathway would
incorporate features including pedestrian/educational
signage, overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a
pollinator garden. Consistent with the policy, the project
activities will restore and revitalize the project areas and
allow for their continued use and enjoyment by the
public, in conformance with Policy 20.
The Proposed Action will include shoreline
improvements for flood, hurricane and stormwater
control including sediment erosion control, as well as
constructing an osprey nesting structure. Project
activities will not impact any significant fish and wildlife
habitats and will not occur in the vicinity of a
hydroelectric power facility. Furthermore, project
activities should decrease shoreline erosion and
flooding. Therefore, the project activities are consistent
with Policy 28.

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

35 - Dredging and filling in coastal
waters and disposal of dredged material
will be undertaken in a manner that meets
existing
State
dredging
permit
requirements, and protects significant
fish and wildlife habitats, scenic
resources, natural protective features,
important agricultural lands, and
wetlands.

Existing wetland areas would be restored and enhanced
by creating a naturally sloped shoreline and planting
intertidal and high marsh plant species. This would
involve excavation, placement of fill and grading of the
shoreline. Prior to construction, the Proposed Action
will obtain permit authorizations including Tidal
Wetlands – Under Article 25 (Application #1-282006874/00001), Water Quality Certification – Under
Section 401 – Clean Water Act, Coastal Erosion
Management – Under Article 34, and Excavation and
Fill in Navigable Waters – Under Article 15, Title 5.
The Proposed Action will be consistent with USACE
NWPs Numbers: 3-Maintenance, 7-Outfall Structures
and Associated Intake Structures, 13-Bank Stabilization,
and 27-Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Establishment, and
Enhancement Activities. In addition, the Proposed
Action will obtain a Town of Hempstead Structures in
Waterways Permit.
The Proposed Action will be conducted in conformance
with all applicable federal, state and local permit
requirements and conditions.
Additionally, best
management practices will be incorporated to minimize
impacts to natural resources. Therefore, the project
activities are consistent with Policy 35.

The proposed project would restore and enhance
wetland areas by creating a naturally sloped shoreline
and planting intertidal and high marsh plant species. The
Proposed Action will ultimately help to preserve and
protect tidal wetlands and the benefits derived from
44 - Preserve and protect tidal and these areas.
freshwater wetlands and preserve the
benefits derived from these areas
Prior to construction the project will obtain permit
authorizations including Tidal Wetlands – Under Article
25 (Application #1-2820-06874/00001), Water Quality
Certification – Under Section 401 – Clean Water Act,
Coastal Erosion Management – Under Article 34, and
Excavation and Fill in Navigable Waters – Under Article
15, Title 5.
The Proposed Action will be consistent with USACE
NWPs Numbers: 3-Maintenance, 7-Outfall Structures
and Associated Intake Structures, 13-Bank Stabilization,
and 27-Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Establishment, and
Enhancement Activities. In addition, the Proposed
Action will require a Town of Hempstead Structures in
Waterways Permit.
The Proposed Action will be conducted in conformance
with all applicable federal, state and local permit

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

1C

1 - Restore, revitalize, and redevelop
deteriorated and underutilized waterfront
areas for commercial, Industrial, cultural,
recreational and other compatible uses.

1H

15 - Mining, excavation or dredging in
coastal waters shall not significantly
interfere with the natural coastal
processes which supply beach materials
to land adjacent to such waters and shall
be undertaken in a manner which will not
cause an increase in erosion of such land.

35 - Dredging and filling in coastal
waters and disposal of dredged material
will be undertaken in a manner that meets
existing
State
dredging
permit
requirements, and protects significant
fish and wildlife habitats, scenic
resources, natural protective features,
important agricultural lands, and
wetlands.
2A

requirements and conditions.
Additionally, best
management practices will be incorporated to minimize
impacts to natural resources. Therefore, the project
activities are consistent with Policy 44.
The Proposed Action will provide improvements to the
shoreline and project area along Valley Stream/Hook
Creek in the Town of Hempstead. Consistent with this
Policy, the project activities will restore and revitalize a
waterfront area and allow for its continued use and
enjoyment by the public. The project activities are
consistent with Policy 1.
The Proposed Action would involve some excavation
and filling as part of the wetland restoration and creation
of a naturally sloped shoreline, and construction of the
stone revetment. Any excavation or dredging would
will be conducted in conformance with all applicable
federal, state and local permit requirements in order to
protect significant fish and wildlife habitats, scenic
resources, natural protective features, and wetlands.
Additionally, the Proposed Action will incorporate best
management practices to minimize damage to natural
resources. Therefore, the project activities are consistent
with Policy 15 and 35.

44 - Preserve and protect tidal and The proposed project would restore and enhance
freshwater wetlands and preserve the wetland areas by creating a naturally sloped shoreline
benefits derived from these areas.
and planting intertidal and high marsh plant species. The
Proposed Action will ultimately help to preserve and
protect tidal wetlands and the benefits derived from
these areas.
Prior to construction the project will obtain permit
authorizations including Tidal Wetlands – Under Article
25 (Application #1-2820-06874/00001), Water Quality
Certification – Under Section 401 – Clean Water Act,
Coastal Erosion Management – Under Article 34, and
Excavation and Fill in Navigable Waters – Under Article
15, Title 5.
The Proposed Action will be consistent with USACE
NWPs Numbers: 3-Maintenance, 7-Outfall Structures
and Associated Intake Structures, 13-Bank Stabilization,
and 27-Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Establishment, and
Enhancement Activities. In addition, the Proposed
Action will require a Town of Hempstead Structures in
Waterways Permit.

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

2B

2H

3A

11 - Buildings and other structures will
be sited in the coastal area so as to
minimize damage to property and the
endangering of human lives caused by
flooding and erosion.

The Proposed Action will be conducted in conformance
with all applicable federal, state and local permit
requirements and conditions.
Additionally, best
management practices will be incorporated to minimize
impacts to natural resources. Therefore, the project
activities are consistent with Policy 44.
The Proposed Action is located in a FEMA designated
100-year floodplain (SFHA Zone AE). The Proposed
Action will provide improvements for flood, hurricane
and stormwater control to limit future damages to the
project areas during future high water events. The
Proposed Action does not involve construction of
buildings in a coastal erosion or coastal high hazard area.
Therefore, human lives will not be endangered by the
project.

12 - Activities or development in the
coastal area will be undertaken so as to
minimize damage to natural resources
and property from flooding and erosion
by protecting natural protective features The Proposed Action includes shoreline improvements
including beaches, dunes, barrier islands that would implement a living shoreline concept and
and bluffs.
consist of a vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and
enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment,
17 - Non-structural measures to minimize and construction of a berm for additional surge
damage to natural resources and property protection. Therefore, the Proposed Action will increase
from flooding and erosion shall be used the site’s natural protective features and minimize
whenever possible.
damage to natural resources and property from flooding
and erosion using non-structural measures. Therefore,
this project is consistent with Policies 11, 12, and 17.
19 - Protect, maintain, and increase the The Proposed Action entails shoreline improvements
level and types of access to public water along publicly owned lands. The proposed
related recreation resources and facilities. reconstruction of an existing pedestrian pathway would
incorporate features including pedestrian/educational
20 - Access to the publicly-owned signage, overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a
foreshore and to lands immediately pollinator garden. The project activities will restore and
adjacent to the foreshore or the water's revitalize the project areas and allow for their continued
edge that are publicly-owned shall be use and enjoyment by the public. Therefore, this project
provided and it shall be provided in a is consistent with Policies 19 and 20.
manner compatible with adjoining uses.
2 - Facilitate the siting of water The Proposed Action entails shoreline improvements
dependent uses and facilities on or along Valley Stream/Hook Creek that will enhance and
adjacent to coastal waters.
support waterfront recreation and visual enjoyment for
the surrounding community. Project activities will
21 - Water dependent and water include reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends
enhanced recreation will be encouraged southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern
and facilitated, and will be given priority shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek. The pedestrian
over non-water-related uses along the pathway would feature educational signage, overlook
coast.
areas, wild flower plantings, and a pollinator garden.
Additional budget dependent improvements include a
22 - Development when located adjacent pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting
to the shore will provide for water related structure, a gravel parking area, and a boulder revetment.
recreation whenever such use is The project activities will restore and revitalize the
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compatible with reasonably anticipated
demand for such activities, and is
compatible with the primary purpose of
the development.
13 - The construction or reconstruction of
erosion protection structures shall be
undertaken only if they have reasonable
probability of controlling erosion for at
least thirty years as demonstrated in
design and construction standards and/or
assured maintenance or replacement
programs.

14 - Activities and development
including
the
construction
or
reconstruction of erosion protection
structures, shall be undertaken so that
there will be no measurable increase in
erosion or flooding at the site of such
activities or development, or at other
locations.

3D

project areas and allow for their continued use and
enjoyment by the public. Thus, this action is in
conformance with Policies 2, 21, and 22.
The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists
of timber bulkhead in various states of disrepair. The
proposed improvements at this site include replacing the
existing damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would be
replaced with a gabion wall and includes reestablishing
the outfall through the proposed retaining wall and
installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent
backflow during periods of high tide. With proper
design and construction standards being implemented,
the gabion wall will last 30 or more years.
The Proposed Action will include shoreline
improvements to control and limit future damage to
public lands and adjacent residential properties during
future high water events. The Proposed Action aims to
reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley
Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent
tributaries. This includes implementation a living
shoreline concept to provide bank stabilization. In
addition the project will enhance recreational
opportunities for the local community. Thus, the project
is in conformance Policies 13, 14, and 16.

16 - Public funds shall only be used for
erosion protective structures where
necessary to protect human life, and new
development which requires a location
within or adjacent to an erosion hazard
area to be able to function, or existing
development; and only where the public
benefits outweigh the long term
monetary and other costs including the
potential for increasing erosion and
adverse effects on natural protective
features.
30 - Municipal, industrial, and The Proposed Action will not involve discharge of
commercial discharge of pollutants, municipal, industrial, or commercial pollutants into
including but not limited to, toxic and coastal waters. As such, Policy 30 does not apply.
hazardous substances, into coastal waters
will conform to State and National water
quality standards.
38 - The quality and quantity of surface
water and groundwater supplies will be
conserved and protected, particularly
where such waters constitute the primary
or sole source of water supply.

The Proposed Action will be conducted in conformance
with all applicable federal, state and local permit
requirements and conditions.
Additionally, best
management practices will be incorporated to minimize
impacts to natural resources. Thus, this project will not
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affect the quality or quantity of surface water and
groundwater supplies at the project areas and is in
compliance with Policy 38.
40 - Effluent discharged from major
steam electric generating and industrial
facilities into coastal waters will not be
unduly injurious to fish and wildlife and
shall conform to State water quality
standards.

The Proposed Action will not involve effluent
discharged from major steam electric generating and
industrial facilities into coastal waters. As such, Policy
40 is not applicable to this project.

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Division of Fish, Wildlife & Marine Resources
New York Natural Heritage Program
625 Broadway, 5th Floor, Albany, New York 12233-4757
Phone: (518) 402Fax: (518) 402-8925
Website: www.dec.ny.gov

September 01, 2016
Chris Camacho
Tectonic Engineering
70 Pleasant Hill Road
Mountainville, NY 10953

Re: South Valley Stream Natural Shoreline Project
Town/City: Hempstead
County: Nassau
Dear Chris Camacho:
In response to your recent request, we have reviewed the New York Natural Heritage Program
database with respect to the above project.
We have no records of rare or state-listed animals or plants, or significant natural communities at your
site or in its immediate vicinity.
The absence of data does not necessarily mean that rare or state-listed species, significant natural
communities, or other significant habitats do not exist on or adjacent to the proposed site. Rather, our files
currently do not contain information that indicates their presence. For most sites, comprehensive field
surveys have not been conducted. We cannot provide a definitive statement on the presence or absence of
all rare or state-listed species or significant natural communities. Depending on the nature of the project and
the conditions at the project site, further information from on-site surveys or other resources may be
required to fully assess impacts on biological resources.
This response applies only to known occurrences of rare or state-listed animals and plants, significan
natural communities, and other significant habitats maintained in the Natural Heritage atabase. Your
project may require additional review or permits; for information regarding other permits that may be
required under state law for regulated areas or activities (e.g., regulated wetlands), please contact the
appropriate NYS DEC Regional Office, Division of Environmental Permits, as listed at
www.dec.ny.gov/about/39381.html.
Sincerely,

1000

Andrea Chaloux
Environmental Review Specialist
New York Natural Heritage Program

December 14, 2016

Mr. Steven T. Papa
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Long Island Field Office
340 Smith Road
Shirley, NY 11967

Re:

Section 7 Project Review – No Effect Determination
Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project
Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York

Dear Mr. Papa:
The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the New York
State Homes and Community Renewal’s (NYSHCR) Housing Trust Fund Corporation, was
established to aid the statewide recovery of disaster-affected communities in New York State.
GOSR is administering a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant for Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR), including the New
York Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) Program. Accordingly, GOSR is conducting
an environmental review of the above referenced project.
The purpose of this letter is to provide the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service – Long Island Field
Office (USFWS) notice of the proposed project and to document compliance with Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA), as well as the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the Bald
and Golden Eagle Protection Act (BGEPA). As discussed below, we have reviewed the project
and found that the proposed project will not jeopardize the continued existence of ESA species or
destroy or adversely modify their critical habitat. This letter requests acknowledgement from the
USFWS that they have received our No Effect Determination regarding the proposed project
provided in this letter.
Description of Proposed Action
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project (the “Proposed
Action”) consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek located
within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York. The
proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline
restoration, wetland restoration and green infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational
enhancements and other habitat restoration work are proposed (see project location maps in

Attachment 1 and site plans in Attachment 2). The Proposed Action is being undertaken to
provide flood protection and increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South
Valley Stream community to future climate-related events. The proposed improvements would
provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water quality, and reduce erosion and
sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent tributaries. In addition, the
project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance recreational opportunities by reconstructing
an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from
Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). This stretch of the shoreline is part of
a public greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements include
reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern
shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential neighborhood
connecting to Forest Road. The pedestrian pathway would incorporate features such as interpretive
educational signage, overlook areas, and a pollinator garden. Stormwater management measures
consisting of bioswales with overflow structures would be implemented along this stretch in order
to provide stormwater retention and treatment. The proposed shoreline improvements would
implement a living shoreline concept and consist of a vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and
enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and construction of a berm for additional
surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements include a pile-supported boardwalk,
kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area, and a boulder revetment.
Approximately 62 trees will be removed as a result of project activities at Site 1. Approximately
26 canopy trees and 49 understory trees will be replanted. A detailed description of each project
element proposed for Site 1 is provided in Attachment 3.
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road
Park (Site 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located
approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek
and Watts Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead in
various states of disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing
damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would
be replaced with a gabion wall. Both options include reestablishing the outfall through the
proposed retaining wall and installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during
periods of high tide. This outfall is connected to a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The
three upstream catch basins connected to this drainage system would be retrofitted with catch basin
inserts. No trees are proposed to be removed at Site 2.
Endangered Species Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act, and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act Species
The USFWS Long Island Ecological Services Field Office was contacted through the Information,
Planning, and Conservation System (IPaC) regarding the potential presence of species under the
jurisdiction of the USFWS within the project area. The IPaC Trust Resources Report is included
as Attachment 4, and the USFWS Official Species List is included as Attachment 5. USFWS
indicates that the following listed species may occur within the vicinity of the project area:
Charadrius melodus (piping plover—threatened), Calidris canutus rufa (red knot—threatened),

Sterna dougallii dougallii (roseate tern—endangered), Agalinis acuta (sandplain gerardia—
endangered), Amaranthus pumilus (seabeach amaranth—threatened), and Myotis septentrionalis
(northern long-eared bat—threatened). There are no critical habitats for these or any other species
within the project area.
The IPaC Trust Resources Report (Attachment 4) indicates that there are twenty-seven species of
migratory birds protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act that could potentially be affected by the proposed project, including Haliaeetus
leucocephalus (bald eagle). The NYSDEC Conservation Plan for Bald Eagles in New York State i
provides a map of bald eagle breeding territories in New York. There are no known breeding bald
eagles within the vicinity of the project site; therefore, no adverse impacts to breeding bald eagles
are expected as a result of the Proposed Action. Due to the presence of dense development, human
activity, and the dominance of landscape vegetation, the project area does not support quality
foraging or nesting habitat for migratory bird species. A review of habitat requirements for the
remaining 26 species of migratory bird suggests that the project will have no effect on the listed
bird species.
A request for species records within the project area was sent to the New York State Natural
Heritage Program (NYSNHP). A response was received on September 1, 2016 (included as
Attachment 6) indicating that there are no records of rare or state-listed animals or plants, or
significant natural communities at the project site or in its immediate vicinity.
A description of each federally endangered or threatened species identified by USFWS, and the
likelihood that the species may occur within the project area, are provided below. Species
descriptions are summarized from New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) fact sheets ii and USFWS species profiles iii unless otherwise referenced.
Piping plover
The piping plover is a small shorebird that is listed as federally threatened and state endangered.
Habitat is only found at the shore, on barrier islands, sandy beaches, and dredged material disposal
islands. In New York, this species breeds on Long Island’s sandy beaches, from Queens to the
Hamptons, in the eastern bays and in the harbors of northern Suffolk County. Piping plovers arrive
to the New York area in early to mid-March and establish nesting territories by early April. Nests
are usually placed well above the high tide line on open sandy beaches or in areas that have been
filled with dredged sand, often near dunes in areas with little or no beach grass. By early
September, most have departed for their wintering areas.
The proposed shoreline improvements are located adjacent to Valley Stream, which is a narrow
vegetated waterway surrounded by residential development. Piping plovers nest and forage on
wide, flat, open sandy beaches with limited vegetation and limited human disturbance. There is no
suitable piping plover habitat present in the project area and the proposed action would have no
effect on this species.

Red knot
The red knot is a large, bulky sandpiper that is listed as federally threatened. The red knot breeds
in the tundra region. During migration, the red knot prefers coastal beaches that are usually at or
near the mouth of bays, estuaries, or tidal inlets. Wintering areas are generally intertidal habitats
such as beaches with significant wave action or currents. The red knot can fly more than 9,300
miles from south to north every spring and repeat the trip in reverse every autumn, making this
bird one of the longest-distance migrants in the animal kingdom. Red knots need to encounter
favorable habitat, food, and weather conditions within narrow seasonal windows because the birds
stopover between wintering and breeding areas. The red knot is sensitive to human disturbance.
The proposed shoreline improvements are located adjacent to Valley Stream, which is a narrow
vegetated waterway surrounded by residential development. There are no coastal beaches or
intertidal areas that receive significant wave action or currents in the project area. There is no
suitable red knot habitat present in the project area and the proposed action would have no effect
on this species.
Roseate tern
The roseate tern is a waterbird listed as federally and state endangered. The roseate tern prefers
coastal beach and island habitats along salt bays, estuaries, and oceans. Roseate terns nest on sandy
or rocky islands, especially in protected bays and estuaries, with some low plant cover that is close
to shallow waters for feeding. It forages in coastal waters and sometimes well offshore. The roseate
tern is sensitive to human disturbance.
The proposed shoreline improvements are located adjacent to Valley Stream, which is a narrow
vegetated waterway surrounded by residential development. There are no sandy or rocky islands
or protected bays and estuaries in the vicinity of the project area. There is no suitable roseate tern
habitat present in the project area and the proposed action would have no effect on this species.
Sandplain gerardia
The sandplain gerardia is a flowering plant that is listed as federally and state endangered. The
sandplain gerardia can be found on Long Island in dry, sandy soils and in sandy plains. It was
traditionally a maritime grassland species maintained by fire and grazing. In New York, it currently
occurs in remnant grasslands, shrublands, and along roadsides and railroads.
The proposed shoreline improvements are located adjacent to Valley Stream, which is a narrow
vegetated waterway surrounded by residential development. There are no grassland or shrubland
habitats in the project area. There is no suitable sandplain gerardia habitat in the project area and
the proposed action would have no effect on this species.
Seabeach amaranth
The seabeach amaranth is an annual plant that is listed as federally endangered and state threatened.
The seabeach amaranth is a flowering plant that usually grows on a nearly pure sand substrate. It

is primarily found on overwash flats at accreting ends of islands, lower fore-dunes, and upper
strands of non-eroding beaches.
The proposed shoreline improvements are located adjacent to Valley Stream, which is a vegetated
waterway surrounded by residential development. There is no sandy dune or beach habitat in the
project area. There is no suitable seabeach amaranth habitat in the project area and the proposed
action would have no effect on this species.
Northern long-eared bat
The northern long-eared bat is a federally threatened species. According to USFWS
documentation, the northern long-eared bat roosts underneath tree bark, in cavities, and in the
crevices of dead and live trees. The northern long-eared bat is considered a forest-dependent
species that is sensitive to fragmentation and requires forested/wooded habitats for both foraging
and breeding. Although they may occur in urbanized areas, urban northern long-eared bats tend to
occur near large, forested parks or other areas with abundant tree cover. Trees found in highlydeveloped areas are extremely unlikely to be suitable NLEB habitat iv.
The project will involve the removal of approximately 62 trees, as well as the planting of
approximately 26 canopy trees and 49 understory trees. The project is located in a highly developed
area that is comprised of residences, residential yard habitats, and street trees. There is no
contiguous forested/wooded habitat located within 0.5 miles of the project area. According to
NYNHP, there are no records of the northern long-eared bat in the vicinity of the project area
(Attachment 6). Since the project is located in a highly developed area, there is no contiguous
forested/wooded habitat located in the vicinity of the project area, and there are no records of the
northern long-eared bat in the vicinity of the project area, individual northern long-eared bats are
not expected to occur in the project area. The proposed action would have no effects on this
species.
Conclusions
Project implementation would be conditioned upon issuance of applicable federal and state permits
and would be constructed in accordance with federal and state permit conditions. The proposed
project would not jeopardize the continued existence of ESA species or destroy or adversely
modify their critical habitat. GOSR is submitting the above information as notification of its No
Effect determination and requests acknowledgement from USFWS that they have received this
determination that the proposed project would have No Effect on endangered/threatened species,
migratory birds, or critical habitat for species under USFWS jurisdiction.
For additional information, please contact me by e-mail at matt.accardi@stormrecovery.ny.gov or
by telephone at (212) 480-6265.
Sincerely,

Matt Accardi
Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Enclosures:
Attachment 1 – Project Location Maps (Aerial, Topographic, and Street Maps)
Attachment 2 – Site Plans
Attachment 3 – Site 1 Project Element Description Table
Attachment 4 – USFWS IPaC Trust Resource List
Attachment 5 – USFWS Official Species List
Attachment 6 – NYSDEC Natural Heritage Program Correspondence
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Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1

SITE 1
PROJECT
ELEMENTS

Pedestrian
Pathway

Pollinator
Garden

Overlooks

Educational
Signs

Continuous
Berm

Shoreline
RestorationInvasive
Species
Removal

LOCATION

The northwest bank
of Valley Stream/
Hook Creek from
Mill Road to
approximately
Cloverfield Road
North and extending
west through a
residential
neighborhood to
Forest Road.
The northwest side
of the reconstructed
pedestrian path
between Columbine
Lane and
Bittersweet Lane.
Two locations:
Dahlia Lane and at
the Pollinator
Garden (between
Columbine
Lane and
Bittersweet Lane).
Potential locations
include the
Pollinator Garden
and at the tidal
marsh at the south
end of the project.
The northwest bank
of Valley Stream/
Hook Creek
between Mill Road
and the former
pedestrian bridge.

Between Mill Road
and Cloverfield
Road North.

DESCRIPTION

An existing pedestrian pathway would be reconstructed, extending
approximately 2,300 feet from Mill Road to its termination point
at Forest Road. The pathway would measure 12 feet wide and
consist of asphalt and permeable concrete pavers. Reconstruction
of the path would require removal of the existing asphalt and
concrete paving. The west abutment of a former pedestrian bridge
at Cloverfield Road North would also be removed.
An approximately 240-foot long and 5-foot wide concrete
walkway would be constructed between the pedestrian pathway
and Flower Road, along with an adjacent seating area with a
pergola.
A pollinator garden would be constructed to help revive the health
of bees, butterflies, birds, bats, and other pollinators.

Two overlook areas would be constructed along the pedestrian
pathway: an area measuring approximately 25-foot by 5-foot
adjacent to Dahlia Lane and an approximately 25-foot by 6-foot
area adjacent to the proposed Pollinator Garden. The overlook
areas would include bench seating and black aluminum fencing.

Interpretive educational signage would be installed at a minimum
of two (2) locations along the proposed path.

A continuous berm, consisting of vegetated earth with boulders
would be constructed along the northwest side of Valley
Creek/Hook Creek. The berm would be constructed to the 10-year
still-water elevation of seven feet.

Invasive species (phragmites) would be removed within the high
marsh area (at or above the mean high water mark) using a
combination of herbicides and excavation during the course of
construction. The area would be replaced with clean fill and
replanted with native intertidal high marsh species.

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1

Shoreline
Restoration- Between Mill Road
and Cloverfield
Wetland
Creation and Road North.
Enhancement

Stormwater
Management

Kayak
Launch
Scenic
Overlook
with Boulder
Revetment

Between Mill Road
and the former
pedestrian bridge.

Between Bittersweet
Lane and
Columbine Lane.
At the west
abutment of the
former pedestrian
bridge.

Existing wetland areas would be restored and enhanced by creating
a naturally sloped shoreline and planting intertidal and high marsh
plant species. This would involve excavation, placement of fill and
grading of the shoreline. As this work will include dredging of the
existing stream bed, dewatering is likely to occur for
approximately one (1) week or less.
At the base of the slope, approximately 1,275 linear feet (LF) of
coir fiber logs are proposed to be installed.
Bioswales would be constructed along the northwest side of the
proposed berm. Each swale would include an overflow structure
and would be interconnected with polyethylene piping that would
ultimately tie into the existing drainage outfalls at Cloverfield
Road North, Elderberry Lane East, Dahlia Lane, and Bittersweet
Lane.
Each of the 24 upstream catch basin inlets which are connected to
these four positive drainage systems that outfall into Valley Stream
would be retrofitted with a catch basin insert.
Installation of a pedestrian access ramp and kayak launch. The
ramp would be constructed out of a concrete checker block grid
and would provide bank stabilization, as well as a surface suitable
for use as a kayak launch during high tide.
The remaining section of the former pedestrian bridge would be
removed and replaced with a boulder revetment and scenic
overlook area.

The southwest end
of the proposed
pathway, near
Cloverfield Road
South.

Installation of 6-foot wide, 100-foot long, pile supported, timber
boardwalk over the proposed reconstructed wetland. Boardwalk
abutments would consist of concrete slabs with rip-rap for erosion
control.

Osprey
Nesting
Structure

Near the tidal marsh
at southwest end of
the proposed
pathway, near
Cloverfield Road
South.

An osprey nesting structure would be installed consisting of a
timber nesting platform and two 2x4 perches supported on a single
timber pile.

Alternative
Pedestrian
Pathway
Pavement

Between Mill Road
and Cloverfield
Road North.

Parking Area

Within existing
parkland at the
intersection of
Flower Road and
Old Central Avenue.

Pile
Supported
Boardwalk

Installation of permeable interlocking concrete pavers instead of
asphalt pathway is proposed for the pedestrian pathway.

Construction of a gravel parking area.
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Attachment

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Long Island Ecological Services Field Office
340 SMITH ROAD
SHIRLEY, NY 11967
PHONE: (631)286-0485 FAX: (631)286-4003

Consultation Code: 05E1LI00-2016-SLI-0334
August 04, 2016
Event Code: 05E1LI00-2016-E-00325
Project Name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream
Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of
your proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills
the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).
New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)
of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.
A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having

similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.
If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF
Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
Attachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream

Official Species List
Provided by:
Long Island Ecological Services Field Office
340 SMITH ROAD
SHIRLEY, NY 11967
(631) 286-0485

Consultation Code: 05E1LI00-2016-SLI-0334
Event Code: 05E1LI00-2016-E-00325
Project Type: Federal Grant / Loan Related
Project Name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream
Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the 'Provided by'
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 08/04/2016 06:42 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream

Project Location Map:
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream

Endangered Species Act Species List
There are a total of 6 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Birds

Status

Has Critical Habitat

Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus)

Threatened

Final designated

Population: except Great Lakes watershed

Red Knot (Calidris canutus rufa)

Threatened

Roseate tern (Sterna dougallii

Endangered

dougallii)
Population: northeast U.S. nesting pop.

Flowering Plants
Sandplain gerardia (Agalinis acuta)

Endangered

Seabeach amaranth (Amaranthus

Threatened

pumilus)
Mammals
Northern long-eared Bat (Myotis

Threatened

septentrionalis)
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Condition(s)

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: The Path to the Park, Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream

Critical habitats that lie within your project area
There are no critical habitats within your project area.
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Attachment

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Division of Fish, Wildlife & Marine Resources
New York Natural Heritage Program
625 Broadway, 5th Floor, Albany, New York 12233-4757
Phone: (518) 402Fax: (518) 402-8925
Website: www.dec.ny.gov

September 01, 2016
Chris Camacho
Tectonic Engineering
70 Pleasant Hill Road
Mountainville, NY 10953

Re: South Valley Stream Natural Shoreline Project
Town/City: Hempstead
County: Nassau
Dear Chris Camacho:
In response to your recent request, we have reviewed the New York Natural Heritage Program
database with respect to the above project.
We have no records of rare or state-listed animals or plants, or significant natural communities at your
site or in its immediate vicinity.
The absence of data does not necessarily mean that rare or state-listed species, significant natural
communities, or other significant habitats do not exist on or adjacent to the proposed site. Rather, our files
currently do not contain information that indicates their presence. For most sites, comprehensive field
surveys have not been conducted. We cannot provide a definitive statement on the presence or absence of
all rare or state-listed species or significant natural communities. Depending on the nature of the project and
the conditions at the project site, further information from on-site surveys or other resources may be
required to fully assess impacts on biological resources.
This response applies only to known occurrences of rare or state-listed animals and plants, significan
natural communities, and other significant habitats maintained in the Natural Heritage atabase. Your
project may require additional review or permits; for information regarding other permits that may be
required under state law for regulated areas or activities (e.g., regulated wetlands), please contact the
appropriate NYS DEC Regional Office, Division of Environmental Permits, as listed at
www.dec.ny.gov/about/39381.html.
Sincerely,

1000

Andrea Chaloux
Environmental Review Specialist
New York Natural Heritage Program

ANDREW M. CUOMO
Governor

LISA BOVA-HIATT
Executive Director

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD
November 16, 2016

RE:

NMFS No Effect Determination
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project, Town
of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York 11581

The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the New York
State Homes and Community Renewal’s (NYSHCR) Housing Trust Fund Corporation, was
established to aid the statewide recovery of disaster-affected communities in New York State.
GOSR is administering a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant for Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR), including the New
York Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) Program. This letter serves to document the
review of species protected by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration – National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for a single project proposed to receive CDBG-DR assistance,
pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) and the Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA). Our supporting analysis is
provided below.
Project Description
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project (the “Proposed
Action”) consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek located
within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York. The
proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline
restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational
enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed (see project location maps in
Attachment 1 and site plans in Attachment 2). The Proposed Action is being undertaken to
provide flood, hurricane and stormwater control, and increase the economic and environmental
resiliency of the South Valley Stream community to future climate related events. The proposed
Hook Creek flood improvements would provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve
water quality, and reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek
and adjacent tributaries. In addition, the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance
recreational opportunities by reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
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Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from
Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). This stretch of the shoreline is part of
a public greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements include
reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern
shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential neighborhood
connecting to Forest Road. The pedestrian pathway would incorporate features
pedestrian/educational signage, overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a pollinator garden.
Stormwater management measures consisting of bioswales with overflow structures would be
implemented along this stretch in order to provide stormwater retention and treatment. The
proposed shoreline improvements would implement a living shoreline concept and consist of a
vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and
construction of a berm for additional surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements
include a pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area,
and a boulder revetment. A detailed description of each project element proposed for Site 1 is
provided in Attachment 3.
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road
Park (Site 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located
approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek
and Watts Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead in
various states of disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing
damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would
be replaced with a gabion and includes reestablishing the outfall through the proposed retaining
wall and installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during periods of high
tide. This outfall is connected to a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The three upstream
catch basins connected to this drainage system would be retrofitted with catch basin inserts.
NMFS Species Protected Under the Endangered Species Act
There are five species of sea turtles and one species of fish listed under the Endangered Species
Act that have the potential to occur in the project area. ESA species include:
Sea Turtles
Loggerhead Turtle (Caretta caretta) (76 FR 58868; Recovery plan: NMFS & USFWS 2008)
Kemp’s Ridley Turtle (Lepidochelys kempii) (35 FR 18319; Recovery plan: NMFS et al. 2011)
Green Turtle (Chelonia mydas) (81 FR 20057; Recovery plan: NMFS & USFWS 1991)
Hawksbill Turtle (Eretmochelys imbricata) (35 FR 8491; Recovery plan: NMFS & USFWS 1993)
Leatherback Turtle (Dermochelys coriacea) (35 FR 849; Recovery plan: NMFS & USFWS 1992)
Fish
Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus) (77 FR 5880 and 77 FR 5914)
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Analysis
The project area is located along Valley Stream, which is a shallow tidally influenced stream that
is classified as a Class C stream by the New York Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC). Valley Stream is surrounded by dense residential and commercial development (see
aerial map in Attachment 1). The shoreline in the vicinity of the project area is bulkheaded and
subject to existing water quality impairment.
There is no critical habitat for any ESA species within the project area. There is no submerged
aquatic vegetation (SAV) in the project area. The project area is located within underwater lands
mapped as uncertified for shellfishing (NYSDEC Shellfish Closure Area) due to existing water
quality impairment (Attachment 4). The nearest underwater land designated as certified for
shellfishing is approximately 5.4 miles from the project area.
As depicted on the Map of Estimated Range of Sea Turtles (Attachment 5), the project is located
within the estimated range of green, Kemp's ridley, leatherback, hawksbill, and loggerhead sea
turtles. These sea turtles are not year-round residents in New York waters and there is no nesting
activity in the region. They may occur seasonally in the coastal waters of Long Island; however,
their presence in shallow waters of highly developed channelized areas such as the project area is
unlikely. Occurrence in these shallow waters would be rare and tied to the presence of suitable
foraging habitat. Leatherback sea turtles feed almost exclusively on jellyfish in offshore marine
environments, whereas green sea turtles tend to frequent seagrass beds. Loggerhead and Kemp's
ridley sea turtles feed on mollusks and crustaceans. Hawksbill turtles rarely occur in New York as
their preferred habitat consists of warm, coastal shoal waters with abundant SAV. The project area
lacks suitable foraging habitat as it has limited benthic resources and no SAV. As depicted in
Attachment 4, the project area is located approximately 2.8 miles from the nearest documented
SAV beds. If a sea turtle were to enter Valley Stream from Jamaica Bay or other connected
waterways, it would be a transient presence with a limited temporal duration and the individual
would not be expected to travel upstream to the project area. Sea turtles are found in the northeast
during the summer and fall months (May - November) with the highest concentrations of turtles
occurring from June through October. Valley Stream is a narrow, shallow channel that has minimal
potential foraging habitat.
As depicted on the Map of Estimated Range of Atlantic Sturgeon Distinct Population Segments
(Attachment 6), the project area is within an area mapped as accessible habitat for Atlantic
sturgeon, which is defined as in-water habitat located in marine or estuarine areas below the high
tide line. Since the project area is located in saline, tidally influenced waters, eggs, larvae, or
juvenile Atlantic sturgeon would not be present. Sub-adult and adult Atlantic sturgeon are found
seasonally in the coastal waters of Long Island, but are not likely to be present in the intertidal and
shallow water depths within the project area. Occurrence in these shallow waters would be tied to
the presence of suitable benthic resources for foraging. As discussed above, the project area has
no SAV and limited benthic resources. Because of the lack of suitable foraging habitat, use of the
area by sturgeon would be limited to transient individuals that are passing through. The project
area does not contain any known overwintering areas; thus, sub-adult and adult Atlantic sturgeon
are most likely to be present in the region from April through November. If a sturgeon were to
enter a channel from Jamaica Bay, the individual would not be expected to travel upstream to the
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project area. Valley Stream is a narrow channel that has minimal foraging habitat. If present in
Valley Stream, seasonal transients are highly mobile and could easily avoid the project area during
construction.
Proposed project activities include bulkhead repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland
creation, green infrastructure improvements, recreational enhancements, and other habitat
restoration work. There would be no loss of potential habitat for ESA species or their prey. Minor
dredging would be conducted with a closed-bucket or clamshell dredge.
Project implementation is conditioned upon issuance of applicable federal and state permits and
the project would be constructed in accordance with federal and state permit conditions and
requirements. Best Management Practices (BMPs) would minimize sediment disturbance and
reduce potential impacts from noise or turbidity during construction. The project would improve
water quality and enhance natural areas and does not involve siting a facility that would generate
hazardous waste that could cause pollution to the waterway.
Conclusion
The proposed project is located along Valley Stream, which is a shallow tidally influenced stream
that is surrounded by of dense residential and commercial development. The shoreline in the
vicinity of the project area is bulkheaded and highly developed. There is no critical habitat for ESA
species under NMFS jurisdiction within the project area.
Atlantic sturgeon and sea turtles are found seasonally in the coastal waters of Long Island.
However, their presence in shallow waters of highly developed areas such as the project area is
unlikely. Valley Stream is a narrow channel with existing water quality impairment that has
minimal foraging habitat. Therefore, sea turtles and sturgeon would not be expected to travel
upstream to the project area. If such a species was present, it would be a transient presence with a
limited temporal duration, and these highly mobile life stages could easily relocate to avoid
temporary construction disturbance. Additionally, Atlantic sturgeon and sea turtles are not year
round residents and are only expected to occur within the coastal waters of Long Island from May
to November.
The proposed project involves shoreline restoration and rehabilitation, so there would be no loss
of potential habitat for ESA species or their prey. Project implementation is conditioned upon
issuance of applicable federal and state permits and the project would be constructed in accordance
with federal and state permit conditions and requirements. Mitigative measures and BMPs would
be employed during construction. Any noise or sediment disturbance during construction would
be negligible relative to existing water quality impairment within the project area, and permit
specified BMPs would minimize the potential for such impacts.
Based on this analysis, project activities would not directly or indirectly affect any ESA species
under NMFS jurisdiction. The project would not introduce stressors on listed species, such as:
sound disturbance; changes in water depth or substrate characteristics; dredging; exposure to
pollutants or changes in water quality; changes in the abundance, availability, accessibility or
quality of prey; loss of submerged aquatic vegetation (SAV) or shellfish beds; or changes to inwater structures. Pursuant to the NMFS Greater Atlantic Region Endangered Species Act Section
25 Beaver Street, New York, NY 10004 │ Recovery Hotline: 1-855-NYS-Sandy │www.stormrecovery.ny.gov

7 Program, a No Effect Determination has been made for the proposed project. We certify that we
have used the best scientific data available to complete this analysis.

Sincerely,

Matt Accardi
Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Attachments:
Attachment 1 – Project Location Maps (Aerial, Topographic, and Street Maps)
Attachment 2 – Project Site Plans
Attachment 3 – Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
Attachment 4 – Submerged Aquatic Vegetation (SAV) Map and NYSDEC Shellfish
Closure Areas Map
Attachment 5 – Map of Estimated Range of Sea Turtles
Attachment 6 – Map of Estimated Range of Atlantic Sturgeon Distinct Population
Segments (DPSs)
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Attachment

November 21, 2016
Ms. Grace Musumeci
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region II Main Regional Office
290 Broadway, 25th Floor
New York, NY 10007

RE:

Sole Source Aquifer Analysis - CDBG-DR Program
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project, Town
of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York 11581

Dear Ms. Musumeci:
The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the New York
State Homes and Community Renewal’s (NYSHCR) Housing Trust Fund Corporation, was
established to aid the statewide recovery of disaster-affected communities in New York State.
GOSR is administering a U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant for Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR), including the New
York Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) Program. 24 C.F.R. Part 58 requires GOSR to
review projects for conformance with the Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 201, 300(f)
et seq., and 21 U.S.C. 349) as amended, and Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”)
regulations pertaining to Sole Source Aquifers found at 40 C.F.R. Part 149. On behalf of GOSR,
please find enclosed the sole source aquifer review information for the Path to the Park: Shoreline
Improvements in South Valley Stream Project.
Project Description
The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project (the “Proposed
Action”) consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek located
within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York. The
proposed shoreline improvements would entail a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline
restoration, new wetland creation and green infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational
enhancements and other habitat restoration work is proposed (see project location maps in
Attachment A and site plans in Attachment B). The Proposed Action is being undertaken to
provide flood, hurricane and stormwater control, and increase the economic and environmental
resiliency of the South Valley Stream community to future climate related events. The proposed
improvements would provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water quality, and
reduce erosion and sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent

tributaries. In addition, the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance recreational
opportunities by reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from
Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). This stretch of the shoreline is part of
a public greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements include
reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern
shoreline of Valley Stream and then veers west through a residential neighborhood connecting to
Forest Road. The pedestrian pathway would incorporate features pedestrian/educational signage,
overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a pollinator garden. Stormwater management measures
consisting of bioswales with overflow structures would be implemented along this stretch in order
to provide stormwater retention and treatment. The proposed shoreline improvements would
implement a living shoreline concept and consist of a vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and
enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and construction of a berm for additional
surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements include a pile-supported boardwalk,
kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area, and a boulder revetment.
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road
Park (Site 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located
approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream, Hook Creek
and Watts Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead in
various states of disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing
damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would
be replaced with a gabion and includes reestablishing the outfall through the proposed retaining
wall and installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during periods of high
tide. This outfall is connected to a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The three upstream
catch basins connected to this drainage system would be retrofitted with catch basin inserts. A
detailed project summary for Site 1 and Site 2 is provided in Attachment B.
In accordance with the Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) between EPA and HUD dated
August 24, 1990, GOSR hereby requests an Initial Screen/Preliminary Review for the project.
Please review the attached documentation, including Attachment 2.A and 3 to the MOU.
Responses can be sent to me via email at Matt.accardi@stormrecovery.ny.gov. In accordance with
the MOU, please respond within fifteen days. If you have any questions, please call me at (212)
480-6265.
Sincerely,

Matt Accardi
Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Enclosures:
2.A. Non-housing/Project Activity Initial Screen Criteria
3. SSA Preliminary Review Information Requirements
Attachments:
A. Aerial Photograph, Street Map, and Topographic Map (showing project locations)
B. Project Summary; Site Plans; Sole Source Aquifer Map; Drinking Water Well Map
C. Environmental Records Pertaining to the Property

Enclosure 2a

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

Project No. 7463.12

ATTACHMENT 2.A
NON-HOUSING/PROJECT ACTIVITY INITIAL SCREEN CRITERIA

The following list of criteria questions are to be used as an initial screen to determine which nonhousing projects/activities should be forwarded to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
for Preliminary Sole Source Aquifer (SSA) Review. (For housing projects/activities, see
Attachment 2.B) If any of the questions are answered affirmatively, then Attachment 3, SSA
Preliminary Review Requirements, should also be completed. The application/final statement,
this Attachment, Attachment 3, and any other pertinent information should then be forwarded to
EPA at the address below.
Any project/activity not meeting the criteria in this Attachment, but suspected of having a potential
adverse effect on the Sole Source Aquifer should also be forwarded.

CRITERIA QUESTIONS

1. Is the project/activity located within a currently designated or proposed
groundwater sensitive area such as a special Ground Water Protection
Area, Critical Supply Area, Wellhead Protection Area, etc.?
[Information confirmed by NYS Department of Environmental
Conservation]

2. Is the project/activity located within a one half mile radius (2640 feet) of
a current or proposed public water supply well or wellfield?
[See Attachment B]

- A2.A (3) -

YES

NO

N/A

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

Project No. 7463.12

3. Will the project/activity include or directly cause (check appropriate items):
YES
construction or expansion of solid waste disposal,
recycling or conversion facilities

construction or expansion or closure of landfills

construction or expansion of water supply facilities

construction or expansion of on-site
wastewater treatment plants or
sewage trunk lines

construction or expansion of gas or petroleum trunk lines
greater than 1320 feet

construction or expansion of railroad spurs or similar
extensions

construction or expansion of municipal sewage treatment
plants

4. Will the project/activity include storage or handling of any hazardous
constituents as listed in Attachment 4, Hazardous Constituents

5. Will the project/activity include bulk storage of petroleum in
underground or above ground tanks in excess of 1100 gallons?
(Please give what assurance they are done in a proper manner.)

6. Will the project/activity require a federal or state discharge elimination
permit or modification of an existing permit?

- A2.A (3) -

NO

N/A

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

Project No. 7463.12

This attachment was completed by:
Name:

Matt Accardi

Title:

Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment

Address:

Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Telephone number:

(212) 480-6265

Date:

November 30, 2016

- A2.A (3) -

Enclosure 3

The Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream Project

Project No. 7463.12

ATTACHMENT 3
SSA PRELIMINARY REVIEW INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS
Where currently available, the information in this Attachment should be provided to the
Environmental Protection Agency (see address below) along with the application/final statement;
Attachment 2.A, Non-Housing Initial Screen Criteria or Attachment 2.B, Housing Initial Screen
Criteria; and any other information which may be pertinent to a Sole Source Aquifer review.
Where applicable, indicate the source of your information.
I.

Enclosed?
Yes
No

Project/Activity Location

1. Provide the geographic location and total acreage of the
project/activity site. Include a site map which identifies the site in
relation to the surrounding area.
[See project location maps in Attachment A. The total acreage of
the project site is 7.39 acres]

2. If applicable, identify which groundwater sensitive areas (Special
Ground Water Protection Area, Critical Supply Area, Wellhead
Protection Area, etc.) the project/activity is located within or adjacent
to.
[See Attachment B, 1/2 Mile Buffer and SWAP Analysis.]

II.

Enclosed?
Yes
No

Nature of Project/Activity

3. Provide a general narrative describing the project/activity including
but not limited to: type of facility; type of activities to be conducted;
number and type of units; number of residents, etc. Provide the
general layout of the project/activity site and site-plan if available.
[See Project Summary in Attachment B]

III.

Enclosed?
Yes
No

Public Water Supply

4. Provide a description of plans to provide water supply.
[Water supply not necessary.]

- A3 (3) -
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5. Provide the location of nearby existing or proposed public water
supply wells or wellfields within one half mile radius (2640 feet) of
the project/activity. Provide the name of the supplier(s) of those wells
or wellfields. This information should be available from the local
health department, State health department or the State environmental
agency.
[See Attachment B, 1/2 Mile Buffer and SWAP Analysis.]

IV.

Wastewater and Sewage Disposal

Enclosed?
Yes
No

6. Provide a description of plans to handle wastewater and sewage
disposal. If the project/activity is to be served by existing public
sanitary sewers provide the name of the sewer district.
[Project will not generate wastewater or sewage.]

7. Provide a description of plans to handle storm water runoff.
[See Project Summary in Attachment B]

8. Identify the location, design, size of any on-site recharge basins, dry
wells, leaching fields, retention ponds, etc.
[None on site.]

V.

Use, Storage, Transport of Hazardous or Toxic Materials
(Applies only to non-housing projects/activities)

9. Identify any products listed in Attachment 4, Hazardous Constituents,
of the Housing and Urban Development-Environmental Protection
Agency Memorandum of Understanding which may be used, stored,
transported, or released as a result of the project not related to
construction.
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10. Identify the number and capacity of underground storage tanks at the
project/activity site. Identify the products and volume to be stored,
and the location on the site.

11. Identify the number and capacity of above ground storage tanks at
the project/activity site. Identify the products and volume to be
stored, and the location on the site

This form was completed by:
Name:

Matt Accardi

Title:

Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment

Address:

Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor
New York, NY 10004

Telephone number:

(212) 480-6265

Date:

November 30, 2016
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Attachment

Attachment

Description of Proposed Action
The Proposed Action consists of shoreline improvements at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook
Creek located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County,
New York (referred to as the “Path to the Park”). The proposed shoreline improvements would
entail a combination of bulkhead repair, natural shoreline restoration, new wetland creation and
green infrastructure improvements. In addition, recreational enhancements and other habitat
restoration work is proposed. The Proposed Action is being undertaken to provide flood, hurricane
and stormwater control, and increase the economic and environmental resiliency of the South
Valley Stream community to future climate related events. The proposed improvements would
provide storm surge and tidal flood protection, improve water quality, and reduce erosion and
sedimentation of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, Watts Creek and adjacent tributaries. In addition,
the project would improve wildlife habitat and enhance recreational opportunities by
reconstructing an existing pedestrian pathway along the shoreline.
Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from
Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). This stretch of the shoreline is part of
a public greenway that is owned by the Town of Hempstead. The proposed improvements include
reconstructing a pedestrian pathway that extends southwest from Mill Road along the northwestern
shoreline of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and then veers west through a residential neighborhood
connecting to Forest Road. The pedestrian pathway would incorporate features such as
pedestrian/educational signage, overlook areas, wild flower plantings, and a pollinator garden.
Stormwater management measures consisting of bioswales with overflow structures would be
implemented along this stretch in order to provide stormwater retention and treatment. The
proposed shoreline improvements would implement a living shoreline concept and consist of a
vegetative buffer, wetlands creation and enhancements, removal of a former bridge abutment, and
construction of a berm for additional surge protection. Additional budget dependent improvements
include a pile-supported boardwalk, kayak launch, osprey nesting structure, a gravel parking area,
and a boulder revetment. A detailed description of each project element proposed for Site 1 is
provided in Table 1.
The second location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road
Park (Site 2). Brook Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located
approximately 2,300 feet downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek
and Watts Creek. The existing shoreline of the Brook Road Park consists of timber bulkhead in
various states of disrepair. The proposed improvements at this site include replacing the existing
damaged bulkhead and reestablishing an 18-inch diameter outfall. The existing bulkhead would
be replaced with a gabion wall and includes reestablishing the outfall through the proposed
retaining wall and installing an 18-inch diameter check valve to prevent backflow during periods
of high tide. This outfall is connected to a positive drainage system on Brook Road. The three
upstream catch basins connected to this drainage system would be retrofitted with catch basin
inserts.

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
SITE 1
PROJECT
ELEMENTS
Pedestrian
Pathway

LOCATION

DESCRIPTION

The northwest bank of
Valley Stream/ Hook Creek
from Mill Road to
approximately Cloverfield
Road North and extending
west through a residential
neighborhood to Forest
Road.

An existing pedestrian pathway would be
reconstructed, extending approximately 2,300
feet from Mill Road to its termination point at
Forest Road. The pathway would measure 12
feet wide and consist of asphalt and permeable
concrete pavers. Reconstruction of the path
would require removal of the existing asphalt and
concrete paving. The west abutment of a former
pedestrian bridge at Cloverfield Road North
would also be removed.

An approximately 240-foot long and 5-foot wide
concrete walkway would be constructed between
the pedestrian pathway and Flower Road, along
with an adjacent seating area with a pergola.
The northwest side of the A pollinator garden would be constructed to help
Pollinator
reconstructed pedestrian path revive the health of bees, butterflies, birds, bats,
Garden
between Columbine
and other pollinators.
Lane and Bittersweet Lane.
Two locations: Dahlia Lane Two overlook areas would be constructed along
Overlooks
and at the Pollinator Garden the pedestrian pathway:
an area measuring
(between Columbine
approximately 25-foot by 5-foot adjacent to
Lane and Bittersweet Lane). Dahlia Lane and an approximately 25-foot by 6foot area adjacent to the proposed Pollinator
Garden. The overlook areas would include
bench seating and black aluminum fencing.
Potential locations include
Interpretive educational signage would be
Educational
the
Pollinator
Garden
and
at
installed at a minimum of two (2) locations along
Signs
the tidal marsh at the south
the proposed path.
end of the project.
A continuous berm, consisting of vegetated earth
Continuous Berm The northwest bank of
Valley Stream/ Hook Creek
with boulders would be constructed along the
between Mill Road and the
northwest side of Valley Creek/Hook Creek. The
former pedestrian bridge.
berm would be constructed to the 10-year stillwater elevation of seven feet.
Between Mill Road and
Invasive species (phragmites) would be removed
Shoreline
Cloverfield
Road
North.
within the high marsh area (at or above the mean
Restorationhigh water mark) using a combination of
Invasive Species
herbicides and excavation during the course of
Removal
construction. The area would be replaced with
clean fill and replanted with native intertidal high
marsh species.
Between Mill Road and
Existing wetland areas would be restored and
Shoreline
Cloverfield
Road
North.
enhanced by creating a naturally sloped shoreline
Restorationand planting intertidal and high marsh plant
Wetland
species. This would involve excavation,
Creation and
placement of fill and grading of the shoreline. As

Enhancement
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Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1
this work will include dredging of the existing
stream bed, dewatering is likely to occur for
approximately one (1) week or less.

Stormwater
Management

Kayak Launch

Scenic Overlook
with Boulder
Revetment
Pile Supported
Boardwalk

Osprey Nesting
Structure

Alternative
Pedestrian
Pathway
Pavement
Parking Area

Between Mill Road and the
former pedestrian bridge.

At the base of the slope, approximately 1,275
linear feet (LF) of coir fiber logs are proposed to
be installed.
Bioswales would be constructed along the
northwest side of the proposed berm. Each
swale would include an overflow structure and
would be interconnected with polyethylene
piping that would ultimately tie into the existing
drainage outfalls at Cloverfield Road North,
Elderberry Lane East, Dahlia Lane, and
Bittersweet Lane.

Each of the 24 upstream catch basin inlets which
are connected to these four positive drainage
systems that outfall into Valley Stream would be
retrofitted with a catch basin insert.
Between Bittersweet Lane
Installation of a pedestrian access ramp and
and Columbine Lane.
kayak launch. The ramp would be constructed
out of a concrete checker block grid and would
provide bank stabilization, as well as a surface
suitable for use as a kayak launch during high
tide.
At the west abutment of the The remaining section of the former pedestrian
former pedestrian bridge.
bridge would be removed and replaced with a
boulder revetment and scenic overlook area.

The southwest end of the Installation of 6-foot wide, 100-foot long, pile
proposed pathway, near supported, timber boardwalk over the proposed
Cloverfield Road South.
reconstructed wetland. Boardwalk abutments
would consist of concrete slabs with rip-rap for
erosion control.
Near the tidal marsh at An osprey nesting structure would be installed
southwest end of the consisting of a timber nesting platform and two
proposed pathway, near 2x4 perches supported on a single timber pile.
Cloverfield Road South.
Between Mill Road and
Cloverfield Road North.

Installation of permeable interlocking concrete
pavers instead of asphalt pathway is proposed for
the pedestrian pathway.

Within existing parkland at Construction of a gravel parking area.
the intersection of Flower
Road and Old Central
Avenue.

Page 2 of 4

Table 1: Detailed Description of Project Elements Proposed for Site 1

Page 3 of 4

Attachment C
HUD Environmental Standards Review

Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream
HUD Environmental Standards Review
Project Sites: Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York
Introduction
The purpose of this review is to ensure that the project complies with U.S. Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) environmental standards in relation to 24 CFR Part 58.5. Properties that are
proposed for use in HUD programs “must be free of hazardous materials, contamination, toxic chemicals
and gases, and radioactive substances, where a hazard could affect the health and safety of occupants or
conflict with the intended utilization of the property.”
A desktop review was performed to identify whether the Project Sites referenced in the title of this
document comply with the following criteria:
(i)
is not Listed on an U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Superfund National Priorities
or Comprehensive Environmental Response Superfund National Priorities or Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) List, or equivalent
State list;
(ii)
is not located within 3,000 feet of a toxic or solid waste landfill site;
(iii)
does not have an underground storage tank; and
(iv)
is not known or suspected to be contaminated by toxic chemicals or radioactive materials.
Summary of Findings
Records Review for the Project Sites
Project Area
This environmental review was completed for the Path to the Park: Shoreline Improvements in the South
Valley Stream Project (the “Proposed Action”). The Proposed Action consists of shoreline improvements
at two sites along Valley Stream/Hook Creek located within the Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of
Hempstead, Nassau County, New York. Improvements are proposed along the northwestern shoreline of
Valley Stream/Hook Creek, from Mill Road downstream to Cloverfield Road North (Site 1). The second
location to undergo shoreline improvements under the Proposed Action is Brook Road Park (Site 2). Brook
Road Park, a municipal park owned by the Town of Hempstead, is located approximately 2,300 feet
downstream of Site 1 at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and Watts Creek. These sites will
collectively be referred to as the Project Sites throughout the environmental review.
County Records:
The Project Sites are not located within 3,000 feet of a toxic or solid waste landfill site. A request for Bulk
Storage records for the Project Sites has been submitted to the Nassau County Department of Health and
the Nassau County Fire Commissioner. A response from Nassau County is pending at the time of this
review. Any documentation received from Nassau County indicating that tanks exist on the Project Sites
will be appended to the Environmental Review Record.
EPA Records:
The Project Sites are not listed on an EPA Superfund National Priorities or CERCLA list or equivalent
State list. A review of the EPA Facilities Database provides no indication of past uses of the Project Sites
that could have contaminated the Project Sites, or potentially adversely affect the occupants of the Project
Sites.

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Records:
The NYSDEC Environmental Remediation Database indicates that no spills were reported on or adjacent
to the Project Sites. The Project Sites are not listed as an environmental remediation sites and have no bulk
storage tanks registered to the sites.
Records Review for the Surrounding Properties
EPA Records:
There are 39 EPA-listed and permitted hazardous waste, air emissions and water discharger facilities
located within 3,000 feet of the Project Sites. Of the 39 facilities, 36 are located across Hook Creek, downgradient or have no violations reported at the facility and, therefore, are not considered a hazard that could
affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the Project Sites.
Additionally, facilities with no permit violations are not considered a hazard because the facilities are in
compliance with permit conditions that are enforced and meet standards that protect public health and the
environment by preventing releases to the environment. Three facilities are discussed below due to
noncompliance at the facility.
Valley Stream MS4 Storm Sewer is a permitted waste water discharger facility that is located
approximately 2,000 feet north of the Project Sites. The facility was in violation of the Clean Water Act
(CWA) for three quarters for non-compliance due to permit schedule violations. Although this facility has
historically been in non-compliance, it is not likely to have an adverse environmental effect on the Project
Sites as only permit scheduling violations have been reported at the facility, which does not involve any
releases of potentially hazardous materials.
The Home Depot #1216 is a permitted hazardous waste facility (Large Quantity Generator) located
approximately 1,700 feet northwest of the Project Sites. The facility has previously been in non-compliance
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) for one quarter due to generator, state statute, and
universal waste violations, with a written informal enforcement action from the State of New York from
11/16/2015. There are no NYSDEC spill reports associated with this facility location. While this facility
has previously been in non-compliance, it is not likely to have an adverse environmental effect on the
Project Sites because the reported violations did not involve any releases of potentially hazardous materials.
Valley Stream South High School is a permitted waste water discharger and hazardous waste facility
located approximately 570 feet south of the Project Sites, across Hook Creek. The facility is a Conditionally
Exempt Small Quantity Generator that was previously in noncompliance of the RCRA for one quarter due
to listing and universal waste handler’s violations. Although this facility has previously been in noncompliance, it is not likely to have an adverse environmental effect on the Project Sites because the reported
violations did not involve any releases of potentially hazardous materials, and the facility is located down
gradient of the Project Sites and across Hook Creek.
NYSDEC Records:
Twelve spills have been reported on properties located within 1,000 feet of the Project Sites. All 12 spills
have been closed by the NYSDEC. A spill being closed by the NYSDEC means that the records and data
submitted indicate that the necessary cleanup and removal actions have been completed and no further
remedial activities are necessary under this spill report number. Therefore, these closed spills are not
considered a hazard that could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended
utilization of the Project Sites.

According to the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation Database, two environmental remediation
sites are located within 3,000 feet of the Project Sites. 101 Green Acres Road Site is currently a Home

Depot located approximately 1,700 feet northwest of the Project Sites; the site is listed as a State Superfund
Site. The site was utilized for industrial purposes from the 1920’s to 1993 with hazardous waste disposal
activities occurring from 1948 to 1993. Chlorinated solvents, trichloroethene (TCE), 1,1 dichlorethene, and
1,1,1-TCA were detected in on-site soil, soil vapor, and groundwater. Excavation activities were completed
to remove the on-site soil contamination. A Record of Decision (ROD) was issued for the site in March
2000 indicating that no further action was necessary. On February 2, 2005, the site was identified for further
investigation regarding soil vapors. An investigation into soil vapors was completed in August 2011 and
on-site measures were taken to limit the impact of site contaminants on indoor air quality. Sampling has
indicated that soil vapor intrusion is not a concern for off-site buildings. Therefore, this site is not considered
a hazard that could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the
Project Sites due to the remedial actions that have been completed on the site and the determination that
soil vapor intrusion will not impact off-site buildings.
The second site, Valley Stream S04 (LIRR) is a Voluntary Cleanup Program Site located approximately
1,800 feet northeast of the Project Sites. Prior to 1979, mercury rectifiers were used at this substation to
power the Long Island Rail Road (LIRR) locomotive and electric passenger car fleet. Mercury
contamination remains although the rectifiers were removed and replaced with solid state equipment. Work
practices regarding the operation and maintenance of the rectifiers caused spills and other contaminating
events. In 2000, the LIRR conducted initial site assessments and initiated initial remedial measures
including excavation work removing six inches to a foot of soil, replacement with poly sheeting and crushed
stone around the entrance. In 2004, the LIRR entered into the voluntary cleanup program. Primary
contaminants of concern on the site are arsenic and mercury; soil contamination on the site exceeds the
Industrial Soil Cleanup Objective (SCO) for both contaminants set forth in the NYSDEC 6 NYCRR Part
375 Environmental Remediation Program. However, the site is fenced and contaminated soil is covered
with buildings and pavement. As such, the public will not come in contact with the site-related
contamination unless they enter the site or dig below the ground surface, and the soil contamination is
unlikely to be transported off-site. While groundwater flows in a southern direction towards the Project
Sites, groundwater standards are not exceeded for contaminants attributable to the site. Given groundwater
contamination is below standard at the source and contaminant levels are mitigated by the distance
groundwater must travel to reach the Project Sites, any groundwater contamination present at the Project
Sites should not pose a hazard or concern to the workers involved with this project, nor require any special
health and safety precautions. This site is not considered a hazard that could affect the health and safety of
occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the Project Sites.
The NYSDEC Bulk Storage Database indicates that there are seven bulk storage sites located within 3,000
feet of the Project Sites. The first site is a Mobil Gas Station located approximately 1,200 feet north of the
Project Sites. The site is a petroleum bulk storage site with three gasoline tanks registered to the site. Nine
spills have been reported at the site, and eight of the nine spills have been closed by the NYSDEC. A spill
closure by the NYSDEC means that the records and data submitted indicate that the necessary cleanup and
removal actions have been completed and no further remedial activities are necessary under the spill report
number. The remaining open spill, report #9315034, occurred in March 1994 and involved an unknown
amount of gasoline and methyl-tert-butyl ether (MTBE) released into the groundwater. The known
groundwater gradient flows in a southern direction towards the Project Sites. A FOIL request has been
submitted requesting additional information on this open spill. In addition, a request for more information
has been submitted to NYSDEC. Any additional information obtained will be updated in the Environmental
Review Record. For this spill, any significant contaminated groundwater plume would be under
investigation and remediation by the NYSDEC. Given no additional spill records have been identified, the
distance from the Project Sites, and the length of time that has passed since the spill, it is unlikely the project
will encounter groundwater contamination at any levels that would be a concern to workers, this site is not
considered a hazard that could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended
utilization of the Project Sites.

The second site, Amaco, is located approximately 1,200 feet northeast of the Project Sites. The site is a
petroleum bulk storage site with a single registered underground gasoline tank. This tank has been
converted to non-regulated use. Two spills have been reported at the site; however, all spills were closed
by the NYSDEC. A spill closure by the NYSDEC means that the records and data submitted indicate that
the necessary cleanup and removal actions have been completed and no further remedial activities are
necessary under the spill report number. Therefore, this site is not considered a hazard that could affect the
health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the Project Sites.
The third site, Island Plus, is located approximately 1,300 feet east-northeast of the Project Sites. The site
is a petroleum bulk storage site with one underground gasoline tank registered to the site. This tank has
been converted to non-regulated use. Three spills have been reported at the site. All three spills were closed
by the NYSDEC. A spill closure by the NYSDEC means that the records and data submitted indicate that
the necessary cleanup and removal actions have been completed and no further remedial activities are
necessary under the spill report number. As such, this site is not considered a hazard that would affect the
health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the Project Sites.
The fourth site, USA, is located approximately 2,100 feet northeast of the Project Sites. The site is a
petroleum bulk storage site with one registered gasoline tank. Six spills have been reported at the site;
however, all spills were closed by the NYSDEC. A spill closure by the NYSDEC means that the records
and data submitted indicate that the necessary cleanup and removal actions have been completed and no
further remedial activities are necessary under the spill report number. Therefore, this site it not considered
a hazard that could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the
Project Sites.
The fifth site, Long Island American Water, is located approximately 3,000 feet south/ southeast of the
Project Sites. The site is a chemical bulk storage site with tank information withheld from the NYSDEC
database. No spills have been reported at the facility and the facility records by themselves are not
considered a concern to the Project Sites.
The sixth site, Church Building, is located approximately 1,380 feet northwest of the Project Sites. The
site is a chemical bulk storage site that has one registered no. 2 fuel oil tank. The tank was closed in place
in October 1997. No spills were reported at this site in the NYSDEC spill database. The permit for bulk
storage at this site expired in December 1997 and is not considered an active bulk storage site. These records
by themselves are not considered a concern to the Project Sites.
The seventh site, Hook Creek Oil Corp, is located approximately 1,600 feet northwest of the Project Sites.
The site is a petroleum bulk storage site with 13 tanks registered to the site. Nine of the 13 tanks have been
closed and removed from the site. The remaining tanks are gasoline and diesel tanks that are currently in
service. One spill was reported at the site but was closed by the NYSDEC in 2003. A spill closure by the
NYSDEC means that the records and data submitted indicate that the necessary cleanup and removal actions
have been completed and no further remedial activities are necessary under the spill report number.
Therefore, this site it not considered a hazard that could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict
with the intended utilization of the Project Sites.

In Summary:
Based on a review of available environmental records for the Project Sites and surrounding area, the Subject
Property is unlikely to contain hazardous materials, contamination, toxic chemicals and gases, and
radioactive substances, where a hazard could affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the
intended utilization of the property. There is an open spill, report #9315034, at Mobil Gas Station discussed

above. A FOIL request has been submitted requesting additional information on this open spill. In addition,
a request for more information has been submitted to NYSDEC. Any additional information obtained will
be updated in the Environmental Review Record. However, it is unlikely that any potential contamination
from this spill would affect the health and safety of occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of
the Project Sites. As a result, the funded activities do not involve actions that would involve potential
recognized environmental conditions/ contamination. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) or
Phase II ESA is not warranted. Maps, NYSDEC reports, and EPA reports are provided at the end of this
report.
Data Sources:
Tectonic has reviewed the following sources to make the above determinations: Hazardous Waste records
contained in the RCRA, the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Information System (CERCLIS) for sites listed under the CERCLA (otherwise known as Superfund),
EPA’s Toxic Release Inventory Database (TRI), and the EPA Radiation Information Database (RADInfo).
Tectonic reviewed the NYSDEC Remedial Site Database to assess whether the site is registered as a NYS
Superfund or Environmental Restoration site. The NYSDEC Environmental Remediation Database
includes records of sites that are part of the NYS Superfund, Brownfield Cleanup, Environmental
Restoration, and Voluntary Cleanup Programs. The Database also includes a Registry of Inactive Hazardous
Waste Disposal Sites.
Tectonic requested and, when received, will review Nassau County records, retained by the Nassau County
Fire Commissioner and the Nassau County Department of Health, to determine if the Property has an
underground storage tank (besides a residential fuel tank) or any other storage tank. This information will
be appended to Environmental Review Record. The NYSDEC Bulk Storage Database was reviewed for
records of facilities that are or have been regulated according to one of the Bulk Storage Programs Chemical Bulk Storage or Major Oil Facility. The NYSDEC Spill Incident Database was used to determine
the potential effects of spills on or near the Project Sites. A desktop review of Google Earth was used in
conjunction with a map of active municipal landfills (provided by the NYSDEC) in determining whether
there was a landfill within 3,000 feet of the Project Sites.

Note: Any permits received for this project will be appended
to the environmental review record at a later date.

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW ACT
DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE (NEGATIVE DECLARATION)

SOUTH VALLEY STREAM PROJECT

DATE:

January 9, 2017

NAME OF ACTION:

South Valley Stream Project (Proposed Project)

LOCATION:

Hamlet of South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York

SEQRA CLASSIFICATION:

[ X ] Type I (ENB Required); [ ] Unlisted

REVIEW TYPE:

[ X ] Coordinated; [ ] Uncoordinated

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE:

[ X ] Negative Declaration; [ ] Positive Declaration

____________________________________________________________________________________
The Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery (“GOSR”), an office of New York State Homes and
Community Renewal’s Housing Trust Fund Corporation (“HTFC”), has established Lead Agency status
pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (“SEQRA”) (ECL Sections 3- 0301(1)(b), 30301(2)(m) and 8-0113 and 6 NYCRR Part 617) for the environmental review of the proposed South
Valley Stream Path to the Park Project (the “proposed action”) in the South Valley Stream, Nassau
County, New York. In accordance with SEQRA and its implementing regulations found at 6 NYCRR Part
617, GOSR has established itself as SEQRA lead agency and has classified the proposed action a Type I
Action. A full Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Part 1 regarding the proposed action has been
circulated for review and comment to interested and involved agencies. GOSR has evaluated the criteria
found under 6 NYCRR 617.7(c), completed Parts 2 and 3 of the EAF, and determined that the proposed
action would not result in significant environmental impacts. This memo is incorporated by reference into
Part 3 of the EAF and serves as the rationale for GOSR’s determination of significance.

South Valley Stream Project – Negative Declaration – January 6, 2017
The Proposed Project:
The Proposed Project is a shoreline restoration and rehabilitation project planned to enhance community
resilience to future storm events, improve water quality, enhance natural areas, and provide public access
to open space. Shoreline restoration would include removing and disposing of invasive species, creating
and enhancing tidal wetlands by sloping the shoreline, and planting of intertidal plants. Plans call for a
new overlook structure to be built in South Valley Stream, which would connect to a new pedestrian
pathway proposed to be constructed along Valley Stream/Hook Creek. Preliminary plans also call for a
pollinator garden, a new retaining wall system, a kayak launch, a boulder revetment, a boardwalk over
tidal wetlands, an osprey nesting structure, and a parking area. Additionally, a new vinyl bulkhead or
gabion retaining wall would be constructed at the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and Watts
Creek to replace an existing timber bulkhead.
Purpose and Need:
The New York State Rising Community Reconstruction (NYRCR) Program is structured to provide
eligible communities resources and expertise to build resilience to future flooding events. This
community was impacted by Hurricane Irene, Tropical Storm Lee, and Superstorm Sandy. During
Superstorm Sandy, the storm surge caused water levels in Jamaica Bay to rise and, as a result, the waters
in Hook Creek and its tributaries rose, overtopping the bulkheads, natural areas, and the existing
floodgates at Rosedale Road. This flooding was exacerbated by stormwater accumulation. Since the
storms, the stream banks in South Valley Stream have continued to erode and localized flooding occurs
on a regular basis. Given the history of flooding and erosion at the site, and the proposed work to restore
the shoreline, create new wetlands, and the construction of an earthen berm and bulkhead, potential
alternatives must be considered in order to try and mitigate the amount of damage from future flood
events.
Existing Conditions:
The Proposed Project is to provide a combination of green infrastructure improvements and hardened
shoreline at two sites located along The Path to the Park (The Path). The first site is located at the
northwestern bank of Hook Creek in the hamlet of South Valley Stream, in the Town of Hempstead,
Nassau County, New York. The second site is located at Brook Road Park, approximately 2,300 feet to
the southwest of the first site, within the hamlet of South Valley Stream.
As described in the South Valley Stream NYRCR Plan, the target areas encompass the hamlet of South
Valley Stream along the southwestern edge of the Town of Hempstead in Nassau County, NY. It is
bordered to the west by the Borough of Queens in New York City and to the north by the Village of
Valley Stream. The South Valley Stream NYRCR Community consists of two unincorporated
neighborhoods, North Woodmere and Mill Brook, located to the east and west, respectively, of the water
body known as Valley Stream.
The restoration will take place along the shoreline of Valley Stream on the Town of Hempstead
property, from approximately Cloverfield Road North to Mill Road, a stretch of the stream known as
The Path and further south around Brook Road Park along the shoreline of Valley Stream and Watts
Creek. The beneficiaries of this project will be the NYRCR Community, particularly the residential
communities northwest of the target area, above Flower Road, Cloverfield Road, and Riverdale Road,
and on the residentially developed peninsula where Brook Road Park is located.

South Valley Stream Project – Negative Declaration – January 6, 2017

Funding:
The total project cost is estimated at $3,700,000.00. GOSR proposes to allocate funding pursuant to the
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community Development Block GrantDisaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program as authorized by the Disaster Relief Appropriations Act of
2013 (Public Law 113-2, approved January 29, 2013). The NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation
(HTFC), which administers the CDBG-DR program funds on behalf of GOSR, intends to approve
funding for the proposed project as described in this notice.
Environmental Considerations:
The SEQRA EAF Parts I and II assessed multiple resource topics for which potential impacts were not
identified. The following analysis finds that the proposed action will not result in a significant adverse
impact on these resources.
Land Use, Zoning, Public Policy, and Urban Design – The Proposed Project is consistent with existing
zoning regulations, land use types, building height and scale. The Proposed Project would maintain current
land use and would therefore be compatible with existing land use. The Proposed Project would also
conform to the vision of the NY Rising Community Reconstruction Program for South Valley Stream,
Nassau County, which is to protect against flooding. The Proposed Project would not result in the creation
of new jobs and/or an increase in the number of employees and would therefore not have an urbanizing
effect.
Soil Suitability, Slope, Erosion, Drainage, and Storm Water Runoff The Proposed Project site has been
previously disturbed and developed, surrounded immediately by residential properties; unsuitable soils are
not anticipated. According to the United States Department of Agriculture – Natural Resources
Conservation Service Web Soil Survey, the Proposed Project site is predominantly Urban landUdipsamments- wet and Udipsamments - wet substratum soil types, with 100% of the site being moderately
well drained, and the slopes averaging being between zero and 10%. The proposed activities would not
change the slope of the existing site. There will be no additional unfiltered runoff created by the Proposed
Project. This will be accomplished through creating drainage swales to hold storm water. Only during large
storm events and/or if the stream crests the swales will water drain into local waterways via catch basin
inserts.
Hazards and Nuisances, including Site Safety and Noise The Proposed Project is located in a designated
non-attainment area for air quality. However, the Proposed Project will not adversely affect air quality and
the proposed activities will not affect transportation patterns or levels of service thereby aiding the
preservation of local air quality. Standard Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be implemented during
construction to minimize sediment disturbance and reduce potential impacts from noise or turbidity during
construction. The project would improve water quality and enhance natural areas and does not involve siting
a facility that would generate hazardous waste that could cause pollution to the waterway. Some noise may
be generated during construction; however, this will be temporary and will not adversely impact the
surrounding areas. The proposed activities will not significantly increase the level of noise or vibration
compared to current conditions. In addition, no blasting will be required.
The Proposed Project does not include any bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products in aboveground
or underground storage. The Proposed Project is within 2,000 feet of a New York State Department of
Environmental (NYSDEC) Environmental Site Remediation. Site 130084 is in the site management phase
and no longer presents a significant threat to the environment. Site V00404 states persons who dig below the
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ground surface off-site may come into contact with contaminants in subsurface soil (arsenic and mercury).
Due to the distance from the Proposed Project site, nature of the contaminants and the Voluntary Cleanup
Program information, it is unlikely that the Proposed Project area is contaminated from this site. A
pollinator garden would be created on the northwest side of the proposed path. All fertilizer used would be
approved organic-type containing nitrogen-fixing bacteria or 17gram tablet-type containing isobutylidene
diurea (IBDU). Mulch would be a wood fiber high performance, flexible growth medium. Straw would be
used as mulch anchorage/chemical mulch binder would be used as determined by landscape architect.
Invasive species removal would occur via a combination of herbicide and excavation during construction.
Energy Consumption – Construction and heavy machinery use would be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m.
through approximately 5:00 p.m. Monday through Friday. Therefore, the use of energy (power usage) for
lights that would be used for night work is not proposed, so there would be no significant energy increase.
Outdoor lighting will consist of existing standard light posts, some to remain in their current location, others
would be relocated to accommodate needs of the project.
Socioeconomic Impacts and Community Facilities and Services – The Proposed Project would create
temporary construction jobs. However, these jobs would not significantly increase employment
opportunities or impact income patterns. The Proposed Project would not result in the creation of new
permanent jobs and/or result in an increase in the number of employees at the existing site and therefore
would not impact employment and income patterns or alter the demographic characteristics of the
surrounding community.
In addition, the Proposed Project would not increase the demand for educational, health care or social
service facilities, nor would it directly or indirectly displace people, businesses, institutions, or community
facilities as it would occur within an existing developed site owned by the Town of Hempstead.
The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has determined that the Proposed Project would have no
adverse effect on properties in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) in
their response letter dated August 25, 2016. Letters were sent to the Delaware Nation, Delaware Tribe of
Indians, Shinnecock Nation, Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of the Mohicans, and Unkechaug on
December 2, 2016, inquiring as to whether the Proposed Project site encompasses historic properties of
religious or cultural significance to the Tribes and whether they were interested in being consulting parties
to the Proposed Project; Replies were received from Stockbridge-Munsee Community Band of the
Mohicans on December 6, 2016 and Delaware Tribe of Indians on December 14, 2016; both having no
significant cultural resource concerns. In the event of any inadvertent discoveries of human remains and/or
cultural resources including, but not limited to, funerary objects, sacred objects and objects of cultural
patrimony are made during execution of the project scope, then work shall be halted immediately and the
SHPO and THPO of all appropriate Tribes, Nations and Communities shall be consulted before work can be
resumed.
The Proposed Project will generate liquid wastes, but dredge dewatering is expected to be non-hazardous.
Once dewatering occurs, no liquid waste generation would continue for the duration of the project and
beyond project completion. No public wastewater treatment facilities are located at the Proposed Project
site. The Proposed Project does not call for public/private potable water supply.
The Proposed Project would not result in the creation of new jobs and/or result in an increase in the number
of employees at the existing location of the Proposed Project, and therefore would not increase demand for
police protection, fire protection, or emergency medical services. The Proposed Project will be conducted in
conformance with all applicable federal, state and local permit requirements and conditions. The Proposed
Project is expected to help the local residents resist storm damage and protect the local community and
environment from future flood events.
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The Proposed Project would not impact open space or recreation, but would restore and revitalize the
project areas and allow for their continued use and enjoyment by the public

The Proposed Project would not impact transportation. There would be a negligible increase in construction
traffic.
Natural Features – The Proposed Project site is located within a state listed Critical Environmental Area
(CEA), Jamaica Bay. However, the project activities are within previously disturbed areas and will involve
natural shoreline restoration.
The Proposed Project site is located along Valley Stream, which is a shallow tidally influenced stream that
is classified as a Class C stream by the NYSDEC and classified as an Estuarine and Marine Deepwater
wetland by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS). As a condition of funding, proof of the
aforementioned permits or other documentation of compliance will be obtained. Funds for the work will not
be released to the Town of Hempstead until the appropriate documentation is provided.
The Proposed Project site is within an Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulated Sole Source
Aquifer (SSA), the Long Island Nassau/Suffolk SSA Designated Area. The EPA was consulted and their
response letter received December 13, 2016 indicated requests, recommendations, and considerations to
reduce environmental impacts and to create a more sustainable project. One recommendation was for the
mechanical removal of the phragmites instead of using herbicides, but if herbicides must be used, the EPA
recommends consultation with Ms. Joyce Rodler of NYSDEC Region 1 to ensure that the herbicides posing
the least threat to the aquifer are used. These indications are in accordance with Section 1424(e) of the Safe
Drinking Water Act and therefore would result in no significant threats to the Long Island Nassau/Suffolk
SSA.
The Proposed Project site is located within the 100-year and 500-year floodplain, also partly located within
a floodway. However, the Proposed Project will provide eligible communities resources and expertise to
build resilience to future flooding events. The project is not located within a State-approved local
waterfront revitalization program area or State-approved regional coastal management program area.
None of the activities are located within a Coastal Barrier Resource System Unit. The Department of
State (DOS) stated there was no objection to funding for the Proposed Project in their response letter
dated December 20, 2016.
The NY Natural Heritage Program (NYNHP) response received September 1, 2016 indicated no records of
any rare or state-listed species at the Proposed Project site. The USFWS online review process indicated
Piping Plover, Red Knot, Roseate Tern, Sandplain Gerardia, Seabeach Amaranth, and Northern Long-eared
Bat as threatened and Endangered species that may occur within the boundary of and/or may be affected by
the Proposed Project. No critical habitats were identified at the Proposed Project site. The Proposed Project
is anticipated to have no effects on these species. The Proposed Project site has also been extensively
previously disturbed. A request of acknowledgement was requested with the USFWS for the No Effect
Determination submitted December 14, 2016. National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Maps for the
Atlantic Coast indicate that the Proposed Project site occurs within the range of sea turtles, and within the
estimated range of Atlantic sturgeon distinct population segments (DPSs). The nearest underwater land
designated as certified for shellfishing is approximately 5.4 miles from the Proposed Project site. After a
review of the project activities in relation to the listed marine species, it has been concluded that there will
be No Effect on the listed marine species as a result of the project activities and a memorandum was
completed December 7, 2016.
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The Proposed Project will not convert farmland to nonagricultural use; will not require preparation of an
Agricultural Impact Statement and Notice of Intent, and is exempt under the Farmland Protection Policy Act
(FPPA).
Standard Requirements:
Any change to the Proposed Project as described will require re-evaluation by GOSR’s Certifying Officer for
compliance with SEQRA and other law, regulations and policies.
This review does not address all federal, state and local requirements. Acceptance of federal funding requires
recipient to comply with all federal, state and local laws. Failure to obtain all appropriate federal, state and
local environmental permits and clearances may jeopardize federal funding.
Additional Mitigation Measures:
To the extent required and/or practicable, any approval of the proposed project is subject to following
mitigation measures being adhered to by the grant recipient to minimize environmental impacts and create
a more sustainable project:
Construction and demolition – to the maximum extent possible, utilize local and recycled materials in
construction process and recycle materials generated onsite.
Clean diesel – implement diesel controls, cleaner fuel, and cleaner construction practices for on-road
and off-road equipment used for transportation, soil movement, or other construction activities,
including:
o

Strategies and technologies that reduce unnecessary idling, including auxiliary power
units, the use of electric equipment, and strict enforcement of idling limits; and

o

Use of clean diesel through add-on control technologies like diesel particulate filters and
diesel oxidation catalysts, repowers, or newer, cleaner equipment.

Stormwater – utilize low impact development (LID) principles such as minimizing effective
imperviousness to create site drainage, and the planting of native and non-invasive vegetation on the
project site for stormwater management purposes. Other LID practices can include bioretention
facilities, rain gardens, vegetated rooftops, rain barrels, and permeable pavements;
Cost-efficient, environmentally friendly landscaping – EPA’s GreenScapes program provides costefficient and environmentally friendly solutions for landscaping;
Energy efficiency – energy-efficient technologies should be incorporated into the station house when
possible; and
Water conservation and efficiency – promote water conservation and efficiency through use of water
efficient products (toilets, faucets, showerheads) and practices. Consider use of products with the
WaterSense label where appropriate.
In addition to the factors considered above, the GOSR considered the following guidance from the State
Environmental Quality Review Act and its implementing regulations and determined that the Proposed
Action would:
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(i)
Not result in “a substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface water quality
or quantity, traffic or noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste production; a substantial increase
in potential for erosion, flooding, leaching or drainage problems;” (§617.7(c)(1)( i ))
(ii)
Not result in “the impairment of the environmental characteristics of a Critical Environmental
Area as designated pursuant to subdivision 617.14(g) of this Part;” (§617.7(c)(1)(iii))
(iii)
Not result in “the impairment of the character or quality of important historical, archaeological,
architectural, or aesthetic resources or of existing community or neighborhood character;”
(§617.7(c)(1)(v))
(iv)
Not result in “the encouraging or attracting of a large number of people to a place or places for
more than a few days, compared to the number of people who would come to such place absent the
action;” (§617.7(c)(1)(ix))
(v)
Not result in “the creation of a material demand for other actions that would result in one of the
above consequences;” (§617.7(c)(1)(x))
(vi)
Not result in “changes in two or more elements of the environment, no one of which has a
significant impact on the environment, but when considered together result in a substantial adverse impact
on the environment; or (§617.7(c)(1)(xi))
Therefore, GOSR, acting as Lead Agency, and having prepared a Long Environmental Assessment
Form (LEAF), has determined that the proposed action will not have a significant effect on the
environment and a Draft Environmental Impact Statement will not need to be prepared.

Matt Accardi
Assistant General Counsel Deputy Director
Bureau of Environmental Review and Assessment
Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery
99 Washington Avenue Suite
1224 Albany, New York 12260
Office: (518) 473-0015

Date: January 9, 2017

Attachments:
Environmental Assessment Form (Parts 1, 2 and 3)
Negative Declaration Distribution List

A copy of this Notice is available at the following web address:
http://www.stormrecovery.ny.gov/environmental-docs

Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting
Instructions for Completing Part 1
Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to
update or fully develop that information.
Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that
must be answered either “Yes” or “No”. If the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer to the initial question is “No”, proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the project sponsor to verify that the information contained in
Part 1is accurate and complete.
A. Project and Sponsor Information.
Name of Action or Project:
Shoreline Improvements in South Valley Stream within the NY Rising Community Reconstruction Grant Program, CDBG-DR Program

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
Valley Stream/Hook Creek and the confluence of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and Watts Creek in South Valley Stream, Town of Hempstead, New York

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):
The Proposed Action is a shoreline restoration and rehabilitation project planned to enhance community resilience to future storm events, to improve water
quality, to enhance natural areas, and to provide public access to open space. Shoreline restoration would include removing and disposing of invasive
species, creating and enhancing tidal wetlands by sloping the shoreline, and planting of intertidal plants. Plans call for a new overlook structure to be built
in South Valley Stream, which would connect to a new pedestrian pathway proposed to be constructed along Valley Stream/Hook Creek. Preliminary
plans also call for a pollinator garden, a new retaining wall system, a kayak launch, a boulder revetment, a boardwalk over tidal wetlands, an osprey
nesting structure, and a parking area. Additionally, a new vinyl bulkhead or gabion retaining wall would be constructed at the confluence of Valley
Stream/Hook Creek and Watts Creek to replace an existing timber bulkhead.

Name of Applicant/Sponsor:

Telephone: 516-812-3483

Town of Hempstead

E-Mail: jefftie@tohmail.org

Address: 350 Front Street
City/PO: Hempstead

State:

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role):

Telephone:

New York

Zip Code:

E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO:

State:

Property Owner (if not same as sponsor):

Telephone:

Zip Code:

E-Mail:
Address:
City/PO:

State:
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Zip Code:

11550

B. Government Approvals
B. Government Approvals Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial
assistance.)
Government Entity

If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s)
Required

Application Date
(Actual or projected)

a. City Council, Town Board,
Yes
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village
Yes
Planning Board or Commission
c. City Council, Town or
Yes
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies
Yes

No

Town of Hempsted Structures in Waterways
Permit

Projected Date: August 2015

No

Town of Hempsted

Projected Date: August 2015

No

Town of Hempsted

Projected Date: August 2015

No

Town of Hempstead Building Department

Projected Date: August 2015

e. County agencies

Yes

No

Parcel 11E cove comes into creek

f. Regional agencies

Yes

No

g. State agencies

Yes

No

NYSDEC Wetlands, Protection of Water, Sect.
401 Water Quality Cert. & De-watering Permits

h. Federal agencies

Yes

No

USACOE Section 404 permit, Section 401 Permit, Projected Date: August 2016
Section 10 Permit

Projected Date: August 2016

i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway?
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program?
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area?

Yes

No

Yes
Yes

No
No

Yes

No

C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site
Yes No
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action
Yes No
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway
Yes No
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
Western
Suffolk/Nassau County special groundwater protection area; Jamaica Bay Protection Area Hook creek
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan,
Yes No
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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C.3. Zoning
a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance.
Yes No
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Confluence
of Valley Stream/Hook Creek and Watts Creek - Residence C Zoning Classification (Town of Hempstead Real Estate Department)
Valley
Stream/Hook Creek shoreline improvement area - Zone P (park) (Incorporated Village of South Valley Stream)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit?

Yes

No

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action?
Yes No
If Yes,
i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site? ___________________________________________________________________
C.4. Existing community services.
a. In what school district is the project site located? South
________________________________________________________________
Valley Stream Central School District 13
b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Nassau
County Police Department 4&5, New York State Police - Troop L - Zone, Valley Stream Public Safety, Valley Stream Auxiliary Police Unit
c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Valley
Stream Fire Department, Valley Stream Volunteer Fire Department
d. What parks serve the project site?
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Valley
Stream State Park, Edward W. Cahill Memorial Park, Brook Rd. Park, Village Green Park.
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
D. Project Details
D.1. Proposed and Potential Development
a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all
components)? Recreational
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action?
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed?
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor?

Approx. 7.39 acres
_____________
Approx. 4.36 acres
_____________
Approx. 7.39 acres
_____________

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use?
Yes No
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % ____________________
Units: ____________________
13,079 wetland, & 28,000 path
square feet
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision?
Yes No
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed?
Yes No
iii. Number of lots proposed? ________
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum __________ Maximum __________
e. Will proposed action be constructed in multiple phases?
Yes No
18 months
i. If No, anticipated period of construction:
_____
ii. If Yes:
Total number of phases anticipated
_____
Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition)
_____ month _____ year
Anticipated completion date of final phase
_____ month _____year
Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases: _______________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
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f. Does the project include new residential uses?
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.
One Family
Two Family
Initial Phase
At completion
of all phases

Three Family

Multiple Family (four or more)

___________

___________

____________

________________________

___________

___________

____________

________________________

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)?
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures ___________
3
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: ________height;
<15
________width;
and _______
2300 length
12
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: ______________________
0.00 square feet

Yes

No

Yes

No

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any
Yes No
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment: drainage
________________________________________________________________________________
swale for stormwater from 2300' by 12' pedestrian pathway.
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water:
Ground water Surface water streams Other specify:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
stormwater only
iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment.
Volume: ____________
unknown million gallons; surface area: ____________
unknown acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure:
________
n/a height; _______
n/a length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
drainage
swales created by slope of land would be designed to contain, and enhance the quality of, runoff from upland watershed areas.
D.2. Project Operations
a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both?
Yes No
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i .What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? Installation
_______________________________________________________________
of proposed gabion and removal of invasive species.
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): ____________________________________________
2,300 Cubic Yards
Over what duration of time? ____________________________________________________
approximately 4 - 6 weeks
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The material
to be excavated is existing stream bed
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials?
Yes No
If yes, describe. ___________________________________________________________________________________________
Dewatering is likely to occur as a result of the dredged streambed. The material would be drained over a short period of time,
likely under one week.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? _____________________________________acres
Less than 0.5
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? _______________________________
Less than 0.5 acres
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? __________________________
5.0 feet
viii. Will the excavation require blasting?
Yes No
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: _____________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The natural
shoreline would be restored between Mill Road and Cloverfield Road North. Approximately 8,834 square feet (SF) of phragmites, an invasive
species,
would be removed and disposed of at a NYSDEC approved facility. Approximately 9,030 SF of new wetlands would be created with a naturally
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
sloped shoreline with intertidal plantings to improve erosion control, create habitat, and improve water quality filtering settling sediment.

b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment
Yes No
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description): 885
______________________________________________________________________________________________
206: Valley Stream
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The proposed
project improvements include terracing a walkway with a natural sloped shoreline, restoring littoral zone habitats, and
improving
open spaces. Additionally, there are several bid alternates proposed for the project in the form of a kayak launch, boulder
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
revetment
at the pedestrian bridge, a pile supported boardwalk over the proposed tidal marsh, an osprey nesting structure, an alternative
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
pathway
pavement, and a gravel parking area. Installation of proposed gabion requires excavation of 2,300 Cubic Yards of stream bed.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments?
Yes No
of 2,300 Cubic Yards of stream bed.
If Yes, describe: Excavation
__________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation?
Yes No
If Yes:
a
of
vegetation proposed to be removed 8,832
___________________________________________________________
square feet of phragmites(invasive species) would be removed.
18,606 SF of the existing wetland area would be restored
acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion ________________________________________
purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access): ____________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Invasive
species control
proposed method of plant removal: Excavation/
________________________________________________________________________
Herbicides
if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): _________________________________________________
Unknown at this time
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: _________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Approximately
4,247 SF of new wetlands would be created, 14,359 SF of the existing wetland area would be restored
c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: __________________________ gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply?
Yes No
If Yes:
Name of district or service area: _________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal?
Yes No
Is the project site in the existing district?
Yes No
Is expansion of the district needed?
Yes No
Do existing lines serve the project site?
Yes No
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project?
Yes No
If Yes:
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Source(s) of supply for the district: ________________________________________________________________________
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site?
Yes No
If, Yes:
Applicant/sponsor for new district: ________________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: __________________________________________________________________
Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: _______________________________________________________________
v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: ___________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private), maximum pumping capacity: _______ gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: _______________
46,050 gallons/day
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each): __________________________________________________________________
Dredge
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
dewatering, expected to be non-hazardous, once dewatering occurs no liquid waste generation would continue for the duration of the project and
beyond
project completion.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities?
Yes No
If Yes:
Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: _____________________________________________________________
Name of district: ______________________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project?
Yes No
Is the project site in the existing district?
Yes No
Is expansion of the district needed?
Yes No
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Do existing sewer lines serve the project site?
Yes No
Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project?
Yes No
If Yes:
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ____________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site?
Yes No
If Yes:
Applicant/sponsor for new district: ____________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: _______________________________________________________________
What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? __________________________________________________
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge, or describe subsurface disposal plans):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The Proposed
Action does not call for public/private potable water supply.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: _______________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The Proposed
Action does not call for public/private potable water supply.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point
Yes No
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?
If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
_____ Square feet or _____
1.04 acres (impervious surface)
_____ Square feet or _____
3.0 acres (parcel size)
drainage swales would be retrofitted with catch basin inserts; the drainage swales would only drain
ii. Describe types of new point sources.Existing
__________________________________________________________________________
filtered runoff directly to local waterways if a storm event is in excess of the water quality storm event.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?
There ________________________________________________________________________________________________________
will be no additional unfiltered runoff created by proposed project activities. This will be accomplished through creating drainage swales to hold storm
water. ________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Only during large storm events and/or if the stream crests the swales will drain water into local waterways via catch basin inserts.
If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: ________________________________________________
Valley
Stream/Hook Creek and Watts Creek
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties?
Yes No
iv. Does proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater?
Yes No
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel
Yes No
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit,
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?
If Yes:
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:
___________Tons/year
(
) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
0
___________Tons/year
(
)
of Nitrous Oxide (N2 )
0
___________Tons/year
(
) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
0
___________Tons/year
(
) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)
0
___________Tons/year
(
) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflo rocarbons (H
)
0
___________Tons/year
(
)
of
Hazardous
Air
Pollutants
(HAPs)
0
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Yes

No

Yes

No

h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants,
Yes No
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): ________________________________________________________________
ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring): ________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as
Yes No
quarry or landfill operations?
If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial
Yes No
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:
Evening
Weekend
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply):
Morning
Randomly between hours of __________ to ________.
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of semi-trailer truck trips/day: _______________________
iii. Parking spaces:
Existing _____________
Proposed ___________
Net increase/decrease _____________
iv. Does the proposed action include any shared use parking?
Yes No
v. If the proposed action includes any modification of existing roads, creation of new roads or change in existing access, describe:
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within ½ mile of the proposed site?
Yes No
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric
Yes No
or other alternative fueled vehicles?
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing
Yes No
pedestrian or bicycle routes?
k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand
Yes No
for energy?
If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: ____________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or
other):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to, an existing substation?
Yes No
l. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.
i. During Construction:
Monday - Friday: _________________________
8am-5pm
Saturday: ________________________________
8am-5pm (possible)
Sunday: _________________________________
8am-5pm (possible)
Holidays: ________________________________
8am-5pm (certain holidays)

ii. During Operations:
Monday - Friday: ____________________________
dawn - dusk
Saturday: ___________________________________
dawn - dusk
Sunday: ____________________________________
dawn - dusk
Holidays: ___________________________________
dawn - dusk

Page 7 of 13

m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction,
Yes No
operation, or both?
If yes:
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
Construction
and heavy machinery use would be limited to the hours of 8:00 a.m. through approximately 5:00 p.m Monday through Friday. Mitigative noise
measurements
would be put into place and trips would be consolidated to reduce noise.
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen?
Yes No
Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
n.. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting?
Yes No
If yes:
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Existing
standard light posts, some to remain in their current location, others would be relocated to accommodate needs of the project.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen?
Yes No
Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day?
Yes No
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures: ______________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (
over 1,100 gallons)
Yes No
or chemical products
?
If Yes:
i. Product(s) to be stored ______________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Volume(s) ______ per unit time ___________ (e.g., month, year)
iii. Generally describe proposed storage facilities ___________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides,
Yes No
insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
A pollinator
garden would be created on the northwest side of the proposed path. All fertilizer used would be approved organic-type
containing
nitrogen-fixing bacteria or 17 gram tablet-type containing IBDU. Mulch would be a wood fiber high performance, flexible growth
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
medium.
Straw would be used as mulch anchorage/chemical mulch binder would be used as determined by landscape architect. Invasive
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
species
removal
would occur via a combination of herbicide and excavation during construction.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices?
Yes No
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal
Yes No
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?
If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
Construction: ____________________ tons per ________________ (unit of time)
Operation : ____________________ tons per ________________ (unit of time)
ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
Construction: ________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Operation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
Construction: ________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Operation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility?
Yes
No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): ___________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:
________ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
________ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: ________________________________ years
t. Will proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous
Yes No
waste?
If Yes:
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: ___________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: ___________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated _____ tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: ____________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility?
Yes No
If Yes: provide name and location of facility: _______________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site
a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
Urban
Industrial
Commercial
Residential (suburban)
Rural (non-farm)
Forest
Agriculture
Aquatic
Other (specify): Recreational/Municipal/
____________________________________
Suburban
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Public/municipal/recreational
use
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.
Land use or
Covertype
Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces
Forested
Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (nonagricultural, including abandoned agricultural)
Agricultural
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)
Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.)
Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)
Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

Current
Acreage

Acreage After
Project Completion

Change
(Acres +/-)

1.013

1.013

0

1.0

0.9963

-0.0037

0.77

0.77

0

0

0

0

0.33

0.33

0

0.404

0.427

+0.023

0.30

0.30

0

Other
Describe: _______________________________
________________________________________

Page 9 of 13

c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation?
Yes No
i. If Yes: explain: Public
__________________________________________________________________________________________
Park and Pathway
d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed
Yes No
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?
If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Shalavet
High School
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
e. Does the project site contain an existing dam?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
Dam height:
_________________________________ feet
Dam length:
_________________________________ feet
Surface area:
_________________________________ acres
Volume impounded: _______________________________ gallons OR acre-feet
ii. Dam s existing hazard classification: _________________________________________________________________________
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility,
Yes No
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:
i. Has the facility been formally closed?
Yes No
If yes, cite sources/documentation: _______________________________________________________________________
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: __________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin
Yes No
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?
If Yes:
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any
Yes No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site
Yes No
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
Yes – Spills Incidents database
Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________
Yes – Environmental Site Remediation database
Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________
130084, V00404
Neither database
ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:_______________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database?
Yes No
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): ______________________________________________________________________________
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
Site 130084:
This site is in the site management phase and no longer presents a significant threat to the environment.
Site V00404:
Persons who dig below the ground surface off-site may come into contact with contaminants in subsurface soil (arsenic and mercury).
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
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v. Is the project site subject to an institutional control limiting property uses?
Yes No
If yes, DEC site ID number: ____________________________________________________________________________
Describe the type of institutional control (e.g., deed restriction or easement): ____________________________________
Describe any use limitations: ___________________________________________________________________________
Describe any engineering controls: _______________________________________________________________________
Will the project affect the institutional or engineering controls in place?
Yes No
Explain: ____________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________________
E.2. Natural Resources On or Near Project Site
a. What is the average depth to bedrock on the project site?

________________
700-1500 feet

b. Are there bedrock outcroppings on the project site?
If Yes, what proportion of the site is comprised of bedrock outcroppings? __________________%
c. Predominant soil type(s) present on project site:

___________________________
Urban land-Udipsamments, wet
___________________________
Udipsamments, wet substratum
____________________________

Yes

No

__________%
85
__________%
15
__________%

d. What is the average depth to the water table on the project site? Average: _________
6 feet
e. Drainage status of project site soils:

Well Drained:
Moderately Well Drained:
Poorly Drained

f. Approximate proportion of proposed action site with slopes:

_____% of ite
_____%
of site
100
_____% of ite

0-10%:
10-15%:
15% or greater:

_____%
of site
100
_____% of site
_____% of site

g. Are there any unique geologic features on the project site?
Yes No
If Yes, describe: _____________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
h. Surface water features.
i. Does any portion of the project site contain wetlands or other waterbodies (including streams, rivers,
Yes No
ponds or lakes)?
ii. Do any wetlands or other waterbodies adjoin the project site?
Yes No
If Yes to either i or ii, continue. If No, skip to E.2.i.
iii. Are any of the wetlands or waterbodies within or adjoining the project site regulated by any federal,
Yes No
state or local agency?
iv. For each identified
wetland and waterbody on the project site, provide the following information
Streams:
Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________
Lakes or Ponds: Name ____________________________________________ Classification _______________________
Wetlands:
Name ____________________________________________
Approximate Size ___________________
Estuarine and Marine Deepwater
Wetland No. (if regulated by DEC) _____________________________
v. Are any of the above water bodies listed in the most recent compilation of NYS water quality-impaired
Yes No
waterbodies?
If yes, name of impaired water body/bodies and basis for listing as impaired: _____________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________________________
i. Is the project site in a designated Floodway?

Yes

No

j. Is the project site in the 100 year Floodplain?

Yes

No

k. Is the project site in the 500 year Floodplain?

Yes

No

l. Is the project site located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal or sole source aquifer?
Yes No
If Yes:
Nassau Suffolk Sole Source Aquifer
i. Name of aquifer: _________________________________________________________________________________________
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:
______________________________
_______________________________
Squirrels
Racoon
Chipmonks
______________________________
_______________________________
Opossum
Osprey

______________________________
______________________________
Snakes
______________________________
Fish

Frogs

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation): _____________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: ________________________________________________________________________
iii. Extent of community/habitat:
Currently:
______________________ acres
Following completion of project as proposed: _____________________ acres
Gain or loss (indicate + or -):
______________________ acres
o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

Yes

No

USFWS lists the potential for Piping plover, Red knot, Roseate tern, Sandplain gerardia, Seabeach amaranth, and Northern long-eared bat.

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of
special concern?

Yes

No

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing?
Yes No
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: ___________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to
Yes No
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: _________________________________________________________________
b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present?
Yes No
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? ___________________________________________________________________________
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s): _________________________________________________________________________________
c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National
Yes No
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark:
Biological Community
Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent: ___________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. CEA name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Basis for designation: _____________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Designating agency and date: ______________________________________________________________________________
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Disclaimer: The EAF Mapper is a screening tool intended to assist

project sponsors and reviewing agencies in preparing an environmental
assessment form (EAF). Not all questions asked in the EAF are
answered by the EAF Mapper. Additional information on any EAF
question can be obtained by consulting the EAF Workbooks. Although
the EAF Mapper provides the most up-to-date digital data available to
DEC, you may also need to contact local or other data sources in order
to obtain data not provided by the Mapper. Digital data is not a
substitute for agency determinations.

B.i.i [Coastal or Waterfront Area]

Yes

B.i.ii [Local Waterfront Revitalization Area]

No

C.2.b. [Special Planning District]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Potential Contamination History]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Listed]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.i [DEC Spills or Remediation Site Environmental Site Remediation Database]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation
Site]

Yes

E.1.h.iii [Within 2,000' of DEC Remediation
Site - DEC ID]

130084 , V00404

E.2.g [Unique Geologic Features]

No

E.2.h.i [Surface Water Features]

Yes

E.2.h.ii [Surface Water Features]

Yes

E.2.h.iii [Surface Water Features]

Yes - Digital mapping information on local and federal wetlands and
waterbodies is known to be incomplete. Refer to EAF Workbook.

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream
Name]

885-206

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Stream
Classification]

C

E.2.h.iv [Surface Water Features - Wetlands Federal Waters
Name]
E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies]

Yes

E.2.h.v [Impaired Water Bodies - Name and
Basis for Listing]

Name - Pollutants - Uses:Valley Stream, Upper, and tribs – Unknown Toxicity
– Recreation;Aquatic Life
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E.2.i. [Floodway]

Yes

E.2.j. [100 Year Floodplain]

Yes

E.2.k. [500 Year Floodplain]

No

E.2.l. [Aquifers]

Yes

E.2.l. [Aquifer Names]

Sole Source Aquifer Names:Nassau-Suffolk SSA

E.2.n. [Natural Communities]

No

E.2.o. [Endangered or Threatened Species]

No

E.2.p. [Rare Plants or Animals]

No

E.3.a. [Agricultural District]

No

E.3.c. [National Natural Landmark]

No

E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area]

Yes

E.3.d [Critical Environmental Area - Name]

Jamaica Bay

E.3.d.ii [Critical Environmental Area Reason]

Protect ecosystem & large number of wildlife

E.3.d.iii [Critical Environmental Area – Date
and Agency]

Date:2-1-90, Agency:Kings, Queens, Nassau County

E.3.e. [National Register of Historic Places]

Digital mapping data are not available or are incomplete. Refer to EAF
Workbook.

E.3.f. [Archeological Sites]

Yes

E.3.i. [Designated River Corridor]

No
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts

South Valley Stream
1/9/2017

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 whole 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,
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is
less than 3 feet.

E2d

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

E2f

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

E2a

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

D2a

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

D1e

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

D2e, D2q

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

B1i

h. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________
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YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

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,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, move on to Section 3.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: ________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

E2g

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

E3c

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may create a new water body.

D2b, D1h

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

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

D2a

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

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

D2a, D2h

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

D2c

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

D2d

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

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

E2h

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

D2q, E2h

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

D1a, D2d
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YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

l. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand
on supplies from existing water supply wells.

D2c

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
proposed action will not use or create a new demand for water
Cite Source: ________________________________________________________

D2c

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

D1a, D2c

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater.

D2d, E2l

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

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

D2p, E2l

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

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

h. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway.

E2i

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

E2j

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

E2k

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

D2b, D2e

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding.

D2b, E2i,
E2j, E2k

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action,

E1e

dam
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YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

6. Impacts on Air
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
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 (N2 )
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
hydrochlorofl urocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g
D2h

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.
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.

D2g

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

D

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

D2s

D2f, D2g

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 8.
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

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

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

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

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
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NO
No, or
small
impact
may occur

YES
Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

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

f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any
portion of a designated significant natural community.
site is not within a designated significant natural community
Source: project
____________________________________________________________

E2n

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

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: ______________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
proposed
action does not require the conversion of more than 10 acres of habitat

E1b

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

D2q

j. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

8.

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

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

E2c, E3b

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

E1a, Elb

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

E3b

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

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

El a, E1b

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

C2c, C3,
D2c, D2d

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

C2c

h. Other impacts: ________________________________________________________
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NO
No, or
small
impact
may occur

YES
Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

9.

Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local
scenic or aesthetic resource.

E3h

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

E3h, C2b

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

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

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

E3h

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

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

E2q,
E1c

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, f. and g.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 11.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, any buildings, archaeological site or district which is listed on or has been
nominated by the NYS Board of Historic Preservation for inclusion on the State or
National Register of Historic Places.

E3e

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

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
archaeological or historic sites were identified on the project site
Source: no
____________________________________________________________

E3g
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YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

d. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
e.

If any of the above (a-d) are answered “
”, 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.

E3e, E3g,
E3f

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

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

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.

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
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

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource.

C2a, E1c,
C2c, E2q

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

C2a, C2c
E1c, E2q

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

C2c, E1c

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

e. Other impacts: _____________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
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

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

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network.

D2j

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

D2j

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access.

D2j

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

D2j

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

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

D2j

. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation.

D2k

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

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

D2k

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

D1g

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

D2m

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

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day.

D2o
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No, or
small
impact
may occur

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local
regulation.

YES

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties.

D2n

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

D2n, E1a

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure
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.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
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

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation.

E1g, E1h

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

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

E1g, E1h

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

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

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

D2q, E1f

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste.

D2q, E1f

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

D2r, D2s

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

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

E1f, E1g

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

D2s, E1f,
D2r

m. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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YES

No,or
small
impact
may cccur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s).
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%.
c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations.

C2, C3, D1a
E1a, E1b
C2

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

C2, C2

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
C4, D2c, D2d
D2j

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure.
g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

C2, C2, C3

C2a

h. Other: _____________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

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

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas
of historic importance to the community.

E3e, E3f, E3g

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

C4

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

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

C2, E3

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

C2, C3

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape.

C2, C3
E1a, E1b
E2g, E2h

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

PRINT FULL FORM
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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

Identify portions of EAF completed for this Project:

Unlisted
Part 1

Part 2

Part 3

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.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

Negative Declaration Distribution List
SOUTH VALLEY STREAM PROJECT
In accordance with 6 NYCRR 617.12(b)(1), the Negative Declaration for the above
mentioned project has been sent to the following parties for filing:
Involved Agencies
Jeffrey Tierney
Deputy Commissioner of Engineering
Town of Hempstead
One Washington Street
Hempstead, NY 11550
Joseph Bentivegna
Commissioner of Parks and Recreation
Town of Hempstead
One Washington Street
Hempstead, NY 11550
Roger Evans, Regional Permit Administrator, Region 1
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
SUNY @ Stony Brook
50 Circle Road
Stony Brook, NY 11790-3409
Joseph Brown, P.E., Regional Director
New York State Department of Transportation Region 10
State Office Building
250 Veterans Memorial Highway
Hauppauge, NY 11788
Mr. Ron Rausch, Director
Environmental Management Bureau
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
625 Broadway, 2nd Floor
Albany, New York 12238
Mr. Larry Moss, Technical Specialist
Division for Historic Preservation
New York State Historic Preservation Office
Peebles Island Resource Center
P.O. Box 189
Waterford, NY 12188-0189

Involved Agencies Continued
Mr. Richard Lord
Chief of Mitigation Programs & Agency Preservation Officer
NYS Division of Homeland Security & Emergency Services
1220 Washington Avenue
Bldg 7A, Floor 4
Albany, NY 12242
Mr. Robert Derico
Senior Environmental Manager
Dormitory Authority of the State of New York
515 Broadway
Albany, NY 12207
Shila Shah-Gavnoudias, P.E., Commissioner
Nassau County Department of Public Works
1194 Prospect Avenue
Westbury, NY 11590-2723
Anthony J. Santino
Town of Hempstead Supervisor
One Washington Street
Hempstead, NY 11550
Town of Hempstead Department of Planning and Economic Development
200 North Franklin Street, 1st Floor
Hempstead, NY 11550
Town of Hempstead Conservation and Waterways
P.O. Box 180, Lido Boulevard
Point Lookout, NY 11569
Town of Hempstead Building Department
1 Washington Street, 2nd Floor
Hempstead, NY 11550
Interested Agencies
Nasrin G. Ahmad
Hempstead Town Clerk
1 Washington Street, 1st Floor
Hempstead, NY 11550

Interested Agencies Continued
Maureen O’Connell, County Clerk
Nassau County
240 Old Country Road
Mineola, NY 11501
Town of Hempstead, Highway Department
350 Front Street
Hempstead, NY 11550

