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NEPA Environmental Assessment Checklist

Pedestrian Footbridge — | N
May 8, 2015

Project Name and Description:

Project Name: Pedestrian Footbridge, |l (Arplicant Identification: |
)

Location: | Sundown hamlet, Town of Denning, Ulster County, NY
12740

The proposed action is the construction of a replacement footbridge spanning approximately
210 linear feet across Rondout Creek to allow access to a single-family residence. The
bridge will be approximately 7 feet and 2.75 inches wide and will provide the residents
access to the home without fording Rondout Creek. Currently, access to the home is
restricted during high flow conditions. Location maps are included in Attachment 1.

INTRODUCTION

Sundown is an incorporated hamlet within the Town of Denning, Ulster County. This area
suffered flooding as a result of Hurricane Irene. The footbridge at the property described
herein suffered substantial damage as a result of high flow conditions during Hurricane Irene.
The bridge was washed away and approximately 65 feet of embankment at the bridge
location was lost due to erosion during the storm. To increase accessibility to the residential
property, the applicant proposes to replace the footbridge across Rondout Creek.

Project Activities: This project involves Community Development Block Grant — Disaster
Recovery (CDBG — DR) program funding for new construction of an approximately 210 linear
foot footbridge. The proposed work comprises of a combined use of steel H-pile placement,
concrete erection support, railings and abutments. The project will involve stream bed
disturbance and bank disturbance in portions of the creek channel to install four pile sets.
Each pile set will be reinforced with bracers secured on steel plates at the abutments. The
work will also include concrete filling on both end connections and an additional retainer plate
on the eastern connection side. No bank restoration is required as the bridge covers the
complete span of the creek and there is very little alteration proposed for the surrounding
area. The surface of the bridge will be finished with roll tar and the tar covered with sand to
create a non-slip surface that is not tacky due to exposed tar.

Proposed work and preliminary site plans according to llling Engineering Services (IES)
includes approximately 210’ x 7° 2%” linear feet footbridge. Piles will be 12-inch diameter and
there will be a 31’ linear foot pile set, a 26’ linear foot pile set, a 20’ linear foot pile set, and a
15’ linear foot pile set. Piles will be driven up to 22 feet into the stream bed. The bridge will
be sloped approximately 3.5% with the higher end on the south side of Rondout Creek and
the lower end on the north side of Rondout Creek. The underside of the bridge will be
approximately five and one half (5.5) feet above the stream bed at its lowest elevation.
These plans are not finalized, but final engineered plans are expected to conform closely
with these preliminary plans.

Due to the extent of new construction for the replacement footbridge across the Rondout
Creek, an environmental assessment is being prepared in accordance with 24 CFR Part
58.36.



Background & Context: According to case documents, the grant applicant, |
has been accessing her residential property by fording the Rondout Creek. While this is
possible during low flow conditions, there are times when fording the creek is not practicable
and is not safe. Moreover, current conditions could hinder emergency personnel from
accessing the home if an emergency were to occur.

Several options were evaluated to restore reliable access to the residence. One option was
to build a road through neighboring properties, but this option was deemed too expensive,
and would require easement agreements with adjacent property owners. Additionally, the
option to rebuild a bridge that could allow vehicular access, including fire trucks, to the
property was considered. Unfortunately, the funds necessary to build such a bridge are not
available to the applicant. Several designs to construct a replacement footbridge were
considered and an orthotropic pedestrian bridge design was chosen. Initial estimates indicate
that the project will cost approximately $140,000.00.

The bridge will span Rondout Creek which drains to the Rondout Reservoir. This river and
reservoir are part of the New York City Water Supply Watershed. There are several
developed properties located in the valley along Rondout Creek in the area of the project
location. The terrain in the project area is mountainous with mainly forested land in addition
to cleared/ agricultural land. It is not expected that this project will affect the New York City
Watershed because the project will replace a previously existing structure and does not
involve septic or sewer systems. Moreover, once the construction for this project is complete,
the residents of the property will no longer ford the river which will eliminate the need for
stream disturbance via vehicular and pedestrian crossing.

Purpose & Need for the Project: The funding assistance provides for replacement of a
pedestrian footbridge. This project will restore reliable access to the residence on the
property and will also allow for emergency medical access if an emergency were to occur.



ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FACTORS/ SCREENING

[Environmental Review Guide HUD CPD 782, 24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Evaluate the significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and
resources of the project area. Enter relevant base data and verifiable source documentation
to support the finding. Then enter the appropriate impact code from the following list to make
a determination of impact. Impact Codes: (1) - No impact anticipated; (2) - Potentially
beneficial; (3) - Potentially adverse; (4) - Requires mitigation; (5) - Requires project
modification. Note names, dates of contact, telephone numbers and page references.
Attach additional material as appropriate. Note conditions or mitigation measures required.

Land Development Code Source or Documentation

Conformance with 1 | Town of Denning assessment data indicates that the
Comprehensive Plans property class of this property is single-family residential.
and Zoning The property was purchased by the current applicant with

existing footbridge and fording privileges approximately
30 years ago. The proposed work to replace a pedestrian
footbridge providing access to the residence is in
conformance with existing privileges and the property
class.

Additionally, notes from a meeting between FEMA, Il
B (applicant), the preliminary engineering firm (Wes
llling), the NYC Department of Environmental Protection,
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, Senator
Bonacic's office, Sullivan County Soil & Water
Conservation District, the Town of Denning, and Ulster
County Legislator indicate the aforementioned parties
agreed that a replacement footbridge and continuing
fording rights would be the only viable short-term solution
to reinstitute reliable access to the residential property
(See Attachment 2).

Amongst several goals listed in the Town of Denning
Comprehensive Plan dated 2007, the Town of Denning
set forth goals to maintain and preserve Denning’s
natural beauty, to help keep land and housing affordable
for residents, to minimize the conversion of undeveloped
land in the remote mountain areas, and to ensure that
development is compatible with natural resources
protection. The proposed project will allow the continued
use of long-standing preexisting residence and will
prevent a situation that could force the residents from
having to move and develop new parcels due to
unreliable access to their current property. Moreover, the
proposed action plan is to replace a previously existing
structure and, thus, is not expected to adversely affect
the aesthetic resources of the area relative to the
preexisting conditions.

Additionally, this action does not hinder possible future
community hazard mitigation/erosion prevention projects
that may arise in this area.




Compatibility and
Urban Impact

The project proposes to replace a previously existing
pedestrian footbridge. The project is located in a sparsely
populated area and does not occur in an urban
environment. Furthermore, the project does not create
potential to urbanize a previously non-urban area.

Slope

Per the applicable USGS Topographic Map, the project
site is a bridge over a creek that runs through a valley.
The Rondout Creek and its floodplain are generally flat,
but give way to a precipitous rise in elevation beyond the
floodplain. The bridge will have an approximate 3.5%
positive slope from the south side to the north side of
Rondout Creek. The elevation at the bridge location is
approximately 960 feet above sea level. The project will
not affect the natural slope of the stream or the adjacent
embankments. The bridge will be built on piles and the
stream banks are not proposed to be excavated or
graded. Rondout Creek will continue to flow unimpeded.
(Source Cited: Attachment 1)

Erosion

This project proposes to replace a pedestrian footbridge
that was washed away during Hurricane Irene. The
project does not include stream bank rehabilitation and is
not expected to affect erosion at the project site. Best
management practices for erosion and sediment control
will be used to limit impact to water quality and erosion
during the construction of the in-water pilings for the
bridge. Achieving the replacement of the footbridge will
reduce the necessity for fording Rondout Creek, and can
reduce any erosion that occurs when the Creek is forded
by vehicles or pedestrians.

Soil Suitability

US Dept. of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) maps provide information
on soils types and properties that influence development
of building sites. The information is intended for land use
planning, evaluating land use alternatives, and for
planning site investigations prior to design and
construction. According to the NRCS soils map data for
“Erosion Hazard” the rating class and limiting features for
the soil type in the location of the proposed rehabilitation
road and/or trails is slight to moderate (See Attachment
3, USDA NRCS Soil Map). This means that there are
some limiting features, but that the construction of roads
or trails in this location is not severely limited. Moreover,
as the proposed project is a bridge over the location, the
soils are only disturbed at the piling locations. It is
presumed that engineered construction plans account for
soil suitability factors in the design of the pedestrian
footbridge supports.

Hazards and Nuisances
including Site Safety

The proposed project involves replacement of a
pedestrian footbridge over Rondout Creek. Normal
construction hazards will be present during work.
Construction management practices to promote safety
would comply with existing applicable Federal, State,




County and local municipal regulations.

The property 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. Based on review of
the NYSDEC Bulk Storage database, the property does
not have underground storage tank, and the property is
not known or suspected to be contaminated by toxic
chemicals or radioactive materials. Moreover, a review of
the NYSDEC Spill Incident database revealed no spills
occurring on the property or in the immediate vicinity of
the property.

A review of the EPA Resource Conservation and
Recovery (RCRA) and NYSDEC Environmental
Remediation databases provided no indication of past
uses of the surrounding properties that could contaminate
the property or potentially adversely affect the occupants
of the adjacent properties.

Conclusion: Based on project description, the scope of
work is not expected to pose an environmental risk to the
residential character of the property or the inhabitants of
the property. The funded activities do not involve actions
that would involve potential recognized environmental
conditions/contamination. Thus, a Phase | or Phase Il
Environmental Site Assessment is not warranted.

(See Attachment 4, HUD Environmental Standards
Review)

Energy Consumption

The project will not expand energy consumption needs
relative to conditions prior to the flooding events, nor will
it increase long-term energy consumption.

Noise - Contribution to
Community Noise Levels

The proposed use is not a noise sensitive use. This
project will not generate excessive noise during the short-
term period of physical work and work will adhere to local
municipal noise control standards. There is no long-term
change to the local noise characteristics of the site.

Air Quality

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

This project does not involve physical work that would
substantively affect the NYSDEC Air Quality State
Implementation Plan (SIP). No significant impacts on air
quality will result. Generally, it is recommended to
conduct construction rehabilitation utilizing methods to
ensure acceptable air quality during these temporary
activities, including through minimization of volatile
organic compounds and nitrogen oxides emissions. This
includes operation of gas-powered construction
equipment to avoid prolonged idling. It involves fugitive




dust management in rehabilitation. It is also desirable to
source low-VOC materials and inventory and energy star
efficient equipment purchase, as practicable.

Environmental Design
Visual Quality - Coherence,
Diversity, Compatible Use
and Scale

The project involves replacement of a previously existing
pedestrian footbridge across Rondout Creek. The
proposed project is not expected to detract from visual
quality as existed prior to the previously existing bridge
washing away.

Socioeconomic

Code

Source or Documentation

Demographic Character

Changes

1

The project will not induce any change in the

demographic character of the area.

Displacement

2

The project involves replacement of a pedestrian
footbridge and there is no known potential for the project
to cause the displacement of individuals or families,
destroy jobs, local businesses or public community
facilities, or disproportionately affect particular
populations. Instead, this project entails mitigation
measures which will allow reliable access to a residential
property and may prevent displacement of current
residents if stream flow conditions became such that the
resident could no longer ford the creek to access their
home.

Employment and Income

Patterns

Not applicable. The project has no potential to affect
employment opportunities or income patterns.

Community Facilities
and Services

Code

Source or Documentation

Educational Facilities

Not applicable. The project will not introduce any new
populations that would increase the student population of
the area. As such, the project will not have an impact on
educational facilities.

Commercial Facilities

Not applicable. The project will not introduce any new
development that would require additional retail services
or other commercial facilities.

Health Care

Not applicable. The project will not introduce any new
development that would require the availability of routine
or emergency health services.

Social Services

Not applicable. The proposed project would not impact
social services. Social services are provided by a range
of non-profit and government agencies.

Solid Waste

The project involves the replacement of a pedestrian
footbridge. The action will not produce solid wastes on
an on-going basis. It is expected that any wastes
produced during the construction of the bridge, such as
excess construction materials, will be removed from the
site and will be appropriately disposed of according to
construction waste management practices at an
appropriate, legally compliant receiving facility.

Waste Water

Not applicable. The proposed project will not introduce
development that would generate waste water.




Storm Water

This project does not affect storm water conditions. It
does allow access to the residential property during high
flow conditions which can occur during storms. The
project does not increase impervious surfaces relative to
conditions that existed before the previous footbridge was
washed away.

Water Supply

Not applicable. The proposed project will not increase
demand for water.

Public Safety

The proposed project will not generate new demand for

- Police police services. The project to replace a pedestrian
footbridge will allow for reliable emergency police access
to the residence on the property in the event of an
emergency.

- Fire The proposed project will not generate new demand for

fire services. The project to replace a pedestrian
footbridge will allow for reliable emergency fire personnel
access (by foot) to the residence on the property in the
event of an emergency.

- Emergency Medical

The proposed project will not generate new demand for
emergency medical services. The project to replace a
pedestrian footbridge will allow for reliable emergency
medical access to the residence on the property in the
event of an emergency.

Open Space & Recreation
- Open Space

The project involves replacement of a pedestrian
footbridge and will not introduce new development that
would generate demand for open space resources or
impede open space access.

- Recreation

The proposed project will not introduce new development
that would generate demand for recreational resources
and nor will it impede recreational access. The action
occurs on private residential property.

-Cultural Facilities

Due to the project location and potential for impacts to
archaeological resources, a Phase | Archaeological
Assessment was completed. The assessment concluded
that no impacts would occur. Additionally, the stream
banks were scoured so that any cultural artifacts that may
have once been present, have been washed away by the
Rondout Creek.

The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) concurred
that no historic properties will be affected by the proposed
undertaking in a letter dated May 1, 2015.

(Source Cited: Attachment 5)

Transportation

Besides limited trips generated by construction vehicles
during a short window of construction defined to occur
over a period of up to ten (10) months, possibly less, the
project will not introduce new development that generates
continuing demand for transport or transport services.




Natural Features

Source or Documentation

Water Resources

The project will neither introduce new demand for
groundwater or surface water as a water supply nor
introduce septic flows that may affect water resources.

The project occurs in the Rondout Creek Watershed,
which has a NYS Watershed Plan. The Rondout Creek
Watershed Plan focuses on watershed education and
awareness, storm water management, floodplain
management, vegetation management, and best
management practices for activities such as agriculture.
This project to replace a footbridge providing access to a
residential property is in conformance with the watershed
plan. Moreover, impacts to floodplain were considered
and documented herein. The Rondout Creek Watershed
Plan can be found at the following link:
http://www.clearwater.org/green-cities/watershed-
management/rondout-creek-watershed-council/

Surface Water

The proposed project involves replacement of a
pedestrian footbridge across Rondout Creek and involves
pilings into the stream bed. Stream bed disturbance may
produce short-term impacts to surface water during the
installment of bridge pilings. However, the proposed
construction will be carried out in strict conformance with
NYSDEC permit ID 3-5120-00002/00009, which
authorizes the construction of the bridge over Rondout
Creek including the support piling/pipes in the stream
bed. Permit conditions that apply to this project include,
but are not limited to, the installment of erosion controls,
erosion control during construction, and the work
performed during low flows only. The NYSDEC permit
with the complete list of permit conditions is provided in
Attachment 6.

Provided there is no discharge of dredged or fill material
proposed for inside of the pilings, no CWA Section 404(b)
permit would be required for the installation of this
footbridge. However, if concrete is proposed to fill inside
of the pilings, then a Section 404(b) permit would be
required.

The project occurs in an area that is part of the NYC
Watershed and, thus, falls within the NYC Department of
Environmental Protection jurisdiction. A letter from the
NYC Department of Environmental Protection (DEP),
dated April 15, 2015, indicates that the DEP has
determined that the proposed project does not require
any further review or approval by the NYC DEP (See
Attachment 6).

Unique Natural Features
and Agricultural Lands

According to NYSDEC’s Environmental Resource Map,
the site is not located in or adjacent to a “Significant
Natural Communities”. This data identifies locations



http://www.clearwater.org/green-cities/watershed-management/rondout-creek-watershed-council/
http://www.clearwater.org/green-cities/watershed-management/rondout-creek-watershed-council/

within % mile of an identified significant natural
community. The project is also not identified to be in or
adjacent to State or Federal wetlands. (Source Cited:
Attachment 7)

This project action does not involve the conversion of
farmland to another use and, thus, will have no effect on
potential nearby agricultural lands.

Vegetation and Wildlife

According to information reviewed on the NYSDEC
Environmental Resource Mapper at
http://www.dec.ny.gov/imsmaps/ERM/viewer.htm, the
project site is not located within NYSDEC’s designated
rare, threatened or endangered species generalized
review area. A letter from the NYSDEC’s NY Natural
Heritage Program (NHP), dated February 19, 2015,
indicates that there are no records of rare or state-listed
animals or plants, or significant natural communities at
the project site or within its immediate vicinity.

The USFWS list of species that may be affected by or
occur in the proposed project area includes the Northern
Long-Eared Bat as a proposed endangered species, the
northern wild monkshood as a threatened species, the
bog turtle as a threatened species, and the Indiana bat as
an endangered species for Ulster County.

This project does not involve substantial clearing of
vegetation or any taking of wildlife. The project may
involve the removal of one (1) tree. Given the very minor
proposed impact of potentially removing one tree at the
property and the fact that the area surrounding the site is
wooded and open space, the proposed project is not
expected to impact habitat availability for the northern
long-eared bat or the Indiana bat.

A “No Effect” concurrence letter was received from the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, which is dated
March 18, 2015. (Sources Cited: Attachment 8)



http://www.dec.ny.gov/imsmaps/ERM/viewer.htm

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT WORK SHEET

Directions: The Responsible Entity (RE) must make a determination as to whether the
activities affiliated with the project will affect the resource under consideration and trigger
formal compliance consultation procedures with the appropriate oversight agency and/or
subsequent mitigation. You may consult guidance by clicking on links in each box below
which also will take you to information from agency web sites. If the activity affects the
resource, indicate (A) in the Status Determination Column below. Or indicate (B) in that
column if the activity does not affect the resources under consideration. The compliance
documentation column should indicate what source documentation was used to make the
compliance determination and copies of all necessary documentation should be attached to
the completed form for inclusion in the Environmental Review Record (ERR).

Statutes, Executive Status

Orders, and Determ

Regulations listed at | ination Compliance Documentation

24 CFR Sec. 58.5 (Aor

B)

Wetland Protection B The project does not occur within or adjacent to State

[Executive Order or Federal designated wetlands. This is based on US

11990] Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetlands
Inventory maps and the NYSDEC Environmental
Resource Mapper. Thus, there was no direct
consultation with USFWS or the NYSDEC regarding
wetlands. There will be no direct impacts to State or
Federal regulated wetlands. (Source Cited:
Attachment 7)

Coastal Zone B Not applicable. The project does not occur in a Coastal

Management Zone according to the USFWS coastal barrier

[Coastal Zone resources system mapper. (Source Cited: Attachment

Management Act, 7)

1972, sec. 307 (c)

and (d)]

Historic Preservation B Due to the project location and potential for impacts to

[36 CFR Part 800] archaeological resources, a Phase | Archaeological
Assessment was completed. The assessment
concluded that no impacts would occur. Additionally,
the stream banks were scoured so that any cultural
artifacts that may have once been present, have been
washed away by the Rondout Creek.
The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO)
concurred that no historic properties will be affected by
the proposed undertaking in a letter dated May 1, 2015.
(Source Cited: Attachment 5)

Floodplain B The proposed project is in a 100-year floodplain and

Management according to preliminary data it is in floodway

[Executive Order (Attachment 9). Floodplain Management (EO11988)

11988; 24 CFR Part Determination shows compliance and is annexed

55] hereto as Attachment 10. In accordance with 24 CFR




Part 55.20, this determination entailed a full 8-step
decision making process, and its findings are affirmative
to suggest that the project is practicable and may
proceed.

Sole Source Aquifers
[40 CFR 149]

The project is not located in a sole source aquifer area.
Additionally, the project does not increase impervious
surfaces relative to conditions that existed before the
previous bridge was washed away. There will be no
adverse impacts to sole source aquifers. (Source
Cited: Attachment 11).

Endangered Species
Act
[50 CFR 402]

According to information reviewed on NYSDEC
Environmental Resource Mapper at
http:/www.dec.ny.gov/imsmaps/ERM/viewer.htm, the
site is not within NYSDEC'’s designated rare, threatened
or endangered species generalized review area. A
letter from the NYSDEC’'s NY Natural Heritage
Program, dated February 19, 2015, indicates that there
are no records of rare or state-listed animals or plants,
or significant natural communities at the project site or
within its immediate vicinity.

The USFWS list of species that may be affected by or
occur in the proposed project area includes the
Northern Long-Eared Bat as a proposed endangered
species, the northern wild monkshood as a threatened
species, the bog turtle as a threatened species, and the
Indiana bat as an endangered species for Ulster
County.

This project does not involve substantial clearing of
vegetation or any taking of wildlife. The project may
involve the removal of one (1) tree. Given the very
minor proposed impact of potentially removing one tree
at the property and the fact that the area surrounding
the site is wooded and open space, the proposed
project is not expected to impact habitat availability for
the northern long-eared bat or the Indiana bat.

A “No Effect” concurrence letter was received from the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, which is dated
March 18, 2015. (Sources Cited: Attachment 8)

Wild and Scenic
Rivers

[16 U.S.C. 1271, Sec.

Not applicable. The project does not occur within or
adjacent to wild and scenic rivers within Ulster County,
as designated by the U.S. Department of the Interior.

7(b), (c)] Additionally, there are no State designated wild, scenic,
or recreational rivers within or near the project
locations.

Clean Air Act This project does not involve physical work that would

[40 CFR Parts 6, 51,
93]

substantively affect the NYSDEC Air Quality State
Implementation Plan (SIP). No significant impacts on
air quality will result. Generally, it is recommended to
conduct construction rehabilitation utilizing measures to




ensure acceptable air quality during these temporary
activities, including through minimization of volatile
organic compounds and nitrogen oxides emissions.
This includes operation of gas-powered construction
equipment to avoid prolonged idling. It involves fugitive
dust management in rehabilitation. It is also desirable to
source low-VOC materials and inventory and energy
star efficient equipment purchase, as practicable.

Farmland Policy Act
[7 CFR Part 658]

Not applicable. This project does not involve the
conversion of farmland to other use. The project
involves replacing a pedestrian footbridge and will
occur within the limits of the stream banks.

Environmental Justice
[Executive Order
12898]

This project does not occur in a State-identified
Environmental Justice area
http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/permits ej operations pdf/

ulsterej.pdf

The project is intended to provide new construction for
a footbridge that spans across the Rondout Creek
allowing access to a residential home. The project does
not contribute to or promote environmental injustice.

Noise Abatement and
Control

[24 CFR Part 51,
Subpart B]

The proposed use is not a noise sensitive use. The
proposed work is not expected to generate excessive
noise during the short-term period of physical work and
work will adhere to local noise control standards.

Explosive and
Flammable Operations
[24 CFR Part 51 C]

Acceptable separation distance requirements do not
apply to this rehabilitation and economic development
case project because the definition for HUD-assisted
projects in 24 CFR Part 51.201 is predicated on
whether the project increases the number of people
exposed to hazardous operations. The environmental
review for this project/ activity involves a proposal to
provide a new footbridge in place of a previously
existing bridge that was washed away. The project
does not involve increasing the residential or
commercial density of the neighborhood. Pursuant to
Part 51 Subpart C ‘HUD-assisted project’ Definition (in
51.201), it does not involve increasing residential or
business densities, converting the type of use of a
building to habitation, or making a vacant building
habitable; therefore, there is not a requirement to
comply under 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C.

Airport Clear Zones
and Accident Potential
Zones

[24 CFR Part 51
Subpart D]

The project does not involve acquisition; therefore,
airport clear zone requirements are not applicable (also
confirming compliance with 58.6).



http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/permits_ej_operations_pdf/ulsterej.pdf
http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/permits_ej_operations_pdf/ulsterej.pdf

Statutes, Executive Status

Orders, and Determ | Compliance Documentation

Regulations listed at | ination

24 CFR Sec.58.6 and | (Aor

Other State Laws B)

Flood Disaster B Based on the applicable Flood Insurance Rate Map for

Protection Act this area, effective date May 4, 1984, and Preliminary

[Flood Insurance] flood data dated December 20, 2010, portions of the

[858.6(a)] proposed project are located within a floodway and 100-
year floodplain Special Flood Hazard Area. See
attached FEMA Firmette and Preliminary Data.
(Sources Cited: Attachment 9)

Coastal Barrier B The site is NOT in or immediately adjacent to (within 150

Resources Act/ feet) of a Coastal Barrier Resource Area System Unit or

Coastal Barrier Otherwise Protected Area. Additionally, based on the

Improvement Act USFWS coastal barrier resources system mapper, the

[858.6(c)] site is not located within or in close proximity to a
Coastal Barrier Resource area. Therefore, no impacts
would result. (Source Cited: Attachment 7)

Airport Runway Clear B The proposed project does not involve the purchase or

Zone or Clear Zone acquisition of a property and is not within one mile of a

Disclosure military airport or 2,500 feet of any civil airport(s). The

[858.6(d)] nearest airport is the greater Binghamton Airport located
approximately 3.75 miles north of the proposed project
area. Therefore, no impacts would result.

New York State B This project is a Type Il action per 6 NYCRR Part

Environmental Quality
Review Act (6 NYCRR
Part 617)

617.5(c)(2): “replacement, rehabilitation or
reconstruction of a structure or facility, in kind, on the
same site, including upgrading buildings to meet building
or fire codes, unless such action meets or exceeds any
of the thresholds in section 617.4 of this Part”




SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Funding for replacement of the pedestrian footbridge supports the applicant’s recovery from
past flood events and will allow access to the property during high flow conditions. By
reinstituting reliable access to the residence on this property, emergency services will be
able to access the property in the event of an emergency, albeit the bridge only allows
access by foot and vehicles would have to ford Rondout Creek to get close to the residential
structure. As documented in the Environmental Assessment Checklist, no significant land
development, neighborhood, socioeconomic, natural resources, community facility or other
direct, indirect or cumulative impacts would result from the proposed project.

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

Alternatives & Project Modifications Considered [24 CFR 58.40(e), Ref. 40 CFR 1508.9]
One potential alternative is to relocate the residents within the affected area and convert the
residential property into open space. Whilst this would eliminate the need to construct a
pedestrian footbridge to access the property, the alternative would cause the displacement of
the residents who have resided on the property for approximately 30 years. The project to
replace the footbridge and allow for the continued residential use of the property is the
preferred option according to notes from a meeting of interested parties (see Attachment 2
for meeting notes and parties involved). Thus, in order to prevent displacement of the
residents of this property and because the pedestrian footbridge is determined to be the
moist suitable action to be taken by interested agencies, the alternative to buyout the
property is not considered feasible.

A second alternative could be to construct a road through neighboring properties to a
different access point. This alternative was considered by the applicant but it was determined
to be more expensive than reconstructing the pedestrian footbridge. Additionally, this option
would have required procuring easements from other property owners. Thus, this option is
not considered a viable option.

No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)]

The ‘no action’ alternative means that there would be no replacement of the pedestrian
footbridge at the property described herein. This would render fording Rondout Creek as the
only option for the residents to access their residential structure. Land bordering the property
is owned by other private entities; thus hiking from other bridges further downstream or
upstream is not an option. If no action occurs, it is possible that emergency crews would not
be able to access the residence in the event of an emergency, especially during high flow
conditions when fording the river is not practicable and may not be feasible. Thus, the ‘no
action’ alternative would not support this applicant’s recovery from these storm events, and
would leave the applicant susceptible to hindered access to and from the property during
high flow conditions.

Mitigation Measures Recommended [24 CFR 58.40(d), 40 CFR 1508.20]

To prevent disturbance to the natural environment during construction, best management
practices for erosion and sediment control will be utilized. Per permit conditions set forth by
a NYS DEC permit, the work in Rondout Creek will only occur during low flow conditions with
erosion and sediment control practices in place. By accepting the DEC Protection of Stream
permit for this project, the applicant has agreed that work will conform to general conditions
and limitations set forth in the permit.



ADDITIONAL STUDIES PERFORMED &/OR LIST OF SOURCES, AGENCIES AND
PERSONS CONSULTED [40 CFR 1508.9(b)] (With studies or summaries attached)

e Attachment 1: Location Maps (Street, Topographic, and Aerial maps)

e Attachment 2: Jjjjiij Bridge Discussion Meeting Notes

o Attachment 3: USDA NRCS Soils Map and Supplemental Information

o Attachment 4: Environmental Standards Review Report

e Attachment 5: SHPO consultation

e Attachment 6: Environmental Permits & Letters of Concurrence (NYS DEC & NYC
DEP)

o Attachment 7: Wetland and Coastal Boundary Maps

o Attachment 8: Threatened and Endangered Species Concurrence Letters

o Attachment 9: FEMA Firmette and Ulster County Preliminary Flood Map

e Attachment 10: Floodplain Management Determination (EO11988)

e Attachment 11: Sole Source Aquifer Map

DETERMINATION: The preparers have complied with all provisions of 24 CFR Part 58,
Subpart E—Environmental Review Process: Environmental Assessments, examining
alternatives to the project itself, feasible ways to modify the project to eliminate or minimize
adverse impacts, and based on steps (a) through (f) found in the regulations, determined the
following:

(1) Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), whereby the Responsible Entity may
proceed to Dissemination and publication of the FONSI, per regulations found at 24
CFR Part 58, sec. 58.43(a).

PREPARER SIGNATURE:
/7~ 2

DATE:
5/8/2015




Attachment 1

Location Maps
(Street, Topographic, and Aerial Maps)
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- Bridge Discussion Meeting Minutes
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Group: Mathe Bridge Discussion
Attending:

& ;1 ,“:"ﬁ O

FEMA Long Term Disaster Case Management/Catholic Charities: Mary Hale

Homeowner: [N

Homeowner’s Engineer: Wes Illing

NYC Department of Environmental Protection: Beth Reichheld, Karen Rauter, and

Mark Vian

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation: Brian Drumm and Heather Gierloff
Senator Bonacic Representative: Krista Barringer
Sullivan County Soil & Water Conservation District: Karen Rauter and John Kline

Town of Denning: Bill Bruning

Ulster County Legislature: John Parete

Date: June 18, 2012

Background
IR purchased home 30 years ago with

existing foot bridge and fording privileges. It had
been an active home for approximately 20 years
prior to the purchase.

Foot bridge structure was made of steel. Storm
water took out surrounding soil. Structure had
never experienced damage in any previous storms.
Erosion impacted many other homes on the street
side of the creek.

Bridge Options Discussed
Rebuild foot bridge with the continuation of

fording rights.
Build a vehicle supported bridge and eliminate
fording rights.

Agreements

o There was no damage to the Il home or that
side of the creek.

o This section of the creek has been identified in
need of stream bank stabilization efforts.

o Stream bank stabilization is occurring at the end of
Claire Road due to imminent risk of damage to a
home on that road.

o The fording road requires the creek to be kept too
shallow to maintain stream stability.

Continue without any bridge and allow Mrs. - to ford
through the creek, which can occur 6-8 times per day,
through all types of weather conditions.

Locate alternate route to property utilizing existing bridge.

It was agreed the rebuild of the foot bridge and continuing the fording rights would be a short term

solution.

It was agreed that there was a desire to help get Mrs. -out of the creek, permanently.

It was agreed that a drive-able bridge would be a long term solution that would also remove the current
stream bank erosion stability project through the elimination of the fording road.

It was agreed that the alternative access route would be examined. [UPDATE: After the meeting,
Supervisor Bruning provided the Planning Board maps to review. It was estimated that the cost for
development of an approximately 4,000 foot road as well as purchasing easement rights from 4-5 other

homeowners was cost prohibitive. ]
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It was agreed that a larger community hazard mitigation/erosion prevention project that would reduce
FEMA'’s ongoing recovery efforts in the area may be an option (FEMA ESP-14). The elimination of
the fording road rights through the development of a drive-able bridge would be key to this areas
stream stabilization efforts and would need to be included in any long term planning documents.

Meeting Outcomes

o

It was agreed the foot bridge with continued fording rights would be the only viable short term
solution. It was noted the construction of the foot bridge could be done in a way to allow it’s
expansion to a vehicle supported bridge in the future.

Unfortunately, no one in attendance was aware of money or grants that would assist in the bridge
rebuild.

It was noted that steel could be reutilized. DEP noted the previous steel bridge structure was
currently located on DEP property. [Linda will contact her neighbor, Tony, to obtain permission to
access the DEP property through his land.]

Karen noted there were other bridges that have been found in debris — debris that is currently included
in DEC waivers for removal/disposal. [Karen will explore these for possible re-use opportunities.]
Additional barge construction and scrap metal businesses were noted for possible donations (i.e.
Feeney’s and Millens in Kingston). [Wes and/or Mary will further investigate this option. ]

DEP noted the possible donation of bank run from dry creek areas on their property. It was also
noted a new policy was just implemented at DEP, [Beth/Mark/Karen will further investigate this
option.]

Ulster County noted the rare possibility of bridge construction assistance through a tax loan program
with the County. It was agreed this needed to be investigated further. [John will explore this option.]
UPDATE: The ability to initiate a long term hazard mitigation/erosion prevention project by the
Town would require documentation of how the stream stabilization/erosion prevention project would
help to prevent damage to town property. [Krista will contact DEP to seek a letter for the Town.]
UPDATE: Army Corp of Engineers apologized for not being in attendance. Noted their follow-up
with the FEMA long term planning activity [ESP-14] currently available in New York State.

As the engineer working to complete the foot bridge construction, all donations of steel and bank run
should be communicated through Wes Illing (wesilling.ies@gmail.com or 845-292-61 16)



Grahamsville Fire Department

P.0. Box 331 Grahamaville, NY 12740
January 15, 2012

Mary Hale

New York State Disaster Case Management
Ulster, Orange, and Sullivan Counties
(571) 388-7330

Ed McCarthy, Chief
Grahamsville Fire Department
P.O. Box 331

Grahamsville, NY 12740

Dear Ms. Hale,

This letter is in reference to the construction of a bridge for Il 1t was brought
to my attention that Mrs. [Jlbridge had been destroyed late this summer due to
Hurricane Irene. This not only puts a hardship on Mrs. il it can also siow down
emergency personnel if in fact there was an emergency. Forging through the river would
be a viable option provided the conditions were alright, but as we have seen all too ofien
the river can flood at any time. A bridge to Mrs.[Jlllihouse would greatly decrease
the time needed to respond to a fire by allowing firefighters to cross the bridge instead of
forging through the river. As volunteers serving our community, any assistance in
providing our service is greatly appreciated. If you have any questions I can be contacted
by phone or email.

Sincerely,

Ed McCarthy
Chief, Grahamsville Fire Departmen



Attachment 3

USDA NRCS Soils Map and Supplemental
Information



Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail}—Ulster County, New York
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Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail}—Ulster County, New York

Soils
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MAP INFORMATION

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:15,800.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil line
placement. The maps do not show the small areas of contrasting
soils that could have been shown at a more detailed scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more accurate
calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  Ulster County, New York
Survey Area Data:  Version 12, Sep 16, 2014

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 1:50,000
or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:  Mar 20, 2011—Oct 10,
2011

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.

USDA  Natural Resources
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Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail)}—Ulster County, New York

Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail)

USDA
ILA

Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail)— Summary by Map Unit — Ulster County, New York (NY111)
Map unit Map unit name Rating Component Rating reasons | Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
symbol name (percent) (numeric
values)

HgB Hoosic gravelly | Slight Hoosic (80%) 0.1 8.2%

loam, 3to 8

percent slopes
ORC Ogquaga-Arnot- | Moderate Oquaga (35%) Slope/erodibility 0.1 18.8%

Rock outcrop (0.50)

complex,

slo P Arnot (30%) Slope/erodibility

ping
(0.50)

Su Suncook loamy | Slight Suncook (80%) 0.5 73.0%

fine sand
Totals for Area of Interest 0.6 100.0%

Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail)— Summary by Rating Value
Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
Moderate 0.1 18.8%
Slight 0.5 81.2%
Totals for Area of Interest 0.6 100.0%
Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 1/13/2015

== Conservation Service

National Cooperative Soil Survey
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Erosion Hazard (Road, Trail)}—Ulster County, New York

Description

The ratings in this interpretation indicate the hazard of soil loss from unsurfaced
roads and trails. The ratings are based on soil erosion factor K, slope, and content
of rock fragments.

The ratings are both verbal and numerical. The hazard is described as "slight,"
"moderate," or "severe." A rating of "slight" indicates that little or no erosion is likely;
"moderate" indicates that some erosion is likely, that the roads or trails may require
occasional maintenance, and that simple erosion-control measures are needed;
and "severe" indicates that significant erosion is expected, that the roads or trails
require frequent maintenance, and that costly erosion-control measures are
needed.

Numerical ratings indicate the severity of individual limitations. The ratings are
shown as decimal fractions ranging from 0.01 to 1.00. They indicate gradations
between the point at which a soil feature has the greatest negative impact on the
specified aspect of forestland management (1.00) and the point at which the soil
feature is not a limitation (0.00).

The map unit components listed for each map unit in the accompanying Summary
by Map Unit table in Web Soil Survey or the Aggregation Report in Soil Data Viewer
are determined by the aggregation method chosen. An aggregated rating class is
shown for each map unit. The components listed for each map unit are only those
that have the same rating class as listed for the map unit. The percent composition
of each component in a particular map unit is presented to help the user better
understand the percentage of each map unit that has the rating presented.

Other components with different ratings may be present in each map unit. The
ratings for all components, regardless of the map unit aggregated rating, can be
viewed by generating the equivalent report from the Soil Reports tab in Web Soil
Survey or from the Soil Data Mart site. Onsite investigation may be needed to
validate these interpretations and to confirm the identity of the soil on a given site.

Rating Options
Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Higher

Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 1/13/2015
Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 4
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Attachment 4

HUD Environmental Standards Review



Project: Pedestrian Footbridge — N

Introduction: The purpose of this review is to ensure that the project complies with 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 Property referenced in the title of this
document complies with the following criteria:

Q) is not Listed on an 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;

(i) is not located within 3,000 feet of a toxic or solid waste landfill site;

(iii)  does not have an underground storage tank;

(iv)  is not known or suspected to be contaminated by toxic chemicals or radioactive
materials.

Project Description:

The proposed action is the replacement of a footbridge providing access to a residential property.
The new footbridge will be approximately 210 feet long and approximately 7 feet and 2.75
inches wide. The proposed work comprises of a combined use of steel H-pile placement,
concrete, erection support, railings and abutments. The project will involve excavating portions
of the creek channel to install three pile sets and additional excavation on stream embankments
for a fourth pile set. Each pile set will be reinforced with bracers secured on steel plates at the
abutments. The work will also include concrete filling on both end connections and an additional
retainer plate on the eastern connection side. No bank restoration is required as the bridge covers
the complete span of the creek and there is no alteration to the surrounding area. The surface of
the bridge will be finished with roll tar and the tar covered with sand to create a non-slip surface
that is not tacky due to exposed tar.

Summary of Findings:

The property 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. Based on review of the NYSDEC Bulk Storage database, the property does
not have underground storage tank, and the property is not known or suspected to be
contaminated by toxic chemicals or radioactive materials. Moreover, a review of the NYSDEC
Spill Incident database revealed no spills occurring on the property or in the immediate vicinity
of the property.

A review of the EPA Resource Conservation and Recovery (RCRA) and NYSDEC
Environmental Remediation databases provide no indication of past uses of the surrounding
properties that could contaminate the property or potentially adversely affect the occupants of
the adjacent properties.

Page 1 of 8



Conclusion: Based on project description, scope of work is not expected to pose an
environmental risk to the residential character of the property or the inhabitants of the property.
The funded activities do not involve actions that would involve potential recognized
environmental conditions/contamination. Thus, a phase | or phase Il environmental site
assessment is not warranted.

Data Sources: Tectonic has reviewed the following sources to make the above determinations:
Hazardous Waste records contained in the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
(RCRA), the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information
System (CERCLIS) for sites listed under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA (otherwise known as Superfund)), EPA’s Toxic
Release Inventory database (TRI), and the EPA Radiation Information Database (RADInfo).
RCRA includes data on small and large quantity hazardous waste material generators and
handlers. EPA’s Toxic Release Inventory provides information on toxic chemical releases and
waste management activities by certain industries. The RADInfo database provides information
about facilities that are regulated by the U.S. EPA for radiation and radioactivity.

Tectonic reviewed the NYS DEC Remedial Site Database to assess whether the project site is
registered as a NYS Superfund or Environmental Restoration site. The DEC Remedial 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 reviewed the NYSDEC Bulk Storage Database to
determine if the project area has an underground storage tank (which is not a residential fuel
tank), or other registered storage tanks. 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- Petroleum Bulk Storage, 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 Property. A desktop review of Google Earth was used in conjunction with a map of active
municipal landfills (provided by the DEC), and a list of landfills provided by the DEC to
determine whether a non-active or active landfill is located within 3000 feet of the Property.
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Figure 1: Active municipal solid waste landfills in New York (map provide by NYSDEC).
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Figure 2: Hazardous waste sites and handlers (green marker), toxic release sites (blue marker),
Superfund and brownfield sites (orange markers), and facilities regulated by the U.S. EPA for
radiation and radioactivity (pink marker). The project property is indicated by a purple cross
symbol, and a 3000 foot buffer around the Property is represented by the red circle.
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Practical Solutions, Exceptional Service
E Environmental Restoration

Pedestrian Footbridge ®
State Superhing

Sundown, NY

Voluntary Cleanup

Figure 3: Environmental remediation sites listed in the NYSDEC Environmental Remediation
Database. Brownfield cleanups are depicted by dark red symbols, Environmental Restoration
Programs by yellow symbols, State Superfund sites by black symbols, RCRA sites by white
symbols, and Voluntary Cleanup sites by gray symbols.
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Practical Solutions, Exceptional Service Bulk Storage Database
Pedestrian Footbridge B Chemical Bulk Storage
B Petroleum Bulk Storage
ol B Major Oil Storage Facility

Figure 4: Properties listed on the NYSDEC Bulk Storage Database. Petroleum Bulk Storage is
represented by green markers, Chemical Bulk Storage by purple markers, and Major Oil Storage
Facilities by red markers.
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NYSDEC Spill Records

DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

Spill Incidents Database Search Results

Record Count: 4 Rows: 1 to 4
Export XLS Export CSV

Spill Number Date Spill Reported Spill Name County City/Town Address
1 08/17/1989 CENTRAL HUDSON ULSTER |DENNING GREENVILLE RD. - SUNDOWN
2. 08/27/1999 ULSTER CO PUBLIC WORKS ST|ULSTER | SUNDOWN SUNDOWN RD
3 03/02/2010 RESIDENTIAL PROP ULSTER |[SUNDOWN 741 COUNTY LINE SUNDOWN ROAD
4. 09/13/2011 RODRIGEZ RESD ULSTER [KERHONKSON| 126 SUNDOWN RD

Refine This Search
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SHPO Consultation



NEWYORK | Parks, Recreation

STATE OF

orrorTuNT. | and Historic Preservation

ANDREW M. CUOMO ROSE HARVEY
Governor Commissioner
May 1, 2015
Alicia Schltz

Environmental Scientist

NYS Homes and Community Renewal
38 State Street

Albany, NY 12207

Re:  |JIllFoot Bridge Replacement/Rondout Creek
Denning, Ulster County
15PR02112

Dear Ms. Schltz:

Thank you for requesting the comments of the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO). We
have reviewed the project in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966. These comments are those of the SHPO and relate only to Historic/Cultural
resources. They do not include potential environmental impacts to New York State Parkland
that may be involved in or near your project. Such impacts must be considered as part of the
environmental review of the project pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act and/or the
State Environmental Quality Review Act (New York Environmental Conservation Law Article 8).

Based upon this review, the SHPO concurs with your agency’s finding that no historic properties
will be affected by this undertaking.

If I can be of any further assistance please do not hesitate to contact me at (518) 268-2166.

ohn A. Bonafide
Director,
Technical Preservation Services Bureau

Division for Historic Preservation
P.O Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 « (518) 237-8643 « www.nysparks.com
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Environmental Permits & Letters of Concurrence
(NYS DEC & NYC DEP)



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Facility DEC ID 3-5120-00002

PERMIT

Under the Environmental Conservation Law (ECL)

Permittee and Facility Information

Permit Issued To: Facility:
I PROPERTY
IRONDOUT CRK
SUNDOWN, NY 12782 SUNDOWN, NY 12782

SUNDOWN, NY 12740

Facility Location: in DENNING in ULSTER COUNTY
Facility Principal Reference Point: NYTM-E: 544 NYTM-N: 4637

Latitude: 41°53'01.3" Longitude: 74°28'10.8"
Authorized Activity: This permit authorizes the disturbance of the Rondout Creek (DEC Watcr Indcx
No. H-139-14 portion, Class C[ts]) by construction of a foot bridge approximately 6 feet wide, with a
span of approximately 210 feet, having three 12 inch supports pipes placed instream.

The contractor must have a site meeting with Brian Drumm prior to commencing work. He may be
reached at 845-256-3091 or via e-mail at brian.drumm(@dec.ny.gov.

Permit Authorizations

Stream Disturbance - Under Article 15, Title 5
Permit ID 3-5120-00002/00009

New Permit Effective Date: 11/18/2014 Expiration Date: 9/30/2016
Modification # 1 Effective Date: 11/20/2014 Expiration Date: 9/30/2016
NYSDEC Approval

By acceptance of this permit, the permittee agrees that the permit is contingent upon strict
compliance with the ECL, all applicable regulations, and all conditions included as part of this
permit.

Permit Administrator: REBECCA S CRIST, Deputy Regional Permit Admmlstrator
Address: NYSDEC REGION 3 HEADQUARTERS

21 SOUTH PUTT CORNERS RD

NEW PALTZ,NY 12561 -1620

Authorized Signature: W o Date ﬂ / _ROMQC((]L
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
IFacility DEC 1D 3-5120-00002

Distribution List

13. Drumm, Bureau of Habitat
IS lingineering

r
i

Permit Components

(-

NATURAL RESOURCE PERMIT CONDITIONS

GENIERAL CONDITIONS, APPLY TO ALL AUTHORIZED PERMITS

NOTIFICATION OF OTHER PERMITTEE OBLIGATIONS

NATURAL RESOURCE PERMIT CONDITIONS - Apply to the Following
Permits: STREAM DISTURBANCE

i. Conformance With Plans All activities authorized by this permit must be in swict conformance
with thc approved plans submitted by the applicant or applicant's agent as part of the permit application.
Such approved plans were prepared by IES, titled "Pedestrian Bridge, ||} EEBB sheets | & 2 last
revised 12/1/11, page 3 updated 6/17/13 and page 4 updated 6/18/13.

2. Sitc Meeting Contractor must have a site meeting with Brian Drumm prior to commencing work to
discuss access to stream and sediment & erosion controls.

3. Post Permit Sign The permit sign enclosed with this permit shall be posted in a conspicuous
location on the worksite and adequately protected from the weather.

4. Instali Erosion Controls Before any soil is disturbed on the subject site, the permittee shall install
crosion and sedimentation controls which are adequate to prevent erosion and sedimentation off-site.
Such controls shall be maintained until the unpaved portions of subject site, if any, are stabilized by a
scli-sustaining cover of vegetation that is adequate to prevent erosion and sedimentation on and off such
site.” Before such controls are removed, the permittee shall remove all sediment that has accumulated at
such controls.

s. Control Erosion During Construction Provisions shall be made to minimize erosion during the
construction of the project and to prevent increased sedimentation in any water body on or adjacent to
the project.

6. Sced, Mulch Disturbed Soils All areas of soil disturbance resulting from this project (above the
mcan high water line) shall be seeded with an appropriate perennial grass seed and mulched with straw
within one week of final grading.

7. Work During Low Flows All work shall be performed during low flow conditions.

Page 2 of 5



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Facility DEC ID 3-5120-00002

8. No Work Other Than Authorized Herein No other modifications to the bed or banks of the
stream are authorized by this permit.

9. Precautions Against Contamination of Waters All necessary precautions shall be taken to
preclude contamination of any wetland or waterway by suspended solids, sediments, fuels, solvents,
lubricants, epoxy coatings, paints, concrete, leachate or any other environinentally deleterious matcrials
associated with the project.

10. State May Order Removal or Alteration of Work If future operations by the State of Ncw York
require an alteration in the position of the structure or work herein authorized, or if, in the opinion of the
Department of Environmental Conservation it shall cause unreasonable obstruction to the free navigation
of said waters or flood flows or endanger the health, safety or welfare of the people of the State, or causc
loss or destruction of the natural resources of the State, the owner may be ordered by the Departmcent 1o
remove or alter the structural work, obstuctions, or hazards caused thereby without expense to the Statc.
and if, upon the expiration or revocation of this permit, the structure, fill, excavation, or other
modification of the watercourse hereby authorized shall not be completed, the owners, shall, without
expense to the State, and to such extent and in such time and manner as the Department of
Environmental Conservation may require, remove all or any portion of the uncompleted structure or fill
and restore to its former condition the navigable and flood capacity of the watercourse. No claim shalil
be made against the State of New York on account of any such removal or alteration.

11. State May Require Site Restoration If upon the expiration or revocation of this permit, the
project hereby authorized has not been completed, the applicant shall, without expense to the State, and
to such extent and in such time and manner as the Department of Environmental Conservation may
lawfully require, remove all or any portion of the uncompleted structure or fill and restore the site to its
former condition. No claim shall be made against the State of New York on account of any such
removal or alteration.

12. State Not Liable for Damage The State of New York shall in no case be liable for any damagc or
injury to the structure or work herein authorized which may be caused by or result from future opcrations
undertaken by the State for the conservation or improvement of navigation, or for other purposcs, and no
claim or right to compensation shall accrue from any such damage.

GENERAL CONDITIONS - Apply to ALL Authorized Permits:

1. Facility Inspection by The Department The permitted site or facility, including relevant records. is
subject to inspection at reasonable hours and intervals by an authorized representative of the Departmcnt
of Environmental Conservation (the Department) to determine whether the permittee is complying with
this permit and the ECL. Such representative may order the work suspended pursuant to ECL 71- 030!
and SAPA 401(3).

The permittee shall provide a person to accompany the Department's representative during an inspcction
to the permit area when requested by the Depariment.

Page 3 of 5



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
IFacility DEC 1D 3-5120-00002

A copy of this permit, including all referenced maps, drawings and special conditions, must be available
for inspection by the Department at all times at the project site or facility. Failure to produce a copy of
ilic permit upon request by a Department representative is a violation of this permit.

2. Relationship of this Permit to Other Department Orders and Determinations Unless expressly
provided for by the Department, issuance of this permit does not modify, supersede or rescind any order
or dctermination previously issued by the Department or any of the terms, conditions or requirements
contained in such order or determination.

3. Applications For Permit Renewals, Modifications or Transfers The permittee must submit a
scparate written application to the Department for permit renewal, modification or transfer of this
permit. Such application must include any forms or supplemental information the Department requires.
Any rencwal, modification or transfer granted by the Department must be in writing. Submission of
applications for permit renewal, modification or transfer are to be submitted to:

Regional Permit Administrator

NYSDEC REGION 3 HEADQUARTERS
21 SOUTH PUTT CORNERS RD

NEW PALTZ,NY12561 -1620

4. Submission of Renewal Application The permittee must submit a renewal application at least 30
days belore permit expiration for the following permit authorizations: Stream Disturbance.

s. Permit Modifications, Suspensions and Revocations by the Department The Department
reserves the right to exercise all available authority to modify, suspend or revoke this permit. The
orounds for modification, suspension or revocation include:

a. materially false or inaccurate statements in the permit application or supporting papers;
b. failure by the permittee to comply with any terms or conditions of the permit;
¢. cxceeding the scope of the project as described in the permit application;

d. ncwly discovered material information or a material change in environmental conditions, relevant
tcchnology or applicable law or regulations since the issuance of the existing permit;

¢. noncompliance with previously issued permit conditions, orders of the commissioner, any
provisions of the Environmental Conservation Law or regulations of the Department related to
the permitted activity.

o. Permit Transfer Permits are transferrable unless specifically prohibited by statute, regulation or
another permit condition. Applications for permit transfer should be submitted prior to actual transfer of
ownership.,

Page 4 of S
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Facility DEC ID 3-5120-00002

NOTIFICATION OF OTHER PERMITTEE OBLIGATIONS !

Item A: Permittee Accepts Legal Responsibility and Agrees to Indemnification

The permittee, excepting state or federal agencies, expressly agrees to indemnify and hold harmless ti
Department of Environmental Conservation of the State of New York, its representatives, employccs.
and agents ("DEC") for all claims, suits, actions, and damages, to the extent attributable to the
permittee's acts or omissions in connection with the permittee’s undertaking of activities in connection
with, or operation and maintenance of, the facility or facilities authorized by the permit whether in
compliance or not in compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit. This indemnification docs
not extend to any claims, suits, actions, or damages to the extent attributable to DEC's own negligent or
intentional acts or omissions, or to any claims, suits, or actions naming the DEC and arising under
Article 78 of the New York Civil Practice Laws and Rules or any citizen suit or civil rights provision
under federal or state laws.

Item B: Pcrmittee's Contractors to Comply with Permit

The permittee is responsible for informing its independent contractors, employees, agents and assigns of’
their responsibility to comply with this permit, including all special conditions while acting as the
permittee's agent with respect to the permitted activities, and such persons shall be subject to the samc
sanctions for violations of the Environmental Conservation Law as those prescribed for the pennittcc.

Item C: Permittee Responsible for Obtaining Other Required Permits
The permittee is responsible for obtaining any other permits, approvals, lands, easements and rights-ol-
way that may be required to carry out the activities that are authorized by this permit.

Item D: No Right to Trespass or Interfere with Riparian Rights

This permit does not convey to the permittee any right to trespass upon the lands or interfere with the
riparian rights of others in order to perform the permitted work nor does it authorize the impairment of
any rights, title, or interest in real or personal property held or vested in a person not a party to the
permit.

Item E: SEQR Unlisted Action, No Lead Agency, No Significant Impact Under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR), the project associated with this permit is classified as an
Unlisted Action and the Department of Environmental Conservation has determined that it will not have
a significant effect on the environment. Other involved agencies may reach an independent
determination of environmental significance for this project.

Page S of S



New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation

NOTICE

AR A
| el

The Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) has issued permit(s)
pursuant to the Environmental Conservation Law for work being conducted at
this site. For further information regarding the nature and extent of work
approved and any Department conditions on it, contact the DEC at
845/256-3054. Please refer to the permit number shown when contacting the DEC

Permittee: -_. ‘ Permit No. 3- 97 W#OM?

Effective Date: w 20 20‘/ Expiration date: \Emgd s 20&'

‘0 Applicable if checked. No instream work allowed between October 1 & April 30

NOTE: This ndtice is NOT a permit.

h
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Environmental
Protection

Emily Lioyd
Commissioner

Paul V. Rush, P.E.
Deputy Commissioner
Bureau of Water Supply
prush@dep.nyc.gov

465 Columbus Avenue
Valhalla, New York 10595
T: (845) 340-7800

F: (845) 334-7175

April 15, 2015

Mr. Daniel Greene, Certifying Officer & Assistant General Counsel

' Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery

64 Beaver Street, 5™ floor
New York, New York 10004

' Re: Final Notice & Public Review

Pedestrian Footbridge

Town of Denning, Ulster County
Tax Map#: 58.1-2-17
DEP Log#: 2015-RO-0111-OT.1

 Dear Mr. Greene:

The New York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has
reviewed the Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR) Final Notice of

Public Review for the above referenced project.

The proposed site is located in the Rondout Reservoir drainage basin of the
New York City’s Water Supply Watershed. As you are aware, the New York
City Water Supply System is an unfiltered, surface water resource that
provides high quality drinking water to almost half the population of New
York State — over eight million consumers in New York City and nearly one
million consumers in Westchester and Putnam Counties.

The proposed action involves the replacement of a pedestrian footbridge that

. was washed out during Hurricane Irene. Crossing the Rondout Creek is the

only direct means of access to the property and without the footbridge, access

. to public roads is restricted during periods of high flow.

DEP has determined that the subject proposal requires no further review or
approval by DEP pursuant to the Rules and Regulations for the Protection from

- Contamination, Degradation and Pollution of the New York City Water Supply

and Its Sources.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. You may reach the

. undersigned at cgarcia@dep.nyc.gov or (914) 773-4455 with any questions or
| if you care to discuss the matter further.

Sincerely,
Cynthia Garcia

SEQRA Coordination Section
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Wetland and Coastal Boundary Maps



OTROBEEI (A D
SRR ;1M"%,,
o ==

4 *.__. # o B :
R SIS o /
SASsee ) Yo} e
Lol ) 7 99 3.

RIS Aeltesere:

I A SN

OB, SIS0 I G0 000 T e e

¢4,»,«4;,¢4»¢¢¢M»gﬁf,@¢%¢¢;ﬁﬁ¢¢gﬁ¢;ﬁ%§¥:¢,,¢¢, ,}
(I

3
R
o
55
o

o
£
e

e,

E e e R K B A
Teteloleler NeleteteteTela e Te e T %o e To e e e ure!
s g
) g
e R R RN R e o
e L Tl T e R R R R
SRR %

LA B e
*%@?Jf'ﬁﬂ%ﬁu.ﬂ=m
K555 [ m e =
FRKEII ol ™ : e
":¢:¢*" . "/’ ‘.‘_‘_‘,.r""f_ﬁﬁ..: u S

O f
S f Sundow
e B |

SR S

£
&
o
[
7
X
ALt
’*41- W
o
K
KX
525

&
ettty

{3
Ay
0’

o
%
3!
f &5
2
25

2
20,
.
£
e
-
i
53
S
S
0%y SENE Nt
S5
S
53
o
-
&
5
o
e
SIS

o
B
i
o
o
5
505
o
e
o
S
iy
e
G0,
CSCSES
e
S5
%5
Flc
%5
&
o
L
b

e
o
S

DL
R

>
S
S
b ol e
%3
)
L
A
5
o

Kﬁ# ® ) . ¥

25

05

%

S

R
TSRS

S

o

S50k

5

4
e
tzﬁv

i
i

:'.*-. 3
;‘:\*
%
o

L
55

Y
iy

.”
AR

v
i
A

-lr_!l-.".b

s
=
%

o
%
i,
%
s,
Al
r

®

{

A

2
o
{3
s
oy

%
o
St
.
/e

2505
2585
P
Qr‘i‘

| Footbridge Area

i
S
9%
L
&2

o

X

&S
12
2!
)

e

%
%
ot

55
9sess
Celasese
&
3565
e
0

G-

%
o
5

4
R
g

e
‘*,’:‘
S0
Ly

alsierety
525
e
f'_{‘._
%
1

R R R
&
""¢u
25
‘b‘. *:
5
505

oS0 we0ss
SIS

!
LA,
S5

202059,
R
‘:'?
&
2505
5505

5
S,
255
9,08
e
T
ek
i
5
5
2
O

Tafel
Ko
i S
S
K
orel
&
525
o

it ¥ m .Ilr.,* 5 7
9002 et T 0 4% 2w .
‘f.*, I_Ilis-:_laime_r_:;'\rh'rs map doas not show ?." natural rescurces regulated by NS DEC, or for which permits
i; from WYS OEC T'ﬂa}; be required. Please contact your DEC Regional office for more infarmation,

: 2l 2 .

o v 7 | N

Minx: 843178, MaxX: 544818, MinY: 4837454, MaxY: 4836758

Visible Layers

/-./ Classified Streams
Classified Ponds

State-Regulated
Freshwater Wetlands

A

Wetiand Chedizane
Staie-Regulated Freshwater
Watlands

Rare Plants and Rare
Animals

I

Significant Matural
Communities Buffered

Hatural Communities Manrby
Significant Natural Communities
Interstate Highways
mck Park

Counties

O OXxOE

DisclaimerThis map was prepared by the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation using the most
current data available. Itis deemed accurate butis not guaranteed. WNYS DEC is not responsible
for any inaccuracies
inthe data and does notnecessarily endorse any interpretations or products derived from the
data.



Ashna Peters
Polygon Line

Ashna Peters
Call Out
Footbridge Area


m U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Footbridge
| (&) National Wetlands Invento

Jan 9, 2015

@
=
1]
3
o
w

Freshwater Emergent

.

Footbridge Area .,._--;

Freshwater Forested/Shrub
Estuarine and Marine Deepwater
= Estuarine and Marine

= o Freshwater Pond
Lake

Rivarine

Other

A
T
o
-
o
=

Herbaceous
ForestedfShrub

Riparian Status
I Digital Data

This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife Service is not
responsible for the accuracy or currentness of the base data shown on this map. All
wetlands related data should be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on
the Wetlands Mapper web site.

User Remarks:



Ashna Peters
Polygon Line

Ashna Peters
Polygon Line

Ashna Peters
Call Out
Footbridge Area


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
E A Coastal Barrier Resources

Zoom History

Samia
'W:l(ednrd

Chatham

Pterborough

Belleville®,

e Cobourg 55

Bramptonti!, +l1oronto
Kifclrener' - Mississauga
Cambridge * 4 Oakville
S Hamilton aBurlington
London - Brantiord = -Saint Cﬂlhnﬂks

Welland Bl ffalo :

|

{

Cleveland

Mansfield

S Columbus,

‘Rochestsr

PENNSYLVANIA

Akron Yolungstown

o

Altoond

] . 'Pmsburgh
i "

t

l

|

|

Stite Gollege

Napanee

NEW YORK

Syracise Gz

Binghamton

New York

[Edisor{is

Trenton

Philadelphia

Abansic city

4 | | Lat: 46

.Shefbfooke

|
et
Montpeligr~ l ¥ i
& ) G
!

VERMONT: ) NEW i
/. \ \HAMPSHIRE| E
{

/

Portland

Concord

¢

——Nashus—Lowell | |
MASSACHUSETTS B®ston
B Worcester &
| "Springfield 4
2: 557 Plymouth
& Proyidence ™
Hartford Bamstable

| NeW Bédiopd JFalmouth
CONNECTICUT. JRHODE
gt USEAND

Waterbury
.

Streets Imagery/Labels Topo USGS Topa -

a "
cers DT

Available Layers ®

CBRS Units
CBRS Units




Attachment 8

Threatened and Endangered Species Concurrence
Letters



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Division of Fish, Wildlife & Marine Resources

New York Natural Heritage Program

625 Broadway, 5" Floor, Albany, New York 12233-4757

Phone: (518) 402-8935 - Fax: (518) 402-8925

Website: www.dec.ny.gov

Joe Martens
Commissioner

February 19, 2015

Joshua Gomez

Tectonic

PO Box 37, 70 Pleasant Hill Road
Mountainville, NY 10953

Re: I Pcdestrian Footbridge Replacement (W.O. # 7463.04)
Town/City: Denning. County: Ulster.

Dear Joshua Gomez :

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, 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, significant natural communities and other significant habitats maintained in the Natural
Heritage database. 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,
Y ™ " b
Orndaro.,  hodaan
Andrea Chaloux
Environmental Review Specialist
49 New York Natural Heritage Program



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
New York Field Office
3817 Luker Road
Cortland, NY 13045
Phone: (607) 753-9334 Fax: (607) 753-9699
http://'www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo

To:_Daniel Greene Date: Mar 18, 2015

USFWS File No:_15TA0544

Regarding your: _x Letter _ Fax __ Email Dated:_Mar 16, 2015

For project: | Pedestrian Footbridge

In Town/County: Town of Denning, Ulster County

Pursuant to the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA) (87 Stat. 884, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 e¢
seq.), the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service:

_x_ Acknowledges receipt of your “no effect” and/or no impact determination. No further ESA
coordination or consultation is required.

___ Acknowledges receipt of your determination. Please provide a copy of your determination and
supporting materials to any involved Federal agency for their final ESA determination.

____ Istaking no action pursuant to ESA or any legislation at this time, but would like to be kept
informed of project developments.

As a reminder, until the proposed project is complete, we recommend that you check our website
(http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm) every 90 days from the date of this letter to ensure
that listed species presence/absence information for the proposed project is current. Should project
plans change or if additional information on listed or proposed species or critical habitat becomes
available, this determination may be reconsidered.

USFWS Contact(s): >\>\Q\O\Aﬂ! ]
Supervisor: %fwgb / %/4 Date: ﬁ// //3;//3/




United States Department of the Interior ‘mlﬁ-ﬂj

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
New Y ork Ecological Services Field Office
3817 LUKER ROAD
CORTLAND, NY 13045
PHONE: (607)753-9334 FAX: (607)753-9699
URL: www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

Consultation Code: 0O5E1INY 00-2015-SL 1-0544 March 10, 2015
Event Code: 05E1INY 00-2015-E-01585
Project Name: | Footbridge

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 specieslist fulfills
the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). Thislist can also
be used to determine whether listed species may be present for projects without federal agency
involvement. 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 freeto contact usif 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 ESA, 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-1PaC site at regular intervals
during project planning and implementation for updates to species lists and information. An
updated list may be requested through the ECOS-1PaC system by compl eting the same process
used to receive the enclosed list. If listed, proposed, or candidate species were identified as
potentially occurring in the project area, coordination with our office is encouraged. Information
on the steps involved with assessing potential impacts from projects can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

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 Services 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/CurrentBirdl ssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and

http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdl ssues/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 ESA. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number
in the header of thisletter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your
project that you submit to our office.

Attachment



United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

fe us.
FISH & WILDLIFE
SERVICE

?’\"@f_._f}.eff "~ Project name: [Jjjjjiij Footbridge

Official SpeciesList

Provided by:
New Y ork Ecological Services Field Office
3817 LUKER ROAD
CORTLAND, NY 13045
(607) 753-9334
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/section7.htm

Consultation Code: O5E1INY 00-2015-SL[-0544
Event Code: O5EINY 00-2015-E-01585

Project Type: Bridge Construction / Maintenance

Project Name: [Jjjij Footbridge
Project Description: Build new footbridge in place of a previously existing but footbridge that was
washed away.

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 Specieslist if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 03/10/2015 06:30 AM
1




| United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: [Jjij Footbridge

Project Location Map:

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLY GON

Project Counties: Ulster, NY

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 03/10/2015 06:30 AM
2
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

fe us.
‘ FISH & WILDLIFE

4 Project name: [Jij Footbridge

Endangered Species Act SpeciesList

There are atotal of 2 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on thislist 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
officeif you have questions.

Mammals Status Has Critical Habitat | Condition(s)

Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) Endangered

Population: Entire

northern long-eared Bat (Myotis Proposed
septentrionalis) Endangered

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 03/10/2015 06:30 AM
3
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FISH & WILDLIFE
SERVICE

Project name: [JJjjij Footbridge

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Critical habitatsthat lie within your project area

There are no critical habitats within your project area.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 03/10/2015 06:30 AM
4
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This is an official copy of a portion of the above referenced flood map. It

was extracted using F-MIT On-Line. This map does not reflect changes

or amendments which may have been made subsequent to the date on the
title block. For the latest product information about National Flood Insurance
Program flood maps check the FEMA Flood Map Store at www.msc.fema.gov
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Floodplain M anagement Deter mination
Project: [JJij_Pedestrian Footbridge

Commercial & Economic Development I nitiative within NY State Community Development
Block Grant Disaster Recovery Program
May 1, 2015

Introduction & Overview - The purpose of Executive Order 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.” This report contains the analysis
prescribed by 24 CFR Part 55.

This project involves Community Development Block Grant Program — Disaster Recovery
(CDBG-DR) funding for a footbridge replacement for access to a single residence. The previously
existing footbridge structure was washed away during Hurricane Irene. The analysis that follows
focuses on floodplain impacts, as there are no direct wetland impacts associated with this project.
Based on the type of land use and facility, floodplain management regulatory compliance, and
other case characteristics described herein, it is concluded that there is a reasonable basis to
proceed with funding for this project/ activity within the 100-year floodplain. Moreover, in the
March 5, 2013 Federal Register Notice, HUD expressly recognized that “without the return of
businesses and jobs to a disaster-impacted area, recovery may be impossible.

Description of Proposed Action & Land Use

The proposed action is the replacement of a pedestrian footbridge providing access to a residence
currently occupied by the applicaljjjjj ] The property is located at 632 Sundown Road,
within the hamlet of Sundown, Town of Denning, Ulster County, New York. Based on County
Assessment data, this residential property is Section 58.1, Block 2, and Lot 17. The Property
Description shows the residence south of the Rondout Creek surrounded by a wooded area. On
the northern side of the Creek there is a garage and a driveway providing access to Route 47,
otherwise known as Sundown Road. The residence is located on the southern side of the river.

The proposed support involves a limited grant award of $140,000.00 for construction of a
replacement footbridge. The previous footbridge was approximately 130 linear feet and was
washed away during Hurricane Irene along with 65 feet of embankment at the bridge location.
Therefore, it is necessary for the new bridge to be longer in order to span the width of the Rondout
Creek. No bank restoration is required as the bridge covers the complete span of the creek and
there is no alteration to the surrounding area. The engineered plans for the new footbridge indicate
the bridge will be approximately 210 feet long and approximately 7 feet and 2.75 inches wide. The
proposed work comprises of a combined use of steel H-pile placement, concrete, erection support,
railings and abutments.

Applicable Regulatory Procedure Per EO 11988

The proposed action corresponds with a noncritical action not excluded under 24 CFR 8§855.12(b)
or (c). Funding is permissible for the use in a Special Flood Hazard Area if the proposed action is
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processed under 855.20 and the findings of themetation are affirmative to suggest that the
project may proceed.

Based on online data, including data managed addtep by the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and New York State Department of Environtae@onservation (NYS DEC), there are
no wetlands present at the site and, thus, therm idirect construction (new or existing) in
wetlands present at the site. Thus, in accordaritetiae decision-making process set forth in 24
CFR Part 55, this analysis focuses exclusivelyloodplain analysis.

In accordance to 24 CFR 855, the activity planmeteplace the impacted structure occurs in a
community that is in the regular program of theiblzdl Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and the
community is currently in good standing. 24 CFRt .12 describes categories of actions to
which the decision making steps set forth in p&r28 (b), (c), and (g) do not apply. The action to
construct a new pedestrian footbridge partiallyhwitthe footprint of the previously damaged

footbridge structure is not an action that is exefrgm the decision-making steps (b), (c), and (g)
set forth in 24 CFR part 55.20. As such, the éidjht-step floodplain determination process in
855.20 is required. The following analysis examimesh step in a floodplain management
determination process.

Step 1. Determine Whether the Proposed Action is L ocated in the 100-year Floodplain (500-
year for Critical Actions) or resultsin New Construction in Wetlands.

The location of the proposed action, per the applee FEMA flood map Firmette, is within a
Special Flood Hazard Area (100-year floodplain) #mel preliminary floodplain map shows the
project to be located in floodway. Bridges are rcfionally dependent use as defined in 24 CFR
part 55.2(6). Thus the proposed action in floodvgagonsidered to be a non-critical functionally
dependent use which is allowed per 24 CFR Partl$®).1This action does not require a Section
404 permit under the Clean Water Act (see 55.20)a)(

Step 2. Initiate Public Notice for Early Review of Proposal.

Because the proposed project is in the 100-yeadfiain, the Governor’'s Office of Storm
Recovery (GOSR) published an early notice thawaltor public and public agency input on the
decision to provide funding assistance for certagonstruction and development activities. The
early public notice and comment period is complete.

The corresponding 15-day "Notice of Early Publicvieer of a Proposed Activity in 100-Year
Floodplain" started with notice publishing in Timegrald Record newspaper on February 17,
2015. The 15-day period expired March 4, 2015. fibice targeted local residents, including
those located in the 100-year floodplain. This e®tivas also mailed to the following State and
Federal agencies on February 17, 2015: Federalgemey Management Agency (FEMA); U.S
Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS); U.S. Environmenftotection Agency (EPA); U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE); NYS DEC; New York CiBepartment of Environmental
Protection (NYC DEP); Ulster County Executive, dhd New York State Office of Emergency
Management. The notice was also mailed to Townesfriing officials. (Seéttachments 1 and

2 for the newspaper notice affidavit and the matghatter distributed to these agencies).

GOSR did not received public comments on this eotic
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Step 3. Identify and Evaluate Practicable Alternativesto L ocating the Proposed Action in a
100-year Floodplain (or 500-year Floodplain if a Critical Action) or Wetland.

This residential area along Rondout Creek suffetathage during Hurricane Irene. Potential
alternatives must be considered in order to try mmthate the amount of damage from future
flood events.

One potential alternative is to relocate the rag®levithin the affected area and convert the
residence into open space. While this would elatarthe need to construct a pedestrian footbridge
to access the property, the alternative would c#élusealisplacement of the residents who have
resided on the property for approximately 30 yedupport for the project to replace the footbridge
and allow for the continued residential use of phaperty is apparent according to notes from a
meeting of interested parties including FEMA, NYEB, NYS DEC, the Town of Denning, and
Ulster County. Thus, in order to prevent displacenod the residents of this property and because
the pedestrian footbridge is determined to be tbstrsuitable action to be taken to restore reliable
access to this property, the alternative to buyloeifproperty is not considered feasible.

A second alternative could be to construct a rémdugh neighboring properties to a different
access point. This alternative was considerechbyapplicant but it was determined to be more
expensive than reconstructing the pedestrian famlgbr Thus, this option is not considered a
viable option.

Another alternative would be for no action to ogeneaning the applicant would not be receiving
grant funds to restore the pedestrian footbridgpe. dption means that the residents of the property
would continue to ford through the creek which cootcur 6-8 times a day, through all weather
conditions. Additionally, there is no direct rodtethe property which places the residents at risk
in the event of an emergency situation if emergesegices cannot access the property.
Accordingly, the ‘no action’ decision would not fqut the resident’s recovery from the
applicable disaster.

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.

The focus of floodplain evaluation should be oneade impacts to lives and property, and on
natural and beneficial floodplain values. Natunadl deneficial values include consideration of
potential for adverse impacts on water resourcet s1$ natural moderation of floods, water
guality maintenance, and groundwater recharge.

According to the FEMA Report - A Unified Nationatd@ram for Floodplain Management, two
definitions commonly used in evaluating actionondplain are “structural” and “non-structural”
activities. Per the report, structural activityusually intended to mean adjustments that modify
the behavior of floodwaters through the use of messsuch as public works dams, levees and
channel work. Non-structural is usually intendethtdude all other adjustments (e.g., regulations,
insurance, etc.) in the way society acts when ogogpor modifying a floodplain. These
definitions are used in describing impacts that ar@ge in association with potential advancement
of this case.
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Natural moderation of floods

As the applicant’s site is one of several develgpadels situated within the 100-year floodplain,
the continued occupancy may potentially resuluituiife direct impacts to property during certain
severe floods and related natural disasters. Hewydive direct effects to this property would be
no greater than those expected to the other adjacenpied properties within this floodplain.

Living resources such as flora and fauna

This land use may constitute a type of residertiab where, after flooding, materials used by
residents could potentially be released as floatdbbris and contribute to litter and if there were
minor amounts of chemicals used on site, floodvgateaty induce rapid dilution. Given the nature
of the project, which is the construction of a pgdaen footbridge, the potential for an acute or
chronic level of water quality impact from this prct is very low.

Impacts to Property & Lives

The action does present potential to impact ocauyparh floodplain, but it does not involve
surrounding residential structures and the residlestructure on the property are not in the 100-
year floodplain. The project occurs within floodwlayt will provide reliable access to a residence
that is not located in floodplain. The project alsms potential to modify some of the Rondout
Creek floodway through ground disturbance as phaihstalling three new pile sets that will
provide support to the footbridge. The disturbaisceot expected to be long-term except for the
piles which will remain in the stream bed. Thisjpob does not propose to alter stream banks by
widening or filling, and the footbridge will spawer the width of the Creek.

Occupancy of the 100-year floodplain in this haraleia has taken place over an extended period.
According to Rondout Creek Management Unit 7, dyhigh flows, the alignment of the Rondout
Creek creates conditions for overtopping the banthe confluence with Sundown Creek, and
floods Sundown Road (4.7.11). Considering the cdndé the area - this action represents an
activity at only one parcel among others that a@ated within contiguous floodplain. Thus,
funding this project does constitute continued suppf floodplain occupancy and development.
In the event of severe flooding and associatedrabhazards in the future, there is potential for
further damage to this property, and the footbriidggf.

The proposed project sustains area property valneéommunity character within a district and
neighborhood that has been settled for a long tir@mables reliable access to the property which
otherwise can only be accessed by a fording veloicleiking through the property and Creek.
Similarly, the proposed investment supports the T dwy providing an emergency access to the
residence so that emergency agencies can cartiga@utiuties in the event of an emergency at the
residence. If this project were not funded, thexbpbly would be other undefined, undesirable
indirect impacts to lives in the area, on a shand long-term basis, such as declining property
value and subsequently a decrease in the Townlsasa due to limited access.

Cultural resources such as archaeological, historic & recreational aspects

Due to the project location and potential for imgato archaeological resources, a Phase |
Archaeological Assessment was completed. The amssessconcluded that no impacts would

occur. Additionally, the stream banks were scowsedhat any cultural artifacts that may have
once been present, have been washed away by tlio&ddreek. The State Historic Preservation
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Office (SHPO) concurred that no historic propertiai be affected by the proposed undertaking
in a letter dated May 1, 2015.

Agricultural, aquacultural, & forestry resources

The hamlet of Sundown is located in the southeastection of the Catskill Park, a place with a
high interest for many forms of outdoor recreatilviis also an area surrounded by undeveloped
woodland. It is possible that if there is a malsrialease from this property, such as damage to
the new structure in a severe storm, it could pgaily affect natural resources including the
forestry. However, while it is conceivable thatdtbng of the pedestrian footbridge like this could
be part of a cumulative influence on such resouyibesimpact attributable to this use could have
not been quantitatively derived and the potentmapact, with planning for and practice of
management practices and engineering design, g8dsyed minor.

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 Functionsand Values.

Given the scope of work and the proposed fundimpst, it is a direct policy requirement to
specify standards that mitigate flood risk. Duetlie substantial damage the bridge structure
sustained during Hurricane Irene, there were ntibganeasures in the form of new construction
of a replacement footbridge. The new footbridgesdeot mitigate flood risk in and of itself, but
it does mitigate the risk of isolation of the rematial property during high flow events.

Step 6. Reevaluate the Alter natives and Proposed Action.

The relocation alternatives would convert the resad area into open space. However, this would
eliminate the option of building the bridge, andulkbcause displacement of residents who have
been residing at the location for approximatelyy@@rs. Interested parties have made it apparent
that construction of the new footbridge is esséfiathe emergency access to the property. The
replacement bridge will prevent displacement ofrggdents of the property, and this course of
action has been determined to be the most vialtienato be taken. Alternative options are not
considered feasible due to cost constraints orusecthey potentially displace the residents of the

property.

The ‘no action’ alternative would not address tleed the residents have for accessing their
property. Without funding this grant, the residewsuld be unable to safely and reliably reach
their home during high flow conditions.

Step 7. Issue Findings and Public Explanation.

It is the finding of this report that there is nettier alternative than to provide funding for the
rehabilitation and flood mitigation of this resiaen The location within the 100-year floodplain
and floodway cannot be avoided due the functiorddigendent use of the footbridge. However,
not funding any actions would mean that this apgpliovould struggle to recover, much less be
able to mitigate any future damages. A final nqtitmmally known as “Notice of Policy
Determination” was published in accordance withCHER 55, for a 7-day comment period. (See
Attachments 3 and 4 of this Floodplain Management E011988 for theg®#énd the distribution
to local, state and federal agencies). The 7-daywent period started with notice publishing in
Times Herald Record newspaper on April 3, 2015 thed7-day period expired April 10, 2015.
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The notice described the reasons why the projedct i@ located in the floodplain/ floodway,
alternatives considered, and all mitigation meastoee taken to minimize adverse impacts and
preserve natural and beneficial floodplain valuggublic comment, and follow-up comment
noting approval, were received regarding the heaflthe bridge structure.

SeeAttachment 5 of this Floodplain Management EO011988 for thedistomments received by
GOSR and the end result of the GOSR response se t@mments.

Step 8. Continuing Responsibility of Responsible Entity & Recipient.

The responsible entity will make available eduagslomaterials regarding best practices for
projects located in floodplains. It will also reggithe applicant to demonstrate proof of current
flood insurance. It is acknowledged there is aionirig responsibility by the responsible entity,
New York State Housing Trust Fund/ Division of Hsrend Community Renewal, to ensure, to
the extent feasible and necessary, complianceStéps 5 through 7.
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Attachment 1
Notice of Early Public Review
Floodplain M anagement
Executive Order 11988

GOYERNOR’S OFFICE OF STORM RECOVERY

Audrew M. Coomoe James Rabun
Goverant Fwmtiee Divwcror

NOTICE OF EARLY PUBLIC REVIEW OF A
PROPOSED ACTIVITY IN 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN
February 27, 2015

The Govemor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under the auspices of the New
York State Homes & Community Renewal's Housing Trust Fund Corporation, is the
Responsible Entity for direct administration of the U.S. Depl. of Housing & Urban Development
{HUD) Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. The
purpose of this early notice is to identify that GOSR is undertaking the decision-making process
required by Federal Executive Order 11988 in accordance with HUD regulations at 24 CFR
£55.20 (Subpart C-Procedures for Making Determinations on Floodplain Management), GOSR
invites public comment on the potential effect that implementing the physical replacement of a
functionally dependent footbridge for access to a residence could potentially have on 100-year
floodplain and floodway. GOSR is conducting this review in order to determine whether or not
funding assistance should be granted.

Project Name: The applicant proposed to receive storm rehabilitation support is _
and the project is known as the Mathe Pedestrian Footbridge. The applicant property is located
at I . ithir the hamiet of Sundown, Town of Denning, Ulster County, NY.
Assessment records show the property is Secflion 58.1, Block 2, and Lot 17.

Brief Description of Project: A pedestrian footbridge servicing the applicant's property was
washed away during Hurricane Irene. The residential structure for this property is located on
the southern side of Rondout Creek outside of the 100-year floodplain. However, access from
public roads direcfly to the property is only feasible from the northern side of Rondout Creek.
Without a footbridge, the applicant is currently forced to ford the river and risks having no access
to the property during imes of high flow of Rondout Creek.

The proposed support involves a limited grant award for construction of a replacement
footbridge. The previous footbridge was approximately 130 linear feet and was washed away
during Hurricane Irene along with 85 feet of embankment at the bridge location. Therefore, it is
necessary for the new bridge to be longer in order to span the width of the Rondout Creek. No
siream bank restoration is proposed, and the bridge covers the complete span of the creek.
The current engineered plans for the new footbridge indicate the bridge will be approximately
210 feet long and approximately 7 feet and 2.75 inches wide. These plans may be revised or
modified based upon GOSR review. The proposed work involves a combined use of steel H-
pile placement in the stream bed, concrele work, erection support, railings and abutments.
There will be four (4) pairs of pilings installed directly into the stream bank and within the

23 Beaves Sizeet | New Yook, NY 10004 | R.rcm'\e-'l::.' Hotline: 1-855.-NY5 5::::[}' | W SO ST VT
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GOVERNOR’'S OFFICE OF STORM RECOVERY

Aredrew M. Coomo J_Jn.m:: Hubun
Governor Twwmtier Dhirnotor

floodway. The underside of the bridge will be approximately five and one half (5.5) feet above
the stream bed at its lowest elevation.

This work will be located in the 100-year floodplain and also within the floodway as designated
by preliminary flood data. Since the project is a non-critical action and a functionally dependent
use in the floodplain and floodway, Executive Order 11988 requires that the project not be
supported if there are practicable aliernatives to development in the floodplain. The action will
be evaluated to consider potential altermative locations outside of the floodplain, as well as other
possible methods to avoid floodplain impacts. Preliminary evaluations, including contemplation
of constructing other access routes, indicale that a replacement footbridge is the most cost-
effective method to restore reliable access to the property.

There are multiple purposes for this nolice. First, people who may be affected by activities in
floodplains and those who have an interest in protection of the natural environment have an
opportunity to express their concems and provide information about such subjects. Besides this
general notice, certain local, state and federal agencies are being directly informed about the
project. Second, adequate public notice is an important public education tool. Dissemination of
information and floodplain development facilitates federal efforis to reduce the risks associated
with the occupancy and modification of these areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the
federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in the floodplain, it must
inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

Comments or requests for information from the public are invited and will be received for fifteen
{13} days from the date of this publication. Any individual, group, or agency may submit written
comments on the actions to: Daniel Greene, Cerlifying Officer, Governor's Office of Storm
Recovery, NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation, 25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor, New York, New
York, 10004. Comments may also be submitted via emall at NYSCDBG _DR_ER@nyshor.org
or by telephone, excepting public holidays, at (212) 480-4644 weekdays from 9:00 AM - 5:00
PM.

Best Regards,

o &

L

/;ﬁ",';.,

Daniel Greene, Cerifying Officer
Govemnor's Office of Storm Recovery
NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation

23 Beaves Steet | New Yok, NY 10004 I Recovery Hothne: 18535 NY5-Sandy | swwstocomuecoverymyggow
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Attachment 2
Notice of Early Public Review Affidavit
Floodplain M anagement
Executive Order 11988

Times HERALD-RECORD

PO, Box 20468, 40 Mulberry Sreet, Middiefown, NY 10840

State of Mew York:
Counly of Orange.  ss.
Patrici

Being duly swomn deposes and says that the
Local Media Group, Inc. is organized under the
fast of the State of New York and is, at all the
limes herainafter mentioned, was the printer and
publisher of tha Times Herald-Record, a dally
newspapar distributed in the Oranga Uislar,
Rockland, Dutchess, Pike, PA, Delaware and
Sulbvan | Counfles, published in the English
language m the Cry of Middleiown, Counly of
Orange, State of New Yark, that deponent is the

Legal Advertising Rep.
of said The Times Herald-Record acquainted with
the facis hereinafter stated, and duly authorized
by said Corparation to make {his affidavit, (hat the
B Public Motice
& true prinled copy of which s allached, has bean
duly and regularly published in the manner
required by law in said The Times Herald-Record
in each of its issues published upon each of the
following dates, 1o with: In ils iBguss of:

02127/2015

Signature of Represontative:

Swanm in befors me um;ﬂ'ﬁag o wlzag
Daun A f

LJ

Naotary Publie, Orange County

DAWN M. GRIFFIM
Mestary Pyl - Stafe af Mew York
O, DLORAE) 2290
Duaditke m Orange County
Py Consmiission Fxpiens fuly ¥, 2017
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NOTICE OF EARLY PURBLIC REVIEW OF A

PROPOSED ACTIVITY IN
100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN
February 27, 2015
The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR),
opeeating under the auspices of the New York Siate
Homes & Commuonity Renewal's Housing Trost Fund
Corperatlon, i3 the Responsible Entlty for  direct
adminiziration of the LS. Dept. of Housing & Urban
Develppment (HUD) Community Development Tluck
Grant - Disaster Recovery (CDRG-DR) program. Tle
puu?w: of this carly nothce iy to ldentify that GOSR is
umdertaking the decision-making process required by
Federal Executive Order 11988 in aceordance with HUL
regulntions at 24 CFR §55.20 (Subpart C-Procedures for
Making Determinations on Floodplain  Managementy
GOSR invites public comment an the potential effect
thist  bnplementing  the rphydl:al replacement of a
functinnally dependent footbridge for sccess o a
residence could potentinlly have on 1-year audplain
and Noadway. GOSKE is conducting this review in order
I dm:drminu whether o not funding assistance should be
inted.

Project Nume: The ap 0 FECRivE StOrm
rehablllitation s and the project is
applicunt prape o A

appllcanl property is located at
within the hambet of Sundown, Town of Dienning, Ulster
Eounty, NY, Asscssment records show the property is
Section 58.1, Block 2, and Lot 17.

Briel Descriptivn of Projeet: A pedesirlan foibclaige
servicing the applicani's property was washed away
during Hurricene Ireng. The resldentlal structure for this
property is located on the southern side of Romdout
Creek outside of the 100-year Moodpluin,  However,
avcess from pullic roacls directly to the propesty is by
feasible from the norihern side of Hondout Creek.
Witheut o footbridge, the applicant is currently forced to
ford the river and risks having nn access to the property
during times of high ow of Rondeut Creek.

The propoesed ngMﬂ involves a limited grant award
for constroction 8 replacement  foutbridge. The
previous foothridge was approximately 130 linesr fest
and was washed away during Hurricane Irene along
with 6F feet of embenkment at the bridge location.
Therefose, it is necessary for the new bridee o be longer
in order o span the width of e Rondout Creck, Mo
streaum bank restorstion i proposed, and the bridge
oovers the complete span of the creck. The current
engineersd pluns for the new [oothridge indicate the
brldge will be approximately 210 feet long  and
approximately 7 feel and 2.75 inches wide. These plans
mary be revised or modified based opon GOSR review,
The proposed work involves a combined use of steel H-
pile placement in the stream bed, concrete work, erection
supprl, railings and abutments. There will be four (4)
pairs of pllings installed directly into the stream beok
and within the fleedway, The underside of the bridge
will be approximately five and one half {5.5) feet abave
the strenm bed ai (12 lowest elevation,

Thls wiscle will be located in the (B0-year Moocdplain
and  alsa  within  the :I']l:u;n;lwnr us  designated by
prediminary flood duiw, Slnce the project i & non-critical
actinn and a functionally dependent use in the Ooodpisin
and foodway, Exceutlve Order L1198 requires that the
prajest not be supported 0 there are  practicable
altermatives 1o develoguent in the floodplain. The sedon
will be evilusted o0 consider  potential aliernative
lecations outside of the floodpinin, as well as oiher
wssible mothods 1w wwdd  Ooodplain impacts,
rellinkngey  evaluations, incinding contemplation of
constructing  other  access  rovies, indicste that a
reglacement footbridge is the most eost-effective method
to restore rellable access to the property,

There are muliple purposes for this notice, First,
people who stay be affected by activities in foodplains
and those who have an interest in protection of the
matural environment huve an cpporiunity th express
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thelr concerns and provide information about such
!:l:ﬂ'ncls. Besides this pencral notlee, certain local, state
and federal agencies are being directly informed about
the project. Second, adequate public nolice is an
important  public  education tool, Disscmination of
information and floodplain  development  facilitates
federal efforis to reduce the rishs associated with the
occupancy and modification of these areas, Third, as a
matter of fairness, when ihe federal government
determines it will participate in actions faking place in
the floodplain, it most inform those wha may be put at
greater or continued risk,

Comments of requests for information from the public
are invited and wilrj he received for fifteen (15) duys from
the dute of this publication. Any individual, group, or
u:cm_{ may submit written commenis on the sctions to:
Dandel Greens, Certifying Officer, Governor's Offlee of
Storm Recovery, NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation,
15 Beaver Street, Sth Floor, New York, New Yok,
10004, Comunends may also be submitted via cmail at
NYSCDBG_DR_EREnysherorg  or by telephone,
expepting public holidays, at (212) 460-4644 weckdays
from 00 A - 5:00 PM,

Danicl Greene, Cerlifying Officer
Governor's Office of Storm Recovery,
NYS Housing Trust Fund Corporation
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Attachment 3
Final Notice

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF STORM RECOVERY

Amdrew M. Comn James Rnbm
Giovernor Euweuiew Director

FINAL NOTICE & PUBLIC REVIEW
April 3, 2015

To: All Interested Agencies, Groups & Individuals

The Governor's Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR), operating under auspices of New York State
Homes and Community Renewal's Housing Trust Fund Corporation, is the Responsible Entity for
direct administration of the U.S. Dept. of Housing & Urban Development (HUD) Commumity
Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. The purpose of this notice is to
identify that GOSR is advancing the decision-making process required by Federal Executive Order
11988 in accordance with HUD regulations at 24 CFR 55.20 (Procedures for Making Determinations
on Floodplam Management), and invites public comment on the potential effect that implementing
physical replacement of a functionally dependent footbridge for access to a residence would potentially
have on the 1(0-year floodplain. The project consists of the physical restoration activities descnibed
below. GOSR is conducting this review in order to consider the project’s potential impacts on the 100-
vear floodplain so as to determine whether or not assistance should be granted.

Project Name: The applicant proposed to receive storm rehabilitation support is _ and the
project is known as the Pedestrian Footbridge. The applicant property is located at 632 Sundown
Road. within the hamlet of Sundown, Town of Denning, Ulster County, N.Y. Assessment records
show the property 1

Briel Description of Project: A pedesinan footbridge servicing the applicant’s property was washed
away during Hurricane Irene. The residential structure for this property is located on the southem side
of Rondout Creek outside of the |(M-year floodplain. However, access from public roads directly to
the property is only feasible from the northern side of Rondowt Creck. Without a footbridge, the
applicant is currently forced to ford the river and nisks having no access to the property during times of
high flow of Rondout Creek.

The proposed support involves a limited grant award for construction of a replacement footbridge. The
previous footbridge was approximately 130 linear feet and was washed away during Humcane Irene
along with 65 feet of embankment at the bridge location. Therefore, it is necessary for the new bnidge
to be longer in order to span the width of the Rondout Creek. No stream bank restoration is proposed,
and the bridge covers the complete span of the creek. The preliminary engineered plans for the new
footbridge indicate the bridge will be approximately 210 feet long and approximately 7 feet and 2.75
inches wide. These plans may be revised or modified based upon GOSR review. The proposed work
involves the combined use of steel H-pile placement in the stream bed, concrete work. erection support,
railings and abutments. There will be four (4) pairs of pilings installed directly into the stream bank and
within the floodway. The underside of the bridge will be approximately five and one half {5.5) feet
above the stream bed at its lowest elevation. The bridge will be constructed in accordance with the
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation Article 15 permit acquired for this project.
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GOVERNOR'S OFFICE OF STORM RECOVERY

Sndrew M. Cuomo ames Rubin
Governor Tonmutiee Dhireator

Evaluating Impacts & Alternatives: This work will be located in the 100-year floodplain and also
within the floodway as designated by preliminary flood data. Since the project is a non-critical action
and a functionally dependent use in the floodplain and floodway, Executive Order 11988 requires that
the project not be supported if there are practicable alternatives to development in the floodplain. One
potential alternative is to relocate the residents within the affected area and convert the residence into
open space. While this would eliminate the need (o construct a pedestrian footbridge to access the
property, the allemative would cause the displacement of the residents who have resided on the
property for approximately 30 years. A second alternative could be to construct a road through
neighboring properties to a different access point. This alternative was considered by the applicant, but
it was determined to be more expensive than reconstructing the pedestrian footbridge and would have a
larger footprint of disturbance to the environment. Thus, this option is not considered a viable option.
The no action alternative, meaning the applicant would not be receiving grant funds to restore the
pedestrian foothridge, means that the residents of the property would continue to ford through the creek
which could occur 6-8 times a day. through all weather conditions. Additionally, there is no direct route
tor the property which places the residents at risk in the event of an emergency situation if emergency
services cannot access the property. This no action option would not support the residents’ or
emergency access to the property.

Determination: The risk of location and development in floodplain and floodway is identified, Based
on further consideration of the project, mcluding the results of early notice that provided opportunity
for public comment, as well as review that includes hazard management analysis and potential to
maintain floodplain value, the altermatives are considered neither feasible nor desirable. 1t is proposed
that this project remains practicable at this location. GOSR is notifying the public with these proposed
findings. and the detailed analysis is available for consideration by request.

Comments from the public are invited and will be received for seven (7) days from the first date of this
publication. Any individual, group, or agency may submit written commenis on the actions to Danel
Greene, Governor's Office of Storm Recovery, 25 Beaver Street, 5th Floor, New York. New York
10004, Written comments may also be submitted via email at NYSCDBG DR _ER@myshororg.
Comments may be received by telephone at (212) 480-4644 Monday through Friday, 2:00 AM - 5:00
PML

Sincerely,

L, S
Daniel Greene, Certifying
Officer
Governor's Office of Storm
Recovery
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Attachment 4
Final Notice Affidavit
Floodplain M anagement
Executive Order 11988

TimeS HERALD-RECORD

P.O. Box 2046, 40 Mulberry Street, Middistown, NY 10840

State of Mew York:
County of Orange:  ss:
Nancy Benedict
Being duly swom deposes and says that the
Local Media Group, Inc. is organized under the
last of the State of New York and is, at all the
times hereinafter mentioned, was the printer and
publisher of the Times Herald-Record, & daily
newspaper distributed in the Orange, Ulster,
Rockland, Dulchess, Pike, PA, Delaware and
Sullivan , Courties, published in the English
language in the City af Middletown, Covinty of
Orange, State of New York, that deponent is the
Legal Advertising Rep.
of said The Times Herald-Record acquainted with
the facts herzinafter stated, and duly authorized
by said Corporation to make this affidavit; that the
Public Notice
a frue printed copy of which is attached, has been
duly and regularly published in the manner
raquired by law in said The Times Herald-Recaord
in each of its issues published upon each of the
followdng dates, to with: In Its issues of

04032015

"

Signature of ﬁﬂwﬁmliW:

Swom in before me this srzﬂ D&yMMZU‘ é

MNotary Public, Orange County

DAWN L. FOSTER )
Notary Public, State of New York
No. 01FO6058088 ;

Cualified In Orangs Cou )
Commission Expires April 00:.% ﬂ
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FIMAL NOTICE & PUBLIC REVIEW
April 3, 2015

T All Inieresied Agencies, Groups & Individoals
The Governor's CiTiee of Storm Recovery (GOSH), oper-
ating under auspices of Mew York State Homes and Com-
munity Renewal's HHousing Trust Fund Corporation, is
the Responsible Entlity for direct administration of the
LS, Depi, of Housing & Urhan Development (HULDY)
Commmunity Development Hlock Grant - Dinasier Hecoy-
ery {CDBEG-IVR) prograrm, The purpose of this notbee is o
identify that GOSER i advancing the decision-making
process reguilred by Pederal Executive Order 11988 in ac-
vawelanses willhh HUID reguiations at 24 CTR 55,20 (Froce-
dures for Making Dreterminations on Floolplain Manage-
ment), amd inviles public comament on the potentiol effect
that fmipl ting physical repl t of o functomslly
dependent foorhridgs for access to o residence would po-
tentially have on the Lieyear floodplain. The project
consisls of the physical restoration activities deseribed be-
low, CHOSR is conducling Lhis review in order (o congidor
the project's potentinl impacts on the 100-year Mooadplain
a0 BE o defermine whether or not assistonce shoold be
granted,
Project Mame: The applicant progosed (s rocEive slorm
refushilitntion support is Linda Mathe, and the project ig
knwn ns the Mothe Pedestrion Foothridge. The appli-
cant property ks located af £32 Sundown Boad, within the
hamlet of Sundown, Town of Denning, Ulster Couanty,
MY, Assessmenl records show the properly ls Section
3E.1, Block I, anc Lot 17,
Erief Deseription of Project: A pedesirian footbridps
sprvicing the applleant's property waos washed away dur-
ing Hurricane Irene, The resldental structure for this
property is located on the soathern side of Rondont Creek
outsicde of the 10-year Moodplain. However, aceess from
puhlic rads directly to the property is only feasible from
the nosthern shle of Bondowt Creek.  Without a foot-
helige, the applicant s corrently foreed to fisrd the river
and riske having no access to the property during Hmes of
Hﬂl flow of Rondour Creok,
The proposed support invoelves a lmited grant awacd o
censtruction of a replacement footbridge. The previous
fonthridge was approximately 130 linear feet and was
waghed away during Hurrieane Irene along with 65 fesc
of embankment at the bridge location, Therefore, It s
necessary for the new bridge to be longer in order (0 span
the width of the Rondout Creek. Mo stream bank resiora-
tion is proposed, and the bridge covers the complete span
af the creek, The prellminary engineered plans for the
niew Tootbridge indicate the bridge will e approximately
210 feet long and approximately T feed s .75 inches
wide, These plans may be revised or modified based wpon
GOSR review. The proposed work involves the combined
s of sloe] H-pile placement in the stream hed, concrete
waork, ereclion support, rallings and abutments, There
will be four (4) pairs of pilings instalbed dicectly inbo Ches
stream bank and within the oodway, The undorsite of
the bridge will he approximately five and one hall (5.5
Tfect above the siream bed at lis lowest elevation. The
Bridge will bo constructed in accordance with the NYS
Department of Environmental Conservation Ariicle 15
permit acquired for this project.
Evaluating Impacts & Alternatives: This work will bo
located in the 100-year floodplain and alse within the
Mo way ag dedignaied by preliminary flood data. Since
the project is o non-critical action aml a fonctionally de-
pendent use in the Ooodplain aed loodway, BExeculive
Cirder 11988 requires chat the project not be supported if
there are practicable alternatives to development in the
focdplain, One potential alternative Is to relocate the ress
idents within the affected area and converl he residence
into open spoce. Whils this would eliminate the need (o
constrieet m podestriaon feothridge to weoess the properly,
the altcrnative would cause the displacement of the resi-
denta wheo hayve reslded on the property for approximate-
Iy 30 years. A second alternative could be to consiruct a
road through neighboring properties to a different access
polnt, Thiz alternative wis considered by the applicant,
but i was defermdmed f0 he more expensive  thon
reconstructing the pedestrian foorbridge and would hove
a larger footprint of disturbance to the environment,
‘Thus, this aption is not considered a viable vption. The no
action alternative, meaning the applicant woold not be re-
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ceiving grant funds to restore the pedesirian footbridge,
means that the resicdents of (he peopenty woold continuae
to ford through the creek wihich could oceur 6-8 fimes 5
day, through all weather conditions. Additionally, there is
no direct route to the property which places the residents
at risk in the event of an emergency siuation if emergen-
I.'J: wervices camnnl Access [he propenty. Thie no aciion op-
Piean wousld nod support the regidenis’ or emergency secess
to the property.

Dctermination: The risk of location and develapment in
Mool plsin and floodway is identiffed. Based on fucther
consideration of ihe project, including the results of early
motice that provided opportundty for pobllec comment, ns
well ag review that Includes hazard management analysls
and potential b maintain Meodplait valwe, the alléria-
tives are considered neither feasible nor desirable. It is
proposed that this project reminins practicalble at this lo-
cntlom. GOSR s notifying the public with these proposed
findings, and the detniled annlysis is pvallable for consld-
eration by request,

Commants from the public are invitesd and will be re-
ceived for seven (7)) days from the first date of this pobli-
cntlon,. Any individoal, groop, or agency moy submic
written commenis on the actlons to Donled Greene, diov-
armor's Difce of Storm Regovery, 25 Beaver Sirect, Sth
Floor, Mew York, New York 100, Written commenis
may also he submitted wia wemail at
MYSCDHG DE_ER@Enyshor.org. Comments may be re-
celved by teleplione at (212) 480-4644 Monday throngh
Friday, #:0{0 AM - 5:00 P,

Daniel Greene, Certifving OiMicer

Governor's Office of Sterm Recovery
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Attachment 5
Public Comments Regar ding Final Notice

From: Town Clerk [mailto: townhall@denning.us]
Sent: Monday, April 06, 2015 1:00 PM

To: Greene, Daniel ([STORMRECOVERY)
Subject: Il =d=strian Footbridge

Dear Sir,
I am in receipt of vour letter notifving the Town of Denning of the Final Notice and
Public Eeview of the Pedestrian Footbridge located in the Town of Denning,

Ulster County, NY.

Please understand that our comment in no way should be misconstrued to adversely
affect this project. I are in favor of this footbridge being built.

However, my concern 15 in the underside of the bndge being 5.5 feet above the

stream bed at it lowest elevation [ believe this elevation should be at least twice the
current proposed elevation due to flooding concerns with debris and tree root balls. With
all of the effort and others have put into this long awaited project I fell it
should be designed so this process does not have to be done agan.

Feel free to contact me should vou need to.
Y ours,

David Brooks

David Brooks

Town of Denning
Supervisor

(845) 985-2411

fax: (845) 985-0188
townhall@denning.us
www.denning.us
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Environmental
Protection

Emiiy Lioyd
Cowmimis Sraner

Faul V. Rush, P.E.
Depuly Commisskoner
Bureau of Water Supply
prushiddep. nyc.gov

465 Columbus Avenua
Valhalla, New York 10595
T: (B45) 340-TBO0

F: (B4E) 334-T175

April 15, 2015

Mr. Daniel Greene, Centifving Officer & Assistant General Counsel
Governor's Offiee of Storm Recovery

64 Beaver Street, 3™ floor

Mew York, Mew York 10004

Re: Final Notice & Public Review
-’Ed:slriu.n Foutbridge

Town of Denning, Ulster County
Tax Map#: 58.1-2-17
DEP Log#: 2015-RO-0111-0T.1

Dear Mr. Greene:

The New York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) has
reviewed the Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery (GOSR) Final Motice of
Public Review lor the above referenced project.

The proposed site is located in the Rondout Reservoir drainage basin of the
Mew York City's Water Supply Watershed. As vou are aware, the New York
City Water Supplv System is an unfiltered, surface water resource that
provides high quality drinking water to almaost half the population of New
York State — over eight million consumers in New York City and nearly one
millioh consumers in Wesichester and Putnam Counties.

The proposed action involves the replacement of a pedestrian footbridge that
was washed out during Hurricane Irene. Crossing the Rondout Creek is the
only direct means of access to the property and without the foothridge, access

| o public roads is restricted during periods of high Dow.

DEP has determined that the subject proposal requires no further review or
approval by DEF pursuant to the Rules and Repwlations for the Protection from
Comamingtion, Degradation and Pollution of the New York City Water Supply
aned iz Sources,

Thank vou for the opportunity to provide comments. You may reach the
undersigned at egarciaf@dep nve.gov or (914) 773-4455 with any questions or

if you care to discuss the matter further,

Sinct_‘rcl}u ) .
{: ?Vd{ﬂ-ﬁ%'{d’ﬁw
Cynthia Garcia

SEQRA Coordination Section
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FW: L. Mathe

Gievers, Andrea
To:  Gomez, Joshua: Money, Travis
Sent: 4/27/2015 5:06 PM

From: Town Clerk [maifiotownhall@denning us]
Sent: Monday, April 20, 2015 308 PM

To: Greene, Damel (STORMRECOVERY)
Subject: L. Mathe

Hi Dan

| spoke with I gineer and the Town of Denning COE and all of my concemns have been answered.
Best,
David Brooks
Supervisor

Town of Denning

(845) 985-2411
fax: (845) 965-0168

townhalli@denning. us

www. denning.us
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Attachment 11

Sole Source Aquifer Map
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