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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) is requesting
Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funding from New York State
Homes and Community Renewal (HCR) for an urgent one-time dredging in Captree State Boat Channel
and beach stabilization at Robert Moses State Park, both located in Suffolk County, New York.

The proposed project would involve the dredging of approximately 400,000 cubic yards of sand from the
Captree State Boat Channel north of Robert Moses State Park (the Park). The proposed dredging area is
shown in Figures 3a to 3d. Dredged sand would be placed along the oceanfront in the Park at specified
locations adjacent to Parking Fields 3, 4, and 5. These locations stretch approximately 9,500 linear feet
from an area west of Parking Field 3 to the western edge of Parking Field 5 (see Figures 1a and 1b).
Excess sand from the Captree State Boat Channel would be stockpiled for future emergency use. Under
the proposed action, OPRHP may use CDBG-DR funds to acquire additional stockpile sand (up to 200,000
cubic yards) should it become available from other sources, subject to future site specific (Tier 2)
environmental review, as described below.

The proposed project is necessary to stabilize and restore the Park’s beaches and protect infrastructure,
to offset continued beach erosion that threatens wildlife habitat, and to restore the functionality of the
beaches as coastal barriers for inland communities and public use. Dredging is proposed between
February and July, 2014 so that the dredged sand can be deployed to address the immediate need to
stabilize the Park’s traffic circle, which is currently at risk of collapse into the Atlantic Ocean. The traffic
circle is an integral component of the parkway system needed to provide vehicular access from the
Robert Moses Causeway for the Park’s 3.5 million annual visitors and residents of Fire Island.
Stabilization of the beach area adjoining the traffic circle needs to be completed before the spring of
2014 to ensure protection from winter and spring storms, and to ensure public access to the Park during
the summer of 2014 and beyond.
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Figure 1aBeach Restoration Site Plan
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Figure 1bBeach Restoration Site Plan
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BACKGROUND

Superstorm Sandy’s damage to the Park was severe: most of the Park’s beaches were significantly
eroded by severe wind, wave, and tidal action, and a portion of the Park’s iconic traffic circle was
destroyed. Governor Cuomo issued an emergency declaration on the day of the storm (October 28,
2012), which authorized state agencies to carryout activities to address the storm’s immediate effects.
Pursuant to the emergency declaration, and to permit recreational use of the park during the summer of
2013, the New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) reconstructed the traffic circle and
OPRHP (through the Office of General Services) completed boardwalk repairs and beach stabilization
south of Parking Fields 4 and 5.

HCR’s decision whether to provide CDBG-DR funding for the application is a discretionary action which
requires review under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA). The CDBG-DR funding would be provided by HCR, by and
through the Housing Trust Fund Corporation (HTFC), which is the Responsible Entity (RE) for
environmental reviews. This Environmental Assessment (EA) is being prepared to assist HCR in its
determination whether to grant funding to OPRHP for the proposed project. As part of this project, HCR
is undertaking the decision making process required by Executive Order 11988 in accordance with HUD
regulations at 24 CFR 55.20 (Subpart C - Procedures for Making Determinations on Floodplain
Management) to determine the potential effect that the proposed project would have on the 100-year
floodplain located in the Towns of Babylon and Islip, Suffolk County, New York. HCR is also preparing this
EA as lead agency under SEQRA.

The project has received permits from the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE); these permits are included in
Appendices A and B respectively. As part of its permitting process, USACE consulted with the United
States Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), as required by Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 and other federal
statutes consistent with those agencies’ memoranda of agreement regarding consultation under federal
laws; this correspondence is included in Appendix C. HCR has considered the information provided by
USFWS and NMFS as part of this EA. Additionally, USACE has undertaken consultation with the New
York State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966; SHPO correspondence is included in Appendix D. The New York State Department of State
(NYSDOS) has also made a determination about the project’s consistency with the state’s Coastal
Management Program; NYSDOS correspondence is included in Appendix E.

Finally, documentation of the 8-step decision-making process required by 24 CFR 55.20 to determine
whether alternatives to construction within the floodplain would meet the purpose and need of the
proposed project is included in Appendix F.

Under the proposed action, OPRHP may also seek to use CDBG-DR funds to acquire additional stockpile
sand (up to 200,000 cubic yards) should it become available from other sources. All stockpile sand
would be tested for contaminants and grain size in accordance with state and federal permits, and then
placed in previously approved stockpile areas in a manner that avoids impacts to natural resources.

HCR is tiering this environmental review solely with respect to this additional up to 200,000 cubic yards
of sand. OPRHP has stated that it would not undertake any dredging to obtain this additional sand, and
that it would procure such sand only as it becomes available from dredge projects permitted by USACE
and NYSDEC. However, it is not yet known from what source the additional sand would be obtained, the
amount of sand, or whether the sand can be obtained at all within the project schedule. Because of
these variables, HCR will undertake a more focused, site specific analysis of this additional 200,000 cubic
yards of material when more information becomes available.

This NEPA Tier 2 and SEQRA review will focus on hazardous materials and potential impacts to fish and
wildlife associated with the additional up to 200,000 cubic yards that may be obtained for other sources
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to be stockpiled. The Tier 2 review would include consultation with USFWS and NMFS, as necessary, and
would be coordinated to the extent practicable with any USACE and NYSDEC permitting actions. The use
of the up to 200,000 cubic yards of additional sand will not commence until such environmental reviews
and permitting are completed and HCR approves the use of Tier 2 funds for this purpose. However, this
Tier 1 EA constitutes the complete environmental assessment of the 400,000 cubic yard dredging and
placement of sand in the Captree Channel: No further review of that portion of the proposed project is
anticipated.

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project would remove shoal areas and would maintain safe navigation in Captree State
Boat Channel, restoring the channel to its historic configuration. The dredged material would be used to
restore a public beach, damaged by Superstorm Sandy, to its pre-storm conditions and to offset
continued beach erosion. A portion of the beach restoration area is located near the traffic circle
surrounding the Robert Moses Water Tower, the Park’s central access point and vital traffic
management facility. As Robert Moses State Park receives millions of visitors per year, the restoration of
the beach and access roadways is an important part of the area’s post-Sandy recovery. The proposed
project would support previous investments made to restore the Park and strengthen its beaches
against future storms.

EXISTING CONDITIONS ON THE PROJECT SITE AND POTENTIAL IMPACTS

Robert Moses State Park, which receives up to 3.5 million visitors per year, is located in southern Suffolk
County, on the western end of Fire Island (See Figure 2). The Park, which is the oldest state park on Long
Island, is well known for its public beaches, which stretch for approximately 5 miles along the Atlantic
Ocean. The Park is accessible from Long Island via the Robert Moses Causeway across Great South Bay
and serves visitors from the five boroughs of New York City and throughout Suffolk and Nassau
Counties.

The proposed project site is located within two towns: Babylon and Islip. The closest residences to the
Park are located approximately 4,000 feet to the north, across the Fire Island Inlet, in the Gilgo-Oak
Beach-Captree community, part of the Town of Babylon. Many of the residences in the area are second
homes, with fewer than 300 residents counted in the 2010 Census.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

A number of structures within Robert Moses State Park have been determined eligible for listing on the
New York State and National Registers of Historic Places (S/NR), including a bathhouse and a picnic
shelter near Parking Field #3. The Park is located adjacent to the NR listed Fire Island Light Station
Historic District. The proposed project, which involves dredging and beach stabilization, will not impact
these eligible S/NR structures and thus the project will not result in an adverse effect on cultural
resources (See also Appendix D).

NATURAL RESOURCES

Robert Moses State Park includes diverse wildlife population. The Northern harriers, double-crested
cormorants, great cormorants, green and great blue herons, great and snowy egrets and ibis are seen
feeding during various seasons. The Canada goose, smaller brant, mallard, black duck and red-breasted
merganser are the most commonly seen of the 24 recorded duck-like species. Five species of plover
dwell at water's edge with the sanderling being most prevalent. Oystercatchers are frequently spotted
prying at mollusk shells. From September to mid-October, kestrels, peregrine falcons and even the
monarch butterfly migrate through the Park. In addition, many species of neotropical songbirds use this
flyway. Often seen throughout the winter months is the yellow-rumped warbler which feeds on the
park's bayberry thickets. The thickets are also a popular feeding area for the resident white-tailed deer.
Fox, raccoon, and mice are also present.
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There are two federally listed species present in the area of the proposed project:

 The piping plover (Charadrius melodus) is a threatened migratory shorebird species present
within the project area. This species arrives along Atlantic Ocean beaches to breed in March and
April, where it remains until departure to overwintering grounds between July and September.
The piping plover’s breeding grounds consist of dry sandy beaches or areas that have been filled
with dredged sand, often near dunes in areas with little or no beach grass.

 The seabeach amaranth (Amaranthus pumilus) is a threatened coastal plant found within the
project area, generally from May-November, with peak presence in August and September. This
annual species grows along sandy beaches of the Atlantic coast between dunes and the high tide
mark, as well as in beach stabilization sites. The plants grow close to the surface and can range
in size from less than an inch to more than a foot across. Flowering and seed production usually
starts in July and continue until the plants die in the fall.

Aquatic Natural Resources

Several listed species of whales occur seasonally in the waters off New York. Federally endangered
North Atlantic right whales (Eubalaena glacialis) are found off the coast of New York from September 1 -
March 31. Federally endangered humpback whales (Megaptera novaeangliae) are found off the coast of
New York from February-April and from September- November. Fin (Balaenoptera physalus) and Sperm
(Physeter macrocephalus) whales are also seasonally present in the waters off of New York, but are
typically found in deeper offshore waters. Although listed species of whales can be found in the offshore
waters of New York, due to the depths and near shore location of the project site, listed whales are
extremely unlikely to occur in the Project area.1

Four species of federally threatened or endangered sea turtles occur seasonally in New York waters. The
sea turtles in these waters are typically small juveniles with the most abundant being the federally
threatened Northwest Atlantic distinct population segment (DPS) of loggerhead (Caretta caretta)
followed by the federally endangered Kemp's ridley (Lepidochelys kempi). New York waters have also
been found to be warm enough to support federally endangered green sea turtles (Chelonia mydas)
from June through October. While federally endangered leatherback sea turtles (Dermochelys coriacea)
may be found in the waters off New York during the warmer months, this species is less likely to occur in
the Project area as it is typically found in more offshore waters. Studies in New York waters have
indicated that sea turtles mainly occur in areas where the water depth was between 16 and 49 feet and
waters were slow-moving or still. The habitat characteristics of the Project area (i.e., depths of less than
12 feet) where dredging will occur, are inconsistent with the preferred sea turtle foraging depths in New
York waters; however, transient green, loggerhead, and Kemp's ridley sea turtles may pass near the
Project area from June to October each year.2

Atlantic sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus) occur in estuarine and marine waters along the U.S. Atlantic
coast and may be present in East Captree State Channel. The New York Bight, Chesapeake Bay, South
Atlantic and Carolina DPSs of Atlantic sturgeon are endangered; the Gulf of Maine DPS is threatened.
The range of Atlantic sturgeon from all five DPSs extends from Labrador Inlet, Labrador, Canada to Cape
Canaveral, FL. After emigration from the natal estuary, subadult and adult Atlantic sturgeon forage
within the marine environment, typically in waters less than 50 meters in depth, using coastal bays,
sounds, and ocean waters. Therefore, adult and subadult Atlantic sturgeon from any of five DPSs could
occur in the project area; however, as Atlantic sturgeon spawn in freshwater portions of large rivers and
early life stages are not tolerant of salinity, no eggs, larvae or juvenile Atlantic sturgeon are likely to
occur in East Captree State Channel.3

1 NMFS letter to Stephen Ryba, dated September 3, 2013 (Appendix C)
2

Ibid.
3 Ibid.
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Winter flounder (Pseudopleuronectes americanus) is one of the aquatic species that may be present in
and around Captree State Boat Channel, which will be dredged as part of the proposed project. Winter
flounder is typically found in shoal habitats and is one of the more common recreational flatfish species
present in New York waters. Juveniles and adults occur year-round off the southern coast of Long Island
and migrate inshore to spawn during the winter or early spring, generally between February and April.
Spawning usually occurs at night in shallow, inshore estuarine waters with sandy bottoms. Off the
southern coast of Long Island, eggs are present from March to April, and larvae are present from March
through May. First year winter flounder remain within the estuarine system year-round in shallow
waters; juveniles beyond their first year have been found to overwinter in estuaries. Older juveniles and
adults typically migrate out of estuarine waters in the fall and early winter, preferring deeper ocean
waters during these seasons.4 The area of this Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) is a 10-minute latitude by 10-
minute longitude square area (approximately 116.5 square miles) with numerous bays and
embankments throughout the entire habitat. The project area is approximately 3,550 feet long by 400-
feet in width, representing an extremely small fraction of the entire EFH (e.g., less than 0.05% of the
total EFH). Studies suggest that the winter flounder habitat choice is cued by either fine-grained
sediments or low current velocities.5 Current velocities in the project area during peak tidal exchange
can exceed more than 2 knots, making the area a relatively high velocity area. Therefore, it is less likely
that, with all the available low velocity areas within this EFH, winter flounder would choose to spawn in
the area proposed for dredging. Also, the sandy substrate would not be expected to be a preferred
habitat for egg and larvae recruitment.

By complying with the terms and conditions in the USACE and NYSDEC permits, and in consideration of
the information provided as part of the consultation with USFWS and NMFS, the proposed project is not
expected to result in significant adverse impacts to natural resources.

FLOODPLAINS AND WETLANDS

The proposed project is located within the 100-year floodplain (Zone VE) which is an area subject to a
100-year flood event, with additional hazards due to storm-induced velocity wave action. As described
in Appendix F, the proposed project would not result in significant adverse impacts within the 100-year
floodplain.

Tidal wetlands are present throughout the project site as it located along the oceanfront; a large portion
of the project site is mapped as NYSDEC regulated wetland (2020 LZ. Littoral Zone). No freshwater
wetlands are present on the project site. While the proposed project would place dredged material in
the mapped tidal wetlands and in adjacent buffer areas, the project would comply with all relevant
conditions of the NYSDEC Tidal Wetlands permit (as listed below in section Conditions for Approval) and
is not expected to result in significant adverse impacts to the tidal wetlands present on the project site.

COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT

Based on an analysis of the proposed project’s consistency with New York State’s coastal policies
provided in Appendix E, HCR has determined and concurred with the determination of NYSDOS that the
proposed project is consistent with these policies.

AIR QUALITY

As noted below in the Environmental Assessment Checklist at page 16, the proposed project would not
generate any new stationary or mobile sources of air pollutants and therefore has no potential to affect
air quality. Similarly, the construction associated with the Project is not anticipated to have a significant
adverse impact on air quality for the following reasons:

4
AKRF, 2013

5 Stoner, 1985, (Appendix B)
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 Dredging operations will involve use of dredging equipment including several boats, several
large capacity diesel-powered pumps and miscellaneous small motors and equipment. Although
the pumps will operate continuously during dredging operations, they are relatively few in
number and will be continuously re-located as dredging operations progress.

 The dredging operation is temporary, and air emissions will be eliminated at the conclusion of
the project, thereby avoiding pollutant concentrations in any one spot.

 Beach restoration will involve use of a small number of trucks and earth-moving equipment.
The number of such equipment will be limited, will re-locate continually as the work area
advances, and will cease operation upon completion of the work.

 The dredging project is relatively small, and will not involve the large-scale equipment used on
major ocean dredging projects or inlet bypass projects in the open ocean.

 Most of the dredging operation will occur in the winter and early spring when recreational
activities on the water and beach are minimal.

 All equipment used will meet state and federal regulatory requirements including those relating
to air emissions and allowable fuel types.

 Most operations will occur in relatively isolated coastal areas, on the waterways and beaches,
and will not be in the vicinity of other major sources of air emissions (e.g. highways,
industrial/commercial facilities, power generating facilities).

 Commutation of workers to the work site and associated vehicular trips will be minimal, since
the operation will typically involve a relatively small number of operators and crew (less than
10).

 The operation will not generate dust, and will not involve handling of contaminated sediments.

 The project will have supervision and oversight by State representatives to ensure proper and
efficient movement of materials and equipment, and to check on the operation and condition of
equipment.

NOISE AND VIBRATION

As noted below in the Environmental Assessment Checklist at page 16, the proposed project would not
result in a new permanent facility that would generate noise on the project site. The construction of the
proposed project is not anticipated to result in significant adverse noise impacts for the following
reasons:

 Although dredging equipment will operate continuously during dredging operations, dredging
equipment would continuously move through the project area and would be adjacent to each
individual noise receptor for only a limited period of time. Furthermore, the number and size of
dredging equipment will be scaled appropriately for any given day’s operations, and therefore
would generate no more noise than necessary to accomplish each day’s dredging schedule.

 The dredging operation is temporary, and any noise generated by the project equipment will
cease at the conclusion of the project.

 As noted below under Construction/Implementation of the Proposed Project, dredging
operations are expected to begin in February 2014 and would last approximately 90 to 120 days.
Therefore, dredging operations will take place outside of the peak summer season when
recreational activities on the water and beach are minimal and fewer residents along Captree
Channel would utilize the outdoor portions of their residences.

 Beach restoration will involve use of a small number of trucks and earth-moving equipment.
This equipment will re-locate continually as the work area advances being adjacent to each
individual noise receptor for only a limited period of time, and will cease operation upon
completion of the work.
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OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AREAS

The above and other impacts areas are analyzed in the Environmental Assessment Checklist attached
hereto which shows that the proposed project will not result in significant adverse impacts in any of
these impact areas.

CONSTRUCTION/IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project would dredge an approximately 3,550-foot by 400-foot area of the existing
Captree State Boat Channel west of the Robert Moses Bridge (see Figures 3a through 3d) to a maximum
depth of 14 feet below Mean Low Water (MLW). The resulting 400,000 cubic yards of material will be
placed on the beach as stabilization material.

The dredged material would be placed in phases; the phases were developed based on discussions with
NYSDEC, USACE, and USFWS in order to minimize potential effects on piping plover nesting and foraging
areas along this section of beach. The phasing schedule prioritizes areas known for past nesting piping
plover activity; these areas will be restored during the initial phases of the project so that the
restoration activities can be completed before the nesting period begins. Another important
consideration in the phasing schedule is the need to restore critical areas, such as the traffic circle.

The phases of the project are as follows:

 The Phase 1A area is located generally south of the traffic circle, stretching for approximately
3,700 linear feet.

 The Phase 1B area stretches for approximately 4,700 linear feet, along the beach south of
Parking Field 4.

 The Phase 2B stabilization area stretches for approximately 1,100 linear feet between Parking
Fields 4 and 5. Phase 2B would only be performed if conditions at the project site are
acceptable to avoid impacts to piping plover nesting habitat.

Dredged material that is not used for placement would be stockpiled in two designated areas and used
for restoration projects in the future:

 The Phase 1C stockpile area would be located at the west end of Parking Field 4.

 The Phase 2A stockpile area would be located behind the dune line at the west end of Parking
Field 5.

As mentioned above, should additional stockpile sand that meets the characteristics required for
placement on the beach become available from other dredging operations, OPRHP may consider
seeking permit modifications to use this additional stockpile sand for beach stabilization. Such activity
would not occur unless additional Tier 2 environmental review under NEPA and applicable review under
SEQRA were completed. This activity would be subject to all permits and approvals being granted for
such work. Additional placement of sand would only occur if conditions at the project site are
acceptable to avoid impacts to piping plover nesting habitat.

Dredging would be performed by means of a hydraulic dredge. The material would be pumped directly
onto the beach utilizing two existing pipelines; one pipeline is located near the western edge of Parking
Field 4 and one is located near the western edge of Parking Field 5. The dredged material would be
placed on the beach and distributed throughout the beach mechanically. Any remaining material would
be placed in an upland site which would be contained by an embankment with a return flow leading into
bay by means of a spillway. This stockpiled material would be transported to beach areas where needed
by truck at a later time.
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Figure 3aDredging Area
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Figure  3bDredging Area

drybak
Text Box



drybak
Text Box
Figure  3cDredging Area
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Figure  3dDredging Area
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The dredging operation is expected to begin on February 1, 2014, and would last approximately 90-120
days. All work will be conducted in accordance with the permit conditions summarized below under the
section Conditions for Approval.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The proposed project would be consistent with surrounding land uses in that it would restore a
damaged natural area and associated recreational facilities to a prior state. As shown below in the
Environmental Assessment Checklist, no land development, neighborhood, socioeconomic, or
community facility impacts would result from the proposed project. Impacts to natural resources would
be avoided and/or minimized through the permit conditions summarized above. As shown below in the
Statutory Checklist, the proposed project would comply with all relevant regulations listed in 24 CFR
subparts 58.5 and 58.6.

The proposed project also does not result in any cumulative adverse impacts with the beach
renourishment project that occurred at Robert Moses State Park during the first quarter 2013 in
response to the New York Governor’s declaration of an emergency as that project is now complete and
will not overlap with this proposed project. Nor would other dredging and beach renourishment
projects currently being done by USACE in other areas of Long Island result in significant adverse
cumulative impacts with the proposed project because the review and consultation by USACE with the
other federal and state natural resource agencies, and the conditions imposed in the permits for all such
projects, will minimize impacts to public health and the environment, thus avoiding significant adverse
cumulative impacts.

Alternatives and Project Modifications Considered [24 CFR 58.40(e), Ref. 40 CFR 1508.9]
No other reasonable courses of action were identified outside of the proposed project. Because the
purpose of the proposed project is to stabilize and restore the Robert Moses Beach to its pre-Sandy
condition, there is no practicable alternative to conducting this activity in a 100-year floodplain. The
phasing of the proposed project incorporates considerations to avoid and minimize potential impacts to
natural resources and to prioritize areas critical to the restoration of the Park.

No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)]
The No Action alternative would result in the continued loss of oceanfront beach and wildlife habitat
and its recreational function, and restrict access to a heavily used State Park, which could result in
substantial adverse impacts to the natural environment and the surrounding community. Without the
beach stabilization, future storms and northeasters would increase beach erosion, reducing habitat for
terrestrial species that utilize the beach. With additional beach erosion, the roadway, parking lot areas,
the water tower and other park infrastructure could also be impacted or destroyed, preventing
recreational use by millions of park visitors. Continued loss of oceanfront beach could impact the
residences and businesses on Long Island that rely on the barrier island for storm protection. For the
numerous commercial and recreational vessels using Captree Boat Channel, the channel would remain
difficult to navigate and would continue to exist above its historic navigation depth. Accordingly, the No
Action alternative is not the preferred alternative as it does not meet the purpose and need of the
proposed action.

Measures Incorporated to Minimize Impacts [24 CFR 58.40(d), 40 CFR 1508.20]
As noted above, a number of measures to protect natural resources on and around the project site are
incorporated into the design of the project activities and are outlined in prescribed permit conditions
summarized below.
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CONDITIONS FOR PERMIT APPROVAL

USACE Permit Conditions
In coordination with USFWS, USACE issued Permit #NAN-2010-00491-M2 on December 13, 2013 for 10
years of maintenance dredging at East Captree State Channel, Fire Island Inlet, and the Atlantic Ocean,
and subsequent beach stabilization at Robert Moses State Park. Permit #NAN-2010-00491-M2 is the
second modification to a permit originally issued on May 12, 2011 and previously modified on March 1,
2013. The NAN-2010-00491-M2 permit supersedes and replaces the initial and first modified permits,
and the M2 permit modification encompasses the proposed action’s one-time dredge and stabilization
event.

The conditions of Permit #NAN-2010-00491-M2, based on consultation with USFWS and NMFS through
those agencies’ memoranda of agreement for consultation, include the following:

 The time limit for completing the work authorized ends on May 12, 2021;

 Do not dredge between January 15 and September 30 of any year to avoid impacts to Essential
Fish Habitat and Species, with the exception of one maintenance dredging cycle authorized
during the period between January 15, 2014 and September 30, 2014;

 Do not discharge authorized dredged material onto the shoreline beaches between April 1st and
September 1st of any calendar year to protect piping plovers;

 Assure the dredged material discharged onto the shoreline beach placement areas is consistent
with the grain size on the existing naturally occurring shoreline beach, and finish/grade these
areas to the same slope as the adjacent shoreline beach, without piles, ridges or holes left in the
dredged materials;

 Do not use a hopper dredge in order to avoid potential impacts to endangered or threatened
sea turtles;

 Allow authorized dredged material to settle within the diked dewatering sites to the maximum
extent practicable to minimize sediment reentry into the waterway;

 Keep all mechanized beach grading equipment landward of the ambient tide line;

 Do not use authorized dredged materials to construct additional dunes in the areas fronting the
existing overwash area between Parking Fields 2 and 3, and do not place any of the dredged
material in the overwash area, in order to allow ongoing sustainment/recreation of this
overwash habitat area;

 Monitor and manage, as appropriate, all areas nourished with the authorized dredged materials
as has occurred in the past for piping plovers and seabeach amaranth, in coordination with
USFWS and NYSDEC;

 By December 1st of each year for the life of the permit, provide USFWS and USACE an annual
written report of piping plover activity or lack thereof for all areas nourished with the authorized
dredged materials;

 Do not plant vegetation within any areas nourished with the authorized dredged materials; and

 Do not install snow/sand fencing in any areas nourished with the authorized dredged materials.

NYSDEC Permit Conditions
NYSDEC’s permit modification #1-4728-00955 was issued on November 8, 2013 for dredging of the
Captree State Boat Channel and beach stabilization at Robert Moses State Park. Permits and approvals
included in this authorization include a Tidal Wetlands Permit (#1-4728-00955/00029), Water Quality
Certification (#1-4728-00955/00030), Coastal Erosion Management Permit (#1-4728-00955/00031), and
an Excavation & Fill in Navigable Waters Permit (#1-4728-00955/00032). These authorizations comprise
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the second modification to permits originally issued on April 6, 2011 and previously modified on March
1, 2013.

Each permit issued by NYSDEC includes a standard set of permit conditions; these standard conditions
are not listed below. The following conditions of permit #1-4728-00955 apply specifically to all four of
the aforementioned authorizations:

 All activities authorized by the permit must be in strict compliance with the approved plans
submitted as part of the permit application.

 At least 48 hours prior to the commencement of the project, the permittee and the contractor
shall sign and return a notification form included with the permit which would certify that they
are fully aware of and understand all terms and conditions of the permit. Within 30 days of
completion of the project, another portion of the notification form must be returned, along with
photographs of the completed work.

 A Notice of Commencement must be completed for each dredging occurrence specifying the
disposal site. Upon completion, a Notice of Completion must be submitted.

 The permittee must provide a survey/estimate of the total volume of sand in each of the
stockpile areas by April 1 of the year.

 To protect spawning finfish, shellfish, and nesting shorebirds, including threatened and/or
endangered species, no regulated activities may occur between January 15 and September 30,
inclusive, [other than one dredging season in 2014, based on the incorporation of special
conditions outlined in this section];

 Dredging shall be undertaken no more than once in any calendar year unless specifically
authorized by the department;

 No disturbance to vegetated tidal wetlands or protected buffer areas as a result of the
permitted activities;

 Debris or excess material shall be completely removed to an approved upland area for disposal;

 No disturbance to vegetated or bare dune areas;

 No staging of equipment in dune areas;

 Storage of equipment and materials shall be confined within the project area and/or upland
areas greater than 75 feet from the tidal wetland boundary;

 Disturbance along access routes and staging areas shall be completely restored to the original
condition;

 Refueling must occur in improved areas such as parking areas or streets, and no fuel lines shall
be placed or buried within beach areas;

 Dredging shall be conducted so as to leave a uniform bottom elevation free of mounds or holes;

 Side slopes of the dredge channel will have a maximum of 1:3 slope;

 Dredged material discharge pipe is to be located a minimum of 30 feet landward of mean high
water with a diffuser attached to the end of the pipe;

 All material shall be placed landward of apparent high water;

 All material deposited on the beach shall be of compatible grain size to the naturally occurring
beach, and the sand deposition area must be finished to a natural grade and contoured to
establish suitable habitat nesting and foraging habitat for piping plovers;

 Surplus dredge material must be placed in the primary and secondary surplus material site areas
as shown on the approved plans;
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 If booster pumps are used, the barges must remain in navigable waters and must not be
grounded on shoals or beach areas;

 No unreasonable interference with navigation;

 Necessary precautions shall be taken to preclude contamination of any wetland or waterway by
environmentally deleterious materials associated with the project; and

 Within 30 days of completion of the dredging operation, an as-dredged depth survey of the
dredged area must be submitted to NYSDEC.

As noted above, OPRHP also undertook coordination with NYSDEC regarding potential impacts to
aquatic resources that may be present at the project site. As a result, an additional set of special
conditions was added to the Tidal Wetlands Permit (#1-4728-00955/00029):

 A turbidity monitoring plan must be submitted for NYSDEC approval 15 days prior to the start of
any in-water work. At a minimum, the protocol must indicate that turbidity will be monitored
for one continuous hour each day during operations. Monitoring must be conducted up current,
down current, and adjacent to the dredge operation at each of 3 stations selected each day
along the dredge route.

 OPRHP will provide funding, not to exceed $15,000, to the School of Marine and Atmospheric
Sciences at SUNY Stony Brook, to design a study quantifying winter flounder spawning between
Fire Island and Montauk Point.

 With the exception of the material placement and grading work after April 1, 2014, suitable
piping plover habitat created by the activities authorized by the permit will be symbolically
fenced by March 31 each year and managed in accordance with a particular USFWS guidance
document.

 Activities authorized by the aforementioned permit conducted after April 1 must be conducted
under the supervision of a NYSDEC approved environmental monitor to insure no disturbance to
the piping plover occurs.

 All material deposited on the beach must be of compatible grain size with the naturally
occluding beach. And the sand deposition area must be finished to a natural grade and
contoured to establish suitable habitat nesting and foraging habitat for piping plover. If at any
time during the dredging operation the composition of the dredged material changes and
becomes unsuitable for placement, dredging operations must cease and a plan to correct the
problem must be developed and approved by NYSDEC.



Robert Moses State Park State Boat Channel Dredging and Beach Stabilization Project

7340551.1 13

LIST OF SOURCES, AGENCIES AND PERSONS CONSULTED

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, Division for Historic Preservation
Letter dated November 12, 2013 to Scott G. Fish, OPRHP Long Island Region.

State of New York Department of State, Division of Coastal Resources
Letter dated July 25, 2013 to Gregory T. Greene, Cashin Associates.

United States Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service
Letter dated November 7, 2013 to Jodi McDonald, USACE.

United States Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National
Marine Fisheries Service.
Letter dated September 3, 2013 to Stephen A. Ryba, USACE

December 4, 2013 letter from Cashin Associates to Army Corps of Engineers, attaching study by Allan W.
Stoner et al “Behavior of winter flounder, Pseudopleuronectes americanus, during the reproductive
season: laboratory and field observations on spawning, feeding and locomotion”, March 24, 1999

ESRI, ArcGIS, various data.

FEMA – Special Flood Hazard Area
http://www.fema.gov/floodplain-management/special-flood-hazard-area
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

FEMA – Map Service Center
https://msc.fema.gov/webapp/wcs/stores/servlet/FemaWelcomeView?storeId=10001&catalogId=1000
1&langId=-1
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

National Wild and Scenic Rivers – New York
http://www.rivers.gov/new-york.php
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
State Preservation Historical Information Network Exchange (SPHINX)
http://nysparks.com/shpo/online-tools/
Last accessed December 31, 2013.

NYSDEC - Unique Geologic Features
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/53826.html
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

NYSDEC – Critical Environmental Areas
http://www.dec.ny.gov/permits/25153.html
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

US Census Bureau - American Fact Finder
http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=bkmk
Last accessed December 30, 2013.
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USEPA, Region 2 –Nassau Suffolk Aquifer System
http://www.epa.gov/region02/water/aquifer/nasssuff/nassau.htm
Last accessed December 30, 2013.

USEPA, Green Book – Nonattainment Status for Each County by Year
http://www.epa.gov/oaqps001/greenbk/anay_ak.html
Last accessed December 30, 2013.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST

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
Comprehensive Plans and
Zoning

2 The proposed project involves the restoration of an existing natural
area and would not result in changes to land use. Zoning does not
apply in the beach area, which is a State Park, nor in the navigation
channel where the dredging will occur. The proposed project is
consistent with the New York State Coastal Management Program, as
discussed by the New York State Department of State in a letter dated
July 25, 2013 (see Appendix E)

Compatibility and Urban Impact 2 The proposed project would be compatible with existing land use on
the project site since it would restore a damaged natural area and a
well-used public park. The proposed project would also restore a
navigation channel used by commercial and recreational boaters from
the nearby waterfront communities to its historic depth.

Slope 2 The core purpose of the proposed project is to restore a natural area
eroded by Superstorm Sandy. The design, mechanism, and schedule
by which the dredged material will be placed on the beach have been
approved by the relevant regulatory agencies.

Erosion 2 As noted above, the core purpose of the proposed project is to
restore a natural area that was eroded by a major storm. The
proposed project will dredge a channel that has been filled by
previous erosion events and will use that dredge material in a
beneficial way, to restore a beachfront area. Furthermore, the
proposed project will also stockpile dredged material for use in future
erosion protection projects.

Soil Suitability 1 The proposed project would not introduce any new structures and
therefore the suitability of existing soil in supporting a particular land
use is not relevant to the proposed project. The dredged material has
been tested and is deemed suitable for placement as beach
stabilization material.

Hazards and Nuisances
including Site Safety

1 The proposed project would not result in any hazards, nuisances, or
threats to public safety. The project site is located in an area
vulnerable to flooding and storm impacts, however the project would
not introduce any new occupied structures. While the proposed
project would help restore a public recreation facility, the project is
not expected to generate new users that would be affected by
hazards, nuisances, or other public safety concerns.

Energy Consumption 1 The proposed project would not introduce a new facility and
therefore would not consume energy, neither directly or indirectly.
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Neighborhood Impact Code Source or Documentation

Noise - Contribution to
Community Noise Levels

1 The proposed project would not result in a new permanent facility
that would generate noise on the project site. The nearest residential
receptors are across Fire Island Inlet from the project site, over 4,000
feet away. Noises and increased human activity that would be
generated during the construction of the proposed project would
likely cause disturbances to and displace some wildlife, but these
effects would be temporary and localized to the specific segments of
the project site undergoing construction activities.

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

1 The proposed project would not generate any new stationary or
mobile sources of air pollutants and therefore has no potential to
affect air quality. Equipment used in the construction activities will
be permitted by relevant agencies and will utilize appropriate
measures to minimize pollutant emissions.

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

2 The goal of the proposed project is to restore the beachfront portions
of the Park to their previous state and therefore the proposed project
would not introduce any new elements out of character with the
beach and Park. Captree State Boat Channel is already used for
navigation and boating purposes, and therefore the proposed
dredging is not expected to induce any subsequent growth. The
sampling analysis of the material to be dredged has indicted that the
material is compatible with the existing sand on these beaches and
therefore no impacts to visual aesthetics of the beach are expected.
As shown in Appendix D, the SHPO has concurred that the project
would not result in adverse effects on cultural resources.

Socioeconomic Code Source or Documentation

Demographic Character Changes 1 While the CDBG program is primarily intended to benefit low and
moderate income households and increase housing opportunities,
the CDBG-DR funds are specifically targeted to disaster recovery and
rebuilding. Since the actions comprising the proposed project are
limited to natural resources, the project has no potential to affect the
demographic characteristics of nearby communities or alter
residential, commercial, or industrial uses, or harm community
institutions. The proposed project is designed to restore the beach to
its prior state and return it to its existing users, some of which may
comprise low income and minority households.

Displacement 1 The actions comprising the proposed project are limited to natural
resources and have no potential to displace individuals or families;
destroy jobs, local businesses, or community facilities; or
disproportionately affect particular populations.

Employment and Income
Patterns

1 The actions comprising the proposed project are limited to restoring
natural resources and have no potential to affect employment
opportunities or income patterns.
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Community Facilities and
Services

Code Source or Documentation

Educational Facilities 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new populations
that would increase the student population of the area and therefore
the proposed project has no potential to affect educational facilities.

Commercial Facilities 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would require retail services or other commercial facilities.

Health Care 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would require the availability of routine or emergency health
services.

Social Services 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would require the proximity of social services. The proposed
project would not introduce any new populations that would
overburden existing facilities.

Solid Waste 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would generate solid waste.

Waste Water 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would generate any wastewater.

Storm Water 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not add any new impermeable
surfaces that would require the collection and disposal of storm
water.

Water Supply 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not introduce any new development
that would generate any demand for water supply.

Public Safety
- Police

1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not add any new demand on police
services.

- Fire 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not add any new demand on fire
department services.

- Emergency Medical 1 The proposed project is limited to restoring natural resources and
improving navigation and would not add any new demand on
emergency medical services.

Open Space and Recreation
- Open Space

2 The core goal of the proposed project is to restore a valuable and
highly used open space resource (Robert Moses State Park) to its pre-
storm state. The restoration of the Park is not expected to add a
significant number of new users and therefore, the proposed project
is not expected to overburden existing open space resources.

- Recreation 2 The restoration of the Park is not expected to add a significant
number of new users and therefore, the proposed project is not
expected to overburden existing recreational resources. As noted
above, the core goal of the proposed project is to ensure the Park can
continue to be used as a recreational resource during the summer of
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2014. In addition, the dredging of Captree State Boat Channel would
allow increased and safer access to the channel by recreational
boaters.

- Cultural Facilities 1 Robert Moses State Park includes a number of resources eligible for
listing on the State and National Registers of Historic Places. As
documented in Appendix D, USACE has consulted with SHPO as
required under Section 106. In a letter dated November 12, 2013,
SHPO has concurred that the project will have no adverse effect on
eligible resources

Transportation 1 The proposed project would not introduce any new development that
would require new or improved transportation connections. One of
the objectives of the proposed project is to stabilize the beach in
front of the Park’s traffic circle—which serves as the only access point
to the park—in order to allow for the safe use of the traffic circle and
surrounding roadways.

Natural Features Code Source or Documentation

Water Resources 1 The proposed project would not introduce any new development and
therefore would not generate any demand for groundwater as water
supply nor would the project introduce new septic systems that may
affect groundwater in the area.

Surface Water 1 The proposed project would not result in any development that
would require the discharge of sewage effluent into nearby
waterbodies, increase impervious surface area, or affect water levels
in surface water bodies. The dredging activities associated with the
proposed project would temporarily increase turbidity in Captree
State Boat Channel but this effect is expected to be temporary and
would not affect surface water quality.

Unique Natural Features and
Agricultural Lands

1 The core goal of the proposed project is to restore a natural area
damaged by Superstorm Sandy and to strengthen the natural
features of the Park (i.e. the beach and sand dunes) against future
storms. There are no agricultural lands located on the project site and
therefore the proposed project has no potential to affect these
resources.

Vegetation and Wildlife 3 As noted throughout this EA, the proposed project may affect but is
not likely to adversely affect two federally-listed species present on
and near the project site. Consultation regarding these species has
been undertaken with relevant regulatory agencies. Measures to
avoid and/or minimize impacts to these threatened species are
incorporated as permit conditions, in permits granted to the project
by relevant regulatory agencies. Overall, the proposed project would
restore the beach to its pre-Sandy conditions and provide additional
breeding and growth habitat for the area’s vegetation and wildlife.
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COMPLIANCE with STATUTES and REGULATIONS listed at 24 CFR 58.6

FLOOD INSURANCE / FLOOD DISASTER PROTECTION ACT
1. Does the project involve the acquisition, construction or rehabilitation of structures, buildings or
mobile homes?

 No; flood insurance is not required. The review of this factor is completed.

Yes; continue.

2. Is the structure or part of the structure located in a FEMA designated Special Flood Hazard Area?
No. Source Document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date): _

(Factor review completed).
Yes. Source Document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date). (Continue

review).

3. Is the community participating in the National Insurance Program (or has less than one year passed
since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards)?

Yes - Flood Insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program must be obtained and maintained
or the economic life of the project, in the amount of the total project cost. A copy of the flood insurance
policy declaration must be kept in the Environmental Review Record.

No (Federal assistance may not be used in the Special Flood Hazards Area).

COASTAL BARRIERS RESOURCES ACT
1. Is the project located in a coastal barrier resource area

No; Cite Source Documentation:
(This element is completed).

 Yes; Federal assistance may not be used in such an area.
While typically HUD funding is not allowed for projects located within the Coastal Barrier Resource
System, there are limited exceptions. The proposed project is exempt from the provisions of the
Coastal Barrier Resources Act. Please see below.

The proposed project is located within the Coastal Barrier Resources System; however, the project falls
within the exemptions of the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (“CBRA”). The proposed project involves
dredging within an existing shipping channel (the Captree State Boat Channel) to the channel’s historic
depth pursuant to a permit issued by the USACE. The dredged sand will then be placed onto a portion of
the beach in Robert Moses State Park to return the beach to its condition before Superstorm Sandy. This
activity falls under the CBRA’s exemption for “nonstructural projects for shoreline
stabilization…designed to mimic, enhance, or restore a natural stabilization system.” 16 U.S.C. §
3505(a)(6)(G). The proposed project meets § 3505(a)(6)(G)’s precondition that it be consistent with the
CBRA’s purposes:

 The project minimizes the loss of human life by replacing the beach to its original pre- Sandy
condition in order to avoid further erosion and loss of the Robert Moses Beach, and to reestablish
the functionality of these beaches as part of the coastal barriers that contribute to the resiliency of
upland communities. Additional loss of the beach could result in the collapse of a public roadway
and traffic circle, potentially resulting in the loss of life. The Project involves renourishing the
beach with sand and not the development of buildings or structures that the CBRA seeks to avoid.
By keeping Robert Moses State Park as a park use with a public beach, no residential development
in this coastal area will occur; thus the Project minimizes danger to human life by preserving Robert
Moses Beach as a public park.
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 The proposed project minimizes wasteful federal expenditures as it returns one of the oldest state
parks on Long Island, with an estimated 3.5 million visitors each year, to its pre-Sandy condition.
The beach is a popular summer recreational destination in the New York City area and provides
much needed comfort to persons of all ages and socioeconomic backgrounds during hot summer
days. The maintenance of Robert Moses Beach is an activity that is protective of both human
health and the environment. Federal funding is not being used for commercial or residential
development that CBRA construes as wasteful. Rather the federal funding is being used for a
beneficial purpose that is consistent with the CBRA’s purpose.

 The proposed project minimizes damage to fish, wildlife, and other natural resources. Without the
Project, the beach can continue to erode, impacting the wildlife and natural resources of the
Robert Moses State Park. Continued erosion also impacts aquatic life. All work to be performed for
the proposed project will comply with the terms of USACE’s Sections 10/404 permit and the
Articles 15, 25, 34 permit from NYSDEC, including the Section 401 Water Quality Certification
(please see section Conditions for Approval above for a summary of conditions associated with
these permits). The proposed project preserves Robert Moses State Park’s natural resources by
preventing further erosion and loss of the beach.

This activity also falls under the CBRA § 3505(a)(5) exemption, which allows for federal funding for
maintenance or improvements of existing federal navigation channels and related structures, including
the disposal of dredged materials related to such activity. This exemption applies even if the proposed
project were not to meet the purposes of CBRA.

The legislative history of the CBRA supports the finding that the project falls within the exemptions. See
S. REP. NO. 419, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 8 (Oct. 1, 1982) (listing, as an exemption from the
CBRA,“[n]onstructural projects such as the planting of dune grass or beach nourishment which mimic,
enhance, or restore natural stabilization systems would be permitted for shoreline stabilization”); H.R.
REP. NO. 841, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 17 (Oct. 18, 1982) (“Nonstructural projects for shoreline stabilization,
such as the planting of dune grass or other beach nourishment which mimic, enhance, or restore natural
stabilization systems would be permitted [under the CBRA].”); Coastal Barrier Resources Act Advisory
Guidelines, 48 Fed. Reg. 45,664, 45,667 (Oct. 6, 1983) (noting that “[t]he legislative history cites the
planting of dune grass or other beach nourishment activities as examples of these projects”). See also
127 Cong. Rec. 7572 (Apr 28, 1981) (remarks of Sen. John Chafee, the CBRA’s sponsor) (specifically
naming “dredge and fill activities” as an exception to the CBRA’s prohibition on federal assistance).

In granting the Sections 10/404 permit, USACE consulted with USFWS, as required by a Memorandum of
Agreement between the Department of Interior and the Department of the Army to address
consultation between USACE and USFWS under NEPA, the Endangered Species Act, Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act, Clean Water Act, and other relevant statutes. USFWS’s concurrence in its November
7, 2013 letter is contingent upon the implementation of the permit conditions proposed by USACE as
part of the consultation correspondence and amended by USFWS. These permit conditions are also
summarized above in section Conditions for Approval.

AIRPORT RUNWAY CLEAR ZONES AND CLEAR ZONES DISCLOSURES
1. Does the project involve the sale or acquisition of existing property within a Civil Airport's Runway
Clear Zone, Approach Protection Zone or a Military Installation's Clear Zone?

 No; Cite Source Documentation: Please see Figure 4.

Project complies with 24 CFR 51.303(a)(3).
Yes; Disclosure statement must be provided to buyer and a copy of the signed disclosure statement

must be maintained in this Environmental Review Record.
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COMPLIANCE with STATUTES and REGULATIONS listed at 24 CFR 58.5

DIRECTIONS - Once the review process for each compliance factor has been completed, the Statutory
Checklist must then be filled out. Specifically, the RE must indicate whether the activity does or does not
affect the resources under consideration. Consult the guidance provided in the table below or the web
sites. Indicate Status “A” on the worksheet if the project does not require formal consultation with an
outside agency and does not affect the resource in question. Document the determination made and
the sources of information were used—information sources are provided in the guidance. If the activity
triggers formal compliance consultation with the oversight agency or affects the resource, indicate
Status as “B”. Any compliance documentation should also be attached to the Checklist and included in
the ERR.

Compliance Factors:

Statutes, Executive Orders, and
Regulations listed at 24 CFR

§58.5

Status
A/B

Compliance Documentation

Historic Preservation
[36 CFR Part 800]

B

Robert Moses State Park includes a number of resources
eligible for listing on the State and National Registers of
Historic Places. As documented in Appendix D, USACE has
consulted with SHPO as required under Section 106. In a letter
dated November 12, 2013, SHPO has concurred that the
project will have no adverse effect on eligible resources.

Floodplain Management
[Executive Order 11988; 24 CFR

Part 55]
B

As noted previously, the project site is located within the 100-
year floodplain. Because the purpose of the proposed project
is to stabilize and restore the beach of Robert Moses State
Park to its pre-Sandy condition, there is no practicable
alternative to conducting this activity in a 100-year floodplain.
However, because the proposed project is limited to restoring
a natural area damaged during a storm, and would not
introduce any permanent structures within the floodplain or
add any new populations that would be put at risk to flooding
hazards, the proposed project is not inconsistent with
Executive Order 11988. Documentation of the 8-step decision-
making process required by 24 CFR 55.20 to determine
whether alternatives to construction within the floodplain
would meet the purpose and need of the proposed project is
included in Appendix F.

As required by the applicable regulations, the Responsible
Entity (HCR) issued an Early Notice and Public Review of a
Proposed Activity in a 100-year Floodplain to all interested
agencies, groups, and individuals. The notice, which was issued
on December 18, 2013, invited all interested parties to
comment on the proposed project and to request further
information. The public comment period remained open until
January 2, 2013. Appendix F provides a summary of public
comments received and the project sponsors’ responses to
these comments.
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Wetland Protection
[Executive Order 11990; 3 CFR,

§§ 2, 5]
B

As shown in Figures 5 and 6, tidal wetlands cover the project
site as it comprises a beachfront area. As noted above,
because the purpose of the proposed project is to stabilize and
restore the beach of Robert Moses State Park to its pre-Sandy
condition, there is no practicable alternative to conducting this
activity outside of a wetland.

The proposed project has received a permit from NYSDEC
under Article 25 of New York’s Environmental Conservation
Law (Tidal Wetlands Act). The permit (included in Appendix A)
includes a number of conditions to avoid and/or minimize
impacts to tidal wetlands. These permit conditions are also
summarized in section Conditions for Approval.

An analysis of the proposed project’s impacts to wetlands
pursuant to the 8-step analysis of 24 CFR Part 55 is also
provided in Appendix F.

Coastal Zone Management Act
[16 U.S.C. 1451, §§ 307(c), (d)]

B

The proposed project is located within New York State’s
Coastal Zone. In a letter dated July 25, 2013 (see Appendix E),
NYSDOS, which enforces New York State’s Coastal
Management Program, determined that the proposed project
would be consistent with the program’s criteria.

Sole Source Aquifers
[40 CFR Part 149]

A

Suffolk County is part of the Nassau-Suffolk Aquifer System
(designated in 43 CFR 26611). The proposed project would
have no potential to adversely affect any designated aquifer
sources. The proposed project is subject to a Memorandum of
Understanding between HUD and the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA), which establishes a
formal agreement under which projects applying for HUD
funding are reviewed for potential impacts to designated sole
source aquifers (SSAs). Appendix G includes a copy of the
aforementioned MOA and a list of criteria questions that
screen the proposed project to confirm that no further review
by USEPA is required.

Endangered Species Act
[50 CFR Part 402]

B

As noted above, there are two federally-listed species present
on or near the project site: the piping plover, a threatened
shorebird that breeds on beaches along the Atlantic Ocean
near the project site; and the seabeach amaranth, an annual
coastal plant. As part of its consultation process with other
Federal agencies in granting a dredging permit modification to
OPRHP to allow for the proposed project, USACE has consulted
with USFWS under Section 7 of the ESA. In a letter dated
November 7, 2013 (see Appendix C), USFWS concurred with
USACE conclusions that the proposed project may affect but is
not likely to adversely affect the federally-listed piping plover
and seabeach amaranth. USFWS concurrence in its November
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7th letter is contingent upon the implementation of the permit
conditions proposed by USACE as part of the consultation
correspondence and amended by USFWS. These permit
conditions are also summarized above in section Conditions for
Approval. In a September 3, 2013 letter, NMFS concluded that
the proposed project is not likely to adversely affect any listed
species under NMFS jurisdiction, including whales, sea turtles,
and Atlantic Sturgeon, and that no further consultation under
section 7 of the ESA is required.

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
[16 U.S.C. 1271, §§ 7(b), (c)]

A
There are no nationally designated Wild and Scenic Rivers on
or near the project site.

Clean Air Act
[40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93]

A

Suffolk County is a non-attainment area for ozone and
particulate matter. However, the proposed project would not
generate any new stationary or mobile sources of air
pollutants and therefore has no potential to affect air quality
or affect the New York State Implementation Plan (SIP).
Equipment used in the construction activities will be permitted
by relevant agencies and will utilize appropriate measures to
minimize pollutant emissions.

Farmland Protection Policy Act
[7 CFR Part 658]

A
There is no designated farmland located on or near the project
site and therefore the proposed project has no potential to
convert farmland to non-agricultural uses.

Environmental Justice
[Executive Order 12898]

A

The Council on Environmental Quality’s guidance

(Environmental Justice Guidance under the National
Environmental Policy Act, December 1997) requires minority
communities to be identified where the minority population
exceeds 50 percent, or where the minority population
percentage is meaningfully greater than the minority
population in the comparison areas. CEQ guidance does not
specify a threshold to be used for identifying clusters of low-
income populations. NYSDEC's policy for environmental justice
defines "a low-income community" as a census block group or
contiguous area where the low-income population or the
percentage of individuals living below the poverty threshold as
defined by the U.S. Census Bureau is equal to or greater than
23.59 percent of the total population.

The proposed project site comprises two Census block groups:
Census Tract 1244.02, Block Group 3 (which covers the eastern
portion of Jones Beach Island and a small portion of Fire
Island) and Census Tract 1470.04, Block Group 1 (which covers
most of Fire Island). In the 2010 census, the two block groups
had a reported population of 426 and 327, respectively.
Census Tract 1244.02, Block Group 3 had a reported 9 percent
minority population and less than 2 percent of households
living below federal poverty thresholds; Census Tract 1470.04,



Robert Moses State Park State Boat Channel Dredging and Beach Stabilization Project

7340551.1 24

Block Group 1 had a 7 percent minority population and 8
percent of the population living below the poverty thresholds.
As a comparison, Suffolk County overall has a minority
population of approximately 14 percent and 6 percent of
persons living below the poverty level. Therefore, there are no
environmental justice communities present within ½ mile of
the project site that may be affected by the proposed project.
Furthermore, since the proposed project is limited to the
restoration of natural resources and would not result in any
significant adverse impacts, no further environmental justice
analysis is required.

Noise Abatement and Control
[24 CFR Part 51, Subpart B]

A

The proposed project would not result in a new permanent
facility that would generate noise on the project site or
introduce any new noise sensitive uses. The nearest residential
receptors are across Fire Island Inlet from the project site, over
4,000 feet away. Noises and increased human activity that
would be generated during the construction of the proposed
project would likely cause disturbances to and displace some
wildlife, but these effects would be temporary and localized to
the specific segments of the project site undergoing
construction activities.

Explosive and Flammable
Operations

[24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C]
A

This criterion is applicable to HUD-assisted projects that
involve new residential construction, conversion of non-
residential buildings to residential use, rehabilitation of
residential properties that increase the number of units, or
restoration of abandoned properties to habitable condition. As
the proposed project is limited to the restoration of a natural
area, the criterion does not apply.

Toxic Chemicals and
Radioactive Materials

[24CFR Part 58, § 5(i)(2)]
A

This criterion requires that properties proposed for use in HUD
programs be free of hazardous materials, contamination, toxic
chemicals and gases and radioactive substances. Since the
proposed project does not involve any properties and is
limited to the restoration of a natural area, this criterion does
not apply. The material to be dredged in Captree State Boat
Channel has been tested and deemed appropriate for
placement as beach stabilization material.

Airport Clear Zones and
Accident Potential Zones

[24 CFR Part 51, Subpart D]
A

The proposed project is not located within 3000 feet of a civil
airport or within 15,000 feet of a military airfield; therefore,
this criterion does not apply.
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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 one of 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

Name: Dina Rybak, AICP (AKRF, Inc.)

Signature:

Date: January 29, 2014
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Appendix C 
NMFS and USFWS Correspondence 



Stephan A. Ryba, Chief 
Eastern Section 
New York District, Corps ofEngineers 
Jacob K. Javits Federal Building 
New York, New York 10278-0090 

Re: Permit Modification NAN-2010-00491-M2 

Dear Mr. Ryba, 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE 
NORTHEAST REGION 
55 Great Republic Drive 
Gloucester, MA 01930-2276 

SEP - 3 2013 

We have completed an informal consultation under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 
(ESA) on the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE) authorization to modify a permit by increasing 
the dredge amount in the East Captree State Channel. We concur with your determination that 
the proposed action is not likely to adversely affect any NMFS listed species. The justification 
for our determination is provided below. 

Proposed Project 
On February 15, 2011, we concurred with your determination that the granting of the ACOE 
Permit Number NAN-2010-00491 is not likely to adversely affect any listed species under 
NMFS jurisdiction. You are proposing to authorize the New York State Office of Parks, 
Recreation and Historic Preservation to increase the dredge amount by 320,000 cubic yards (CY) 
from the East Captree State Channel, Great Oyster Bay at the Town of Islip, Suffolk County, 
New York. You are also proposing to dredge approximately 400,000 CY of material from the 
Captree State Channel west of the Robert Moses Bridge. All dredging will be conducted via a 
hydraulic cutterhead dredge. The surplus dredge material will be pumped directly on the ocean 
beaches in Robert Moses State Park or placed in a state-approved upland designated surplus 
material area. The increase in dredging will increase the dredge material beach placement area 
to include the beaches seaward of the parking field 3. No work will take place between January 
15 and September 30 of each calendar year. 

NMFS Listed Species in the Action Area 
The action area is defined as "all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal action 
and not merely the immediate area involved in the action" (50 CFR §402.02). For this project, 
the action area includes the project footprint as well as the underwater area where effects of 
dredging and beach nourishment (i.e., increase in suspended sediment) will be experienced. 
Based on analysis of hydraulic dredging activities (ACOE 1983), increased sediment levels are 
likely to be present for no more than approximately 1,150 meters downstream ofthe dredge. 



The exact size of the plume is influenced by the particular dredge used, the dredge operator, 
sediment type, strength of current and tidal stage and is likely to vary throughout the project. 
Regardless of these variables, the maximum distance of increased suspended sediment is likely 
to be 1,150 meters from the dredge. As such, the action area is considered to be that area within 
East Captree State Channel located within a 1,150 meter radius from the area to be dredged. 
Additionally, the action includes the beaches where beach nourishment will occur. This area is 
expected to encompass all ofthe effects of the proposed project. 

Whales 
Several listed species of whales occur seasonally in the waters offNew York. Federally 
endangered North Atlantic right whales (Eubalaena glacialis) are found offthe coast of New 
York from September 1 -March 31. Federally endangered humpback whales (Megaptera 
novaeangliae) are found offthe coast ofNew York from February-April and from September
November. Fin (Balaenoptera physalus) and Sperm (Physeter macrocephalus) whales are also 
seasonally present in the waters off of New York, but are typically found in deeper offshore 
waters. Although listed species of whales can be found in the offshore waters ofNew York, due 
to the depths and near shore location of the project site, listed whales are extremely unlikely to 
occur in the action area and will not be considered further in this consultation. 

Sea turtles 
Four species of federally threatened or endangered sea turtles occur seasonally in New York 
waters. The sea turtles in these waters are typically small juveniles with the most abundant being 
the federally threatened Northwest Atlantic distinct population segment (DPS) of loggerhead 
(Caretta caretta) followed by the federally endangered Kemp's ridley (Lepidochelys kempi). 
New York waters have also been found to be warm enough to support federally endangered 
green sea turtles (Chelonia mydas) from June through October. While federally endangered 
leatherback sea turtles (Dermochelys coriacea) may be found in the waters offNew York during 
the warmer months, this species is less likely to occur in the action area for this project as it is 
typically found in more offshore waters. 

Studies in New York waters have indicated that sea turtles mainly occur in areas where the water 
depth was between 16 and 49 feet and waters were slow-moving or still (i.e., less than 2 knots) 
(Morreale and Standora 1990). The habitat characteristics of project area (i.e., depths of less 
than 12 feet) where dredging will occur, are inconsistent with the preferred sea turtle foraging 
depths in New York waters; however, transient green, loggerhead, and Kemp's ridley sea turtles 
may pass near the action area from June to October each year. 
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Atlantic Sturgeon 
Atlantic sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus) occur in estuarine and marine waters along the U.S. 
Atlantic coast and may be present in East Captree State Channel. The New York Bight, 
Chesapeake Bay, South Atlantic and Carolina DPSs of Atlantic sturgeon are endangered; the 
Gulf of Maine DPS is threatened. The range of Atlantic sturgeon from all five DPSs extends 
from Labrador Inlet, Labrador, Canada to Cape Canaveral, FL. After emigration from the natal 
estuary, subadult and adult Atlantic sturgeon forage within the marine environment, typically in 
waters less than 50 meters in depth, using coastal bays, sounds, and ocean waters (Vladykov and 
Greeley, 1963; Murawski and Pacheco, 1977; Dovel and Berggren, 1983; Smith, 1985; Collins 
and Smith, 1997; Welsh et al., 2002; Savoy and Pacileo, 2003; Stein et al., 2004; Laney et al., 
2007; Dunton et al., 2010; Erickson et al., 2011; Wirgin and King, 2011; D. Fox, pers. comm.; 
T. Savoy, pers. comm.). Therefore, adult and subadult Atlantic sturgeon from any of five DPSs 
could occur in the action area; however, as Atlantic sturgeon spawn in freshwater portions of 
large rivers and early life stages are not tolerant of salinity, no eggs, larvae or juvenile Atlantic 
sturgeon are likely to occur in East Captree State Channel. 

Effects of the Action 
On February 15, 2011, we concurred with your determination that dredging and the placement of 
dredged materials for beach nourishment within Captree Channel and along Robert Moses State 
Park, was not likely to adversely affect ESA-listed sea turtles. We believe that the proposed 
modifications (i.e., increasing the dredge amount in the East Captree State Channel) will not 
modify the action in a way that will increase the risk to ESA-listed sea turtles beyond what was 
considered in our February 15, 2011, determination, as sea turtles are not likely to be present in 
this area during the time of proposed dredging. Therefore, the effects of this action on ESA
listed sea turtles will be insignificant or discountable. 

On February 6, 2012, we published two final rules listing the five DPSs of Atlantic sturgeon. 
Our February 15, 2011, determination did not consider the effects of the action on Atlantic 
sturgeon. Therefore, this section will focus on the effects of the action to Atlantic sturgeon. 

Entrainment/Impingement 
Adult, sub-adult, and juvenile Atlantic sturgeon are not known to be vulnerable to entrainment or 
impingement in cutterhead dredges. Cutterhead dredge heads are placed within the sediments at 
the dredge site, and sturgeon should be able to avoid interaction with the dredge because of the 
low intake velocity of the machinery. Clarke (2011) reports that suction is lowered as the 
diameter of the pipeline decreases, and that animals would need to be very close to the intake 
pipe to feel any suction at all. Studies by the Norfolk District of the ACOE demonstrated, 
through telemetry in the James River, that Atlantic sturgeon were unaffected by the noise 
associated with dredges, or the presence of cutterhead dredges themselves (Cameron 2009), nor 
did they exhibit an alarm response or significant changes in their behavior. When the cutterhead 
dredge was in full-operation it did not impede their passage in-river, and individuals were not 
entrained during dredging activities. As such, all effects to Atlantic sturgeon will be 
insignificant. 
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Water quality effects 
Dredging and placement of dredged material as beach nourishment may cause a temporary 
increase in suspended sediment in the nearshore area. If any sediment plume does occur, it is 
expected to be small and suspended sediment is expected to settle out of the water column within 
a few hours. Turbidity levels associated with hydraulic dredging activities produce sediment 
plumes typically ranging from 11.5 to 282.0 mg/L (ACOE 2007, Anchor Environmental2003). 

Studies of the effects of turbid waters on fish suggest that concentrations of suspended solids can 
reach thousands of milligrams per liter before an acute toxic reaction is expected (Burton 1993 ). 
The studies reviewed by Burton demonstrated lethal effects to fish at concentrations of 580.0 
mg/L to 700,000.0 mg/L depending on species. Studies with striped bass adults showed that pre
spawners did not avoid concentrations of 954.0 to 1,920.0 mg/L to reach spawning sites 
(Summerfelt and Moiser 1976 and Combs 1979 in Burton 1993). While there have been no 
directed studies on the effects of total suspended solids (TSS) on Atlantic sturgeon, Atlantic 
sturgeon sub-adults and adults are often documented in turbid water and Dadswell (1984) reports 
that sturgeon are more active under lowered light conditions, such as those in turbid waters. As 
such, Atlantic sturgeon are assumed to be as least as tolerant to suspended sediment as other 
estuarine fish such as striped bass. The TSS levels expected for dredging (11.5 to 282.0 mg/L) 
are below those shown to have an adverse effect on fish (580.0 mg/L for the most sensitive 
species, with 1,000.0 mg/L more typical; see summary of scientific literature in Burton 1993) 
and benthic communities (390.0 mg/L (EPA 1986)). Based on this information, the effect on 
Atlantic sturgeon of suspended sediment resulting from dredging activities will be insignificant. 

Effects on migration and foraging 
Dredging can affect sturgeon by reducing prey species through the alteration of the existing 
biotic assemblages. Some disturbance or removal of benthic invertebrates, which may serve as 
Atlantic sturgeon prey, may occur in the areas to be dredged. Although a reduction in the 
amount of potential sturgeon prey may occur, the area affected by the dredging is small and East 
Captree State Channel has not been found to support suitable habitat and biota for sturgeon 
foraging. Accordingly we have determined that any effects. of dredging to foraging Atlantic 
sturgeon will be insignificant. 

The proposed dredging operations are not likely to alter the habitat in any way that prevents 
sturgeon from using any portion ofthe action area as a migratory pathway. As such, the effects 
of proposed action on Atlantic sturgeon migration are expected to be insignificant and 
discountable. 
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Conclusions 
Based on the analysis that any effects to listed species will be insignificant or discountable, we 
are able to concur with the determination that the proposed project is not likely to adversely 
affect any listed species under NMFS jurisdiction. Therefore, no further consultation pursuant to 
section 7 of the ESA is required. Reinitiation of consultation is required and shall be requested 
by the Federal agency or by us, where discretionary Federal involvement or control over the 
action has been retained or is authorized by law and: (a) If new information reveals effects of the 
action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner or to an extent not previously 
considered in the consultation; (b) If the identified action is subsequently modified in a manner 
that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat that was not considered in the 
consultation; or (c) If a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be affected by 
the identified action. No take is anticipated or exempted. If there is any incidental take of a 
listed species, reinitiation would be required. Should you have any questions about this 
correspondence please contact Daniel Marrone at (978) 282-8465 or by e-mail 
(Daniel.Marrone@noaa.gov). 

ec: Marrone, F/NER3 

Sincerely, 

VJohn . ullard 
Regional Administrator 

File Code: Sec 7 ACOE Increase dredge amount in East Captree State Channel 
PCTS: NER-2013-10030 
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Appendix D
SHPO Correspondence



Andrew M. Cuomo
Governor

Rose Harvey
Commissioner

Division for Historic Preservation
Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189
518-237-8643
www.nysparks.com November 12, 2013

Scott G. Fish
OPRHP Long Island Region
P.O. Box 247
Babylon, New York 11702
(via e-mail only)

Re: CDBG-DR, OPRHP
State Boat Channel Dredging and Beach
Renourishment/Robert Moses Beach/Sandy
Reconstruction
BABYLON, Suffolk County
13PR05308

Dear Mr. Fish:

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, it is the SHPO’s opinion that your project will have No Adverse
Effect upon cultural resources in or eligible for inclusion in the National Registers of Historic
Places.

If I can be of any further assistance do not hesitate to contact me at (518) 237-8643, ext.
3263.

Sincerely,

John A. Bonafide
Director,
Technical Preservation Services Bureau



cc: Julian Adams
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Federal Consistency Assessment Form
State and Local Coastal Policies Evaluation

The following is an analysis of proposed dredging activities by NYSOPRHP for the Captree Boat
Channel with respect to the New York State Coastal Policies:

Policy 2: Facilitate the siting of water-dependent uses and facilities on or adjacent to coastal
waters.

The subject channel is part of the State Boat Channel and provides access to and from Captree Boat
Basin. The proposed action is for the State to dredge the channel to maintain its twelve foot depth
below mean water. The proposed action will allow for safe passage of vessels to and from the Captree
Boat Basin, which serves as the home port for the party boat fishing fleet, as well as other tour and
charter boats. A public boat launching ramp is also present at Captree. The state boat channel in
vicinity of Captree Boat Basin also serves as an important channel for recreational boaters and
fishermen. The proposed placement of dredge sand is at Robert Moses State Park, a major ocean beach
recreational facility for the region.

Policy 7: Significant coastal fish and wildlife habitats will be protected, preserved, and where
practical, restored so as to maintain their viability as habitats.
The proposed dredging is located in the federally designated Significant Coastal Fish & Wildlife Habitat
(SCFWH) known as “Great South Bay-West” and the proposed material placement area is located in the
SCFWH “Democrat Point”.

In order to insure that the proposed work will have little to no impact on the significant coastal fish and
wildlife habitat, dredging will be performed during the late fall and winter months (September 15 –
December 15), within accepted “windows” as prescribed by NYSDEC. Dredging during this time of
the year will help to minimize potential impacts on aquatic organisms, and allow for material placement
when wildlife populations, including nesting shorebirds, are least sensitive to disturbance.

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

There are no buildings or structures to be constructed as part of this work.

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

The proposed project includes material placement along the ocean beach in Robert Moses State Park.
Restoration of the overall width of the ocean beaches in this area will help mitigate the existing erosion
problems, and help to maintain this valuable ocean beach recreational resource.

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

The proposed dredging at this location will remove sandy sediment which has created serious shoaling
in portions of the channel. This shoaling has narrowed the channel, and has made it difficult for vessels



to safely navigate this area. The dredging of the channel will restore it to its prior navigable condition.
The channel improvement will not interfere with natural coastal processes which supply beach materials
to adjacent lands and will not cause an increase in erosion. The dredged sands will be used to restore
beaches which have experienced erosion during storm events over the past several years.

Policy 17: Non-structural measures to minimize damage to natural resources and property from
flooding and erosion shall be used whenever possible.

The proposed work will not include construction of man-made structures for flooding or erosion
control features. The restoration of beaches through placement of dredged sands will involve a non-
structural measure to minimize damage to natural resources and property from flooding and erosion.

Policy 19: Protect, maintain, and increase the level and types of access to public water-related
recreation resources and facilities.

The proposed action is for the State to dredge the channel so as to allow continued vessel access to and
from the Captree Boat Basin which supports a large array of water-related activities, both commercial
and private including the Captree Party Boat Fishing Fleet. This channel is also part of the State Boat
Channel, which is the major west to east navigational channel for recreational vessels in this part of
Great South Bay.

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

The proposed action is for the State to dredge channel which will increase public access to the water for
recreational purposes. The Captree Boat Channel allows access to and from the Captree Boat Basin
located within Captree State Park. The use of the dredged sands for beach restoration at Robert Moses
State Park will help protect a major regional recreational resource.

Policy 21: Water-dependent and water-enhanced recreation will be encouraged and facilitated,
and will be given propriety over non-water-related use along the coast.

The proposed action is for the State to dredge channel which will increase public access to the water for
both water-dependent and water-enhanced recreational purposes. The Captree Boat Channel allows
access to and from the Captree Boat Basin located within Captree State Park.

Policy 22: Development, when located adjacent to the shore will provide for water-related
recreation, whenever such use is compatible with reasonably anticipated demand for such
activities, and is compatible with the primary purpose of the development.

The proposed action is for the State to dredge channel which will maintain public access to the water for
recreational purposes. The Captree Boat Channel allows access to and from the Captree Boat Basin
located within Captree State Park.

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

The proposed project will not include any ice management that would interfere with hydroelectric



power, damage significant fish and wildlife and their habitats, or increase shoreline erosion or flooding.

Policy 30: Municipal, industrial, and commercial discharge of pollutants, including but not
limited to, toxic and hazardous substances, into coastal waters will conform to state and
national water quality standards.

Presently, no municipal, industrial, or commercial pollutants are discharged onsite or into the water.
The proposed project will not create a facility which could cause discharge of any municipal, industrial,
or commercial pollutants to the site or adjacent water.

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

The primary placement of the proposed dredging material will be placed along the ocean beaches of
Robert Moses State Park. The placement of the material will be in conformance with all existing State
permit requirements protecting significant fish and wildlife habitats, scenic resources, natural protective
features, and wetlands.

Policy 38: The quality and quantity of surface water and groundwater supplies will be conserved
and protected, particularly where such waters constitute the primary or sole source of water
supply.

In order to minimize impact to the surface water, all propose dredging will be performed between late
fall and early winter also, minimizing potential impacts on aquatic organisms, and allow for dredge
material placement when wildlife populations are least sensitive. Flow from the placement process will
be contained above the apparent high tide line and mitigated in such a manner as to minimize impact to
the surrounding surface waters.

Policy 40: Effluent discharged from major steam electric generating and industrial facilities into
coastal waters will not be unduly injurious to fish and wildlife and shall conform to state water
quality standards.

There are no electric generating and industrial facilities presently at the project site or proposed to be
constructed at the site.

Policy 44: Preserve and protect tidal and freshwater wetlands and preserve the benefits derived
from these areas.

In order to minimize impact to any tidal wetlands located within proximity to the dredge boundary,
dredging will be performed in such a manner, as to prevent any undermining of the wetland edge that
may result in wetland loss.























 
 

Appendix F 
FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps and Floodplain Management Documentation 

















































Appendix G
Sole Source Aquifer Review Screening
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