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Proposed Activity Cont’d

4.

If a federal or state permit or license was issued or is required for the proposed activity, identify the permit type(s), the
authorizing agency and provide the application or permit number(s), if known: New Ycerk State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) 401 Water Quality Certification, NYSDEC Tidal Wetlands Permit,
NYSDEC State Pollution Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) permit for a new outfall, SPDES General Permit
GP-02-01 for activities during construction

Is federal or state funding being used to finance the project? If so, please identify the funding source(s). No

Will the proposed project result in any large physical change to a site within the coastal area that will Y N
require the preparation of an environmental impact statement? es o

If yes, identify Lead Agency: v

Identify City discretionary actions, such as zoning amendment or adoption of an urban renewal plan, required for the
proposed project.

The proposed capital project would be a discretionary action undertaken by the New York City Department of
Design and Construction; an easement would also be required from the New York City Department of Parks and
Recreation in order to construct the new outfall and a portion of the proposed storm sewer system.

C.

COASTAL ASSESSMENT

The following questions represent, in a broad sense, the policy of the WRP. The number in the parentheses after each question
indicated the policy or policies that are the focus of the question. A detailed explanation of the Waterfront Revitalization Program
and its policies are contained in the publication the New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program.

Check either "Yes" or "No" for each of the following questions. Once the checklist is completed, assess how the proposed
project affects the policy or standards indicated in "( )" after each question with a Yes response. Explain how the action is
consistent with the goals of the policy or standard.

Location Questions: Yes No

1.
2.
3.

Is the project site on the waterfront or at the water's edge? v

Does the proposed project require a waterfront site? v

Would the action result in a physical alteration to a waterfront site, including land along the shoreline,

land underwater, or coastal waters? v

Policy Questions: Yes No

The following questions represent, in a broad sense, the policies of the WRP. Numbers in pargntheses
after each questions indicate the policy or policies addressed by the question. The new Waterfront
Revitalization Program offers detailed explanations of the policies, including criteria for consistency
determinations. ’

Check either “Yes” or “No” for each of the following questions. For all “yes” responses, provide an
attachment assessing the effects of the proposed activity on the relevant policies or standards. Explain how

the action would be consistent with the goals of those policies and standards.

4.

Will the proposed project result in revitalization or redevelopment of a deteriorated or under- used

waterfront site? (1)
Is the project site appropriate for residential or commercial redevelopment? (1.1)

Will the action result in a change in scale or character of a neighborhood? (1.2)

SN ISNES

WIill the proposed activity require provision of new public services or infrastructure in undeveloped or
sparsely populated sections of the coastal area? (1.3)
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Policy Questions cont’d: Yes No
8. Is the action located in one of the designated Significant Maritime and Industrial Areas (SMIA):

South Bronx, Newtown Creek, Brooklyn Navy Yard, Red Hook, Sunset Park, or Staten Island? (2) v
9. Are there any waterfront structures, such as piers, docks, bulkheads or wharves, located on the

project sites? (2) v
10.  Would the action involve the siting or construction of a facility essential to the generation or

transmission of energy, or a natural gas facility, or would it develop new energy resources? (2.1) v
11.  Does the action involve the siting of a working waterfront use outside of a SMIA? (2.2) v
12. Does the proposed project involve infrastructure improvement, such as construction or repair of

piers, docks, or bulkheads? (2.3, 3.2) v
13.  Would the action involve mining, dredging, or dredge disposal, or placement of dredged or fill

materials in coastal waters? (2.3, 3.1, 4,5.3,6.3) v
14.  Would the action be located in a commercial or recreational boating center, such as City !sland,

Sheepshead Bay or Great Kills or an area devoted to water-dependent transportation? (3) v
15.  Would the proposed project have an adverse effect upon the land or water uses within a

commercial or recreation boating center or water-dependent transportation center? (3.1) v
16. Would the proposed project create any conflicts between commercial and recreational boating? P

(3.2)
17.  Does the proposed project involve any boating activity that would have an impact on the aquatic

environment or surrounding land and water uses? (3.3) v
18. s the action located in one of the designated Special Natural Waterfront Areas (SNWA): Long

Island Sound-East River, Jamaica Bay, or Northwest Staten Island? (4 and 9.2) v
19.  Is the project site in or adjacent to a Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitats? (4.1) v
20. Is the site located within or adjacent to a Recognized Ecological Complex: South Shore of Staten

Island or Riverdale Natural Area District? (4.1and 9.2) v
21.  Would the action involve any activity in or near a tidal or freshwater wetland? (4.2) v
22. Does the project site contain a rare ecological community or would the proposed project affect a

vulnerable plant, fish, or wildlife species? (4.3) v
23.  Would the action have any effects on commercial or recreational use of fish resources? (4.4) v
24,  Would the proposed project in any way affect the water quality classification of nearby waters or be

unable to be consistent with that classification? (5) v
25.  Would the action result in any direct or indirect discharges, including toxins, hazardous substances,

or other poliutants, effluent, or waste, into any waterbody? (5.1)
26.  Would the action result in the draining of stormwater runoff or sewer overflows into coastal waters? v

6.1
27.  Will any activity associated with the project generate nonpoint source pollution? (5.2) v
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Policy Questions cont’d: Yes No
28,  Would the action cause violations of the National or State air quality standards? (5.2) v
29.  Would the action result in significant amounts of acid rain precursors (nitrates and sulfates)?

(5.2C) v
30. Wil the project involve the excavation or placing of fill in or near navigable waters, marshes,

estuaries, tidal marshes or other wetlands? (5.3) v
31.  Would the proposed action have any effects on surface or ground water supplies? (5.4) v
32.  Would the action result in any activities within a Federally designated flood hazard area or

State designated erosion hazards area? (6) v
33.  Would the action result in any construction activities that would lead to erosion? (6) v
34, Would the action involve construction or reconstruction of flood or erosion control structure?

6.1) v
35.  Would the action involve any new or increased activity on or near any beach, dune, barrier

island, or bluff? (6.1) v
36. Does the proposed project involve use of public funds for flood prevention or erosion control? P

6.2)
37. Would the proposed project affect a non-renewable source of sand? (6.3) v
38.  Would the action result in shipping, handling, or storing of solid wastes; hazardous materials, or

other pollutants? (7) v
39. Would the action affect any sites that have been used as landfills? (7.1) v
40. Would the action result in development of a site that may contain contamination or has a

history of underground fuel tanks, oil spills, or other form or petroleum product use or storage? v

(7.2)
41, Will the proposed activity result in any fransport, storage, treatment, or disposal of solic! wastes

or hazardous materials, or the siting of a solid or hazardous waste facility? (7.3) v
42, Would the action result in a reduction of existing or required access to or along coastal waters,

public access areas, or public parks or open spaces? (8) v
43, Wil the proposed project affect or be located in, on, or adjacent to any federal, state, or city

park or other land in public ownership protected for open space preservation? (8) v
44. Would the action result in the provision of open space without the provision for its

maintenance? (8.1) v
45.  Would the action result in any development along the shoreline but NOT include new water

enhanced or water dependent recreational space? (8.2) v
46.  Will the proposed project impede visual access to coastal lands, waters and open space? (8.3) v
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Policy Questions cont’d: Yes No
47. Does the proposed project involve publically owned or acquired land that could accommodate
waterfront open space or recreation? (8.4) v
48. Does the project site involve lands or waters held in public trust by the state or city? (8.5) v
49.  Wouid the action affect natural or built resources that contribute to the scenic quality of a
coastal area? (9)
v
50. Does the site currently include elements that degrade the area’s scenic quality or block views
to the water? (9.1) The area where the proposed outfall will be located is blocked by a fence
and other natural resources. v
51.  Would the proposed action have a significant adverse impact on historic, archeological, or
cultural resources? (10) %
52.  Will the proposed activity affect or be located in, on, or adjacent to an historic resource listed
on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or designated as a landmark by the City of
New York? (10)
v

D. CERTIFICATION

The applicant must certify that the proposed activity is consistent with New York City's Waterfront Revitalization
Program, pursuant to the New York State Coastal Management Program. If this certification cannot be made, the
proposed activity shall not be undertaken. If the certification can be made, complete this section.

“The proposed activity complies with New York State’s Coastal Management Program as expressed in New York

City’s approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program, pursuant to New York State's Coastal Management Program,
and will be conducted in a manner consistent with such program.”

Applicant/Agent Name: Jim Garin, NYCDEP
Address: 59-17 Junction Bivd. Flushing, NY 11373
Telephone 718-595-5501

QA ) :
Applicant/Agent Signature: qj\/\fl JJM/ T’E . Date: S / l 4ﬁ/ Q’_’)}l
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APPENDIX B
WETLAND RESTORATION PROGRAM
BEACH 42"° STREET OUTFALL PROJECT

All areas disturbed during the construction of the Beach 42" Street sewer and outfall would be
restored with in-kind restoration of habitat(s) disturbed during construction. All disturbed areas
will be restored to pre-construction grades. Low marsh habitat will be replanted with salt-marsh
cord grass (Spartina alterniflora). High marsh habitat will be replanted with species such as salt-
meadow cord grass (S. patens), sea lavender (Limonium carolinianum), and spikegrass
(Distichlis spicata). Transition areas between tidal wetland and upland will be replanted with
species typical of a salt shrub community such as groundsel tree (Baccharis halimifolia), pasture
rose (Rosa carolina), salt meadow cord grass (S. patens), black grass (Juncus geradii), and
switch grass (Panicum virgatum). Upland habitat will be replanted with species typical of a
maritime shrubland such as eastern red cedar (Juniperus virginiana), beach plum (Prunus
maritima), and shining sumac (Rhus copallinum).

Additional restoration of impacts to wetland habitats with the Beach 42" Street storm sewer and
outfall would be provided with the Chandler Street Outfall Project, located approximately 1.3
miles to the northeast of Beach 42nd Street at the intersection of Chandler Street and Battery
Road, which will take place under a separate contract and is described in detail below. The tidal
wetland restoration/creation proposed for the Chandler Street project will satisfy the mitigation
goals of 0.02 acres for the Beach 42™ Street Outfall Project impact as well as provide 2:1
wetland restoration for the other NYCDDC outfall projects. While the construction of the
Chandler Street outfall would not happen concurrently with the Beach 42" Street outfall, it is a
necessary NYCDDC/NYCDEP project and will occur in the near future.

CHANDLER STREET OUTFALL PROJECT

As part of the Chandler Street Outfall Construction Project, the NYCDEP/NYCDDC will restore
approximately 0.44 acres of high salt marsh tidal wetland habitat and create an additional 0.21
acres of high salt marsh habitat located in the Mott Basin section of Jamaica Bay. The proposed
restoration also includes the creation of 0.16 acres of maritime shrubland habitat along the
landward perimeter of the project area. This restoration will create a total of XX acres of
restoration as compensatory restoration for approximately six NYCDEP/NYCDDC projects.

The work area is bounded by Horton Avenue to the north, Pinson Street to the east, Battery Road
to the south, and McBride Street to the west. The creation and restoration of high marsh tidal
wetland habitat in this area would be supported by tidal inputs from Mott Basin. Restoration
work at this site includes grading 0.44 acres of existing secondary high marsh that is dominated
by Phragmites australis to elevations that would support high marsh vegetation such as salt-
meadow cord grass (Spartina patens), sea lavender (Limonium carolinianum), and spikegrass
(Distichlis spicata). Existing upland areas, also dominated by Phragmites australis, would be
graded to elevations that would support 0.21 acres of high marsh vegetation. The perimeter of
the project area would be graded to support 0.16 acres of maritime shrubland habitat that would



be planted with species that are characteristic of this type of upland environment such as eastern
red cedar (Juniperus virginiana), beach plum (Prunus maritime), and shining sumac (Rhus
copallinum). See below for species lists for the proposed high salt marsh and maritime shrubland
habitats.

The Chandler Street site presents ample opportunity for a larger restoration and is also the site of
one of several NYCDEP/NYCDDC outfall projects to be built in the coming years. Because all
of these projects have or will permanently disturb NYSDEC designated tidal wetlands, the
Chandler Street restoration and creation project is designed to provide mitigation for the
cumulative impacts to tidal wetlands that will occur from these NYCDDC projects. Future
outfall construction and restoration activities at the Chandler Street site will be subject to a
separate environmental review.



SPECIES LISTS FOR BEACH 42"° STREET OUTFALL RESTORATION

Appendix Table B-1 - Species List for Low Salt Marsh Habitat

Herbaceous

Common Name

Scientific Name

Salt-marsh cord grass

Spartina alterniflora

Appendix Table B-2 - Species List for High Salt Marsh Habitat

Herbaceous

Common Name

Scientific Name

Salt-meadow cord grass

Spartina patens

Spikegrass

Distichlis spicata

Sea Lavender

Limonium carolinianum

Slender Salt Marsh Aster

Aster tenuifolius

Appendix Table B-3 - Species List for Salt Shrub Habitat

Shrubs

Common Name

Scientific Name

Groundsel-tree

Baccharis halimifolia

Pasture Rose

Rosa carolina

Herbaceous

Common Name

Scientific Name

Salt-meadow Grass

Spartina patens

Black-grass

Juncus gerardii

Switchgrass

Panicum virgatum

Appendix Table B-4 - Species List for Maritime Shrubland Habitat

Trees*

Common Name

Scientific Name

Eastern Red Cedar

Juniperus virginiana

Sassafras

Sassafras albidum

* Less than 25% coverage

Shrubs

Common Name

Scientific Name

Shining Sumac

Rhus copallinum

Beach Plum

Prunus maritime

Wild Rose

Rosa virginiana

American Holly

Ilex opaca

Herbaceous/Vines

Common Name

Scientific Name

Flat-topped Goldenrod

Euthamia graminifolia

Wild Indigo

Baptisia tinctoria

White-topped Aster

Aster paternus

Little Bluestem

Schizachyrium scoparium

Virginia Creeper

Parthenocissus quinquefolia

Based on species listed in Edinger, G. 2002.

Ecological Communities of New York State, 2" Ed. New York Natural
Heritage Program, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Albany, NY.




SPECIES LISTS FOR PROPOSED TIDAL WETLAND AND UPLAND RESTORATION:
CHANDLER STREET RESTORATION PROJECT (MOTT BASIN, JAMIACA BAY)
Appendix Table B-5 - Species List for High Salt Marsh

Herbaceous

Common Name Scientific Name
Salt-meadow cord grass Spartina patens
Spikegrass Distichlis spicata

Sea Lavender Limonium carolinianum
Slender Salt Marsh Aster Aster tenuifolius

Appendix Table B-6 - Species List for Maritime Shrubland

Trees*

Common Name Scientific Name
Eastern Red Cedar Juniperus virginiana
Sassafras Sassafras albidum

* Less than 25% coverage

Shrubs

Common Name Scientific Name
Shining Sumac Rhus copallinum
Beach Plum Prunus maritime
Wild Rose Rosa virginiana
American Holly Ilex opaca

Herbaceous/Vines

Common Name Scientific Name

Flat-topped Goldenrod Euthamia graminifolia
Wild Indigo Baptisia tinctoria
White-topped Aster Aster paternus

Little Bluestem Schizachyrium scoparium
Virginia Creeper Parthenocissus quinguefolia

Based on species listed in Edinger, G. 2002. Ecological Communities of New York State, 2" Ed. New York Natural
Heritage Program, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Albany, NY.



APPENDIX C
Chandler Street Wetland Restoration Project



3.31.09

High Salt Marsh Wetland Creation: 0.21 MHW = +0.48
High Salt Marsh Wetland Restoration: 0.44 MLW = -4.92
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