Table of Contents

K. Waterfront Revitalization
Program

100. Definitions

Proposed actions subject to CEQR that are
situated within the designated boundaries of New
York City's Coastal Zone must be assessed for their
consistency with the City's Local Waterfront
Revitalization Program (LWRP). New York City's
LWRP was adopted in 1999 as a 197-a Plan in
coordination with local, State, and Federal laws and
regulations, including the State's Coastal
Management Program and the Federal Coastal
Zone Management Act of 1972 (see Section 710,
below). The LWRP establishes the City's Coastal
Zone and includes 10 policies dealing with: (1)
residential and commercial redevelopment; (2)
water-dependent and industrial uses; (3)
commercial and recreational boating; (4) coastal
ecological systems; (5) water quality; (6) flooding
and erosion; (7) solid waste and hazdrdous
substances; (8) public access; (9) scenic resourges,
and (10) historical and cultural resources£The ten
policies are not presented in order of importance
and are numbered only for ease ofieference.

At the time that this document is going to print
the new LWRP is awaiting approval by the
Department of State, and¢the Department of
Commerce; therefofe, appliéations for permits
which require New Yok State approval, such as
Department of Environmental Conservation
permits or féderal permits from agencies stich as
the Army Coerpsiefingineers, require review,under
the 56 polieies of the old LWRP. See the Waterfront
Revitalizatioh Program Appendixdsfor alcepy of
the" 56 “palicies of the old LWRP, Waterfront
Revitalization Program Appendix2iera copy of
thed@Procedures for Waterfront Revitalization
Program Consistency: Local)State and Federal
Actions, and Waterfronpt“Revitalization Program
Appendix 3 for a copy of theoriginal questionnaire.

The LWRPR consistency review includes
consideration @hd assessment of other local, state,
and federah laws and regulations governing
disturbance and development within the Coastal
Zone., Key/laws and regulations include those
governing” wetlands, flood management, and
coastal erosion. Although the consistency review is
independent from all other environmental sections
and must stand on its own, it is supported and
conducted with consideration of all the other
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technical analyses performed as part of the action's
environmental assessment under CEQR.

The LWRP's policies address 10 basic issues:
fish and wildlife, flooding and erosion, water
resources, air quality, and scehic quality; public
access and recreation  resQurces; energy
development and solid wJaste “disposal; and
development.

110. COASTAL ZONE

As describediabove, New York City's, L\WRP
establishes Goastal Zone boundaries, withinwhich
all disgretionary “actions must be reviewed \for
consisteneyn with Coastal Zone _policiesigf The
Coastal’Zone, which is mapped igfthe City's Coastal
Zone Boundaries maps, is the4geagraphic area of
New York City's coastalgwaters “ahd adjacent
shorelands that have a difect and significant effect
on coastal waters. It generally/extends landward
from the pierhead line orproperty line (whichever
is furthest seaward)yto“include coastal resources
and generally at leastito the first mapped street.
The CoastalfZane generally includes islands, tidal
wetlands, beaches, dunes, barrier islands, cliffs,
bluffsgintertidal estuaries, flooding- and erosion-
profe areas, port facilities, vital built features (such
as histeric resources), and other coastal locations.
Termsand issues important in the determination of
the Coastal Zone, and therefore important in a
consideration of an action's effects in that Coastal
Zone, include those described below.

e Base flood or 100-year flood. The flood having a
one percent chance of being equalled or
exceeded in any given year. The base flood
elevation is the height in relation to mean sea
level—expressed in National Geodetic Vertical
Datum (NGVD)—expected to be reached by
the waters of the base flood as noted on the
Flood Insurance Rate Maps (established under
the National Flood Insurance Act).

e Erosion. The loss or displacement of land along
the coastline because of the action of waves,
currents running along the shore, tides, wind,
runoff of surface waters, groundwater seepage,
wind-driven water or waterborne ice, or other
impacts of coastal storms (as established under
the State Erosion Hazard Areas Act).

e Erosion hazard areas. Those erosion prone areas

of the shore, as defined in State Erosion Hazard
Areas Act, that: (a) are determined as likely to

10/01



be subject to erosion within a four year period,
and; (b) constitute natural protective features
(i.e., beaches, dunes, shoals, bars, spits, barrier
islands, bluffs, wetlands, and natural protective
vegetation).

e Floodplains.  The lowlands adjoining the
channel of a river, stream, or watercourse, or
ocean, lake, or other body of standing water,
which have been or may be inundated by
floodwater (as established by the National
Flood Insurance Act).

o Bulkhead line. The proposed or actual bulkhead
line most recently adopted by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers and the New York City De-
partment of City Planning.

e Pierhead line. The proposed or actual pierhead
line most recently adopted by the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers and the New York City De-
partment of City Planning.

L/

e Public access. Any area of publicly accessibl\

open space on waterfront property. P
access also includes the pedestrian wa a
provide an access route from t

public access area to a public
park, public place, or public a

e Visual corridor. An arga @vides a direct
and unobstructed viéw t terway from a
public vantage ithin a public street,
public park, or other public place.

blic
SS

e  Water-deperide . Uses that require di
d water to function or t
r transport of materi

ont-enhancing uses.
eational, cultural, ente

opping uses that, wh t
edge, add to the publi

the waterfront.

120. COMPRE@NATERFRONT PLAN

up of primarily
ent, or retail
at the water's
d enjoyment of

AND WATER ONING TEXT

The rtment of City Planning's
Comprehe 2 Waterfront Plan (1992) and reports
prepared for each of the five boroughs (1993 and
1994) identify goals and objectives for the City's
waterfront. These plans identify four principal
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O%aterfront develo

waterfront functional areas: natural,

working, and redeveloping.

public,

In 1993, to support the Comprehensive
Waterfront Plan and the Waterfront
Revitalization Program, N York City

adopted the Waterfront Zoninglext (NYC
Zoning Resolution, Article r2). The
es

text has the following stat :
To maintain and reesta ysical and visual
public access to al e waterfront;

mix of uses in water
der to attract the p
aterfront;

To promote t

n an

long the

ity's waterfront;

create a desirableyr ip between
e water's edge,
public access are djoining upland

communities;

To preser @ ¢ resources along the City’s
water d

Top atural resources in environmentally
sensitiverareas along the shore.

‘he plan and adopted zoning regulations
rovide useful background information; however,
RP policies are the basis for determining consis-
ency.

200. Determining Whether a Waterfront
Revitalization Program Assessment is
Appropriate

The LWRP applies to all discretionary actions
in the designated Coastal Zone. As described
above (Section 100), this zone is delineated in the
Coastal Zone Boundaries maps published by the
Department of City Planning, and is illustrated in
Figure 3K-1. If the proposed action is located in the
designated Coastal Zone, assessment of its
consistency with the LWRP is required. For generic
or programmatic actions, the potential locations
likely to be affected within the coastal zone
boundary should be considered.
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boundaries axtend to the uplind lmit of zoning districos,
wres districes, and nacural drainage basing,
property is excluded,
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300. Assessment Methods

Because the LWRP review considers the many
laws affecting the coastal area, consideration of an
action's consistency with the LWRP typically
requires a comprehensive assessment, which also
includes synthesis of different technical areas
described in this Manual. Therefore, close coor-
dination with the other technical areas will be
needed. The analysis of each of these technical
areas—such as natural or air resources, land use
and zoning, or historic resources—is summarized
and presented in this chapter as it relates to the
LWRP policies. Although much of the detail of
each technical chapter can be cross-referenced, it is
important that the discussion of each policy be able
to stand on its own in this chapter. In some cases,
supplemental information to that provided in the
technical analyses may be necessary to complete the
LWRP consistency evaluation.

310. STUDY AREA/ELEMENTS

is generally defined by the site of the pro
action and those areas and resources with

@
The study area for an assessment of the LWR\
h

Coastal Zone boundary that are likel ected
by the proposed action. The study ay*have
to be enlarged for certain propgsed ons to

drainage areas and potential ion on downdrift
properties may exte
area for a proposed action.

include resources that are a larger
environmental system. For e , both natural

The assessme

n action's consistency wi
future with the acti
e No Action conditi

the strround-
in uses in a small harbo , consider the

us at are expected to e the future rather
than only the existing uses.

320. ANALYSIS TE%U ES

321. Preliminal S ment

The or many actions is a preliminary
evaluati action's potential for inconsistency
with the P policies. A new Consistency

Assessment Form, provided at the end of this
chapter, was developed by the Department of City
Planning to help an applicant identify which

CEQR MANUAL

w

o@ 7a0)

Waterfront Revitalization Program policies apply to
a specific action. Questions listed under the
heading “C. Coastal Assessment” should be
answered by applicants. (The numbers in
parentheses after each question indicate the policy
or policies that are the focus of the g@iestion). These
guestions are designed to screen ON policies
that would have no bearing sistency
determination for a proposed acti

"Yes" answers to an uestions indicate
that a particular polic es of the LWRP ma
be relevant and ould warrant fur
examination. uestions that w%

ou

yes" answi ch an answer is am

Id be prepared tq asse
proposed action the noted
The policies,
ards and criteria, are co

e New Waterfront Revi

Program (see

Figures 3K-2 thr
assistance to applicants;

can also provide
ever, these maps are

simplified. Fo mation about more detailed
maps, contact partment of City Planning’s
Waterfro Space Division (see Section
730, b

322. Detailed Analysis

’he detailed analysis considers all 10 LWRP
policies with their standards and criteria, and

h ical . .
nd the typical study ssesses consistency with all those that are relevant
the action. This assessment may require
additional information about the affected site and

the action, such as the following:

Piers, Platforms, or Floating Structures
Mean High Water

Mean Low Water

Pierhead Line

Bulkhead Line

Water-Dependent and Water-Enhanced
Uses

Property Lines

Depth to Water Table

e Ownership; Documentation of Lands
Underwater

e Existing and Proposed Vegetation

e Existing and Proposed Stormwater
Drainage

e EXxisting and Proposed Public Access

e Topography

Wetlands (Freshwater and Tidal)
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e Coastal Erosion Hazard Area action against any impacts that would hinder the

e Beach or Bank Profile policies.

e Public Access

¢ Floodplains If an action is inconsistent with a policy,

e Base Flood Elevation consider whether changes to the action could be

e Wildlife made so that the action would fecome consistent.

As described below under Section 400, if an If such changes are le, consider
action would be inconsistent with a LWRP policy, it whether the inconsistency, i a degree as to
is most often appropriate to determine whether it be significant. The lead a ay determine that
would also forward other policies, so that these some inconsistencies ot significant. For
conflicting policies can be balanced with regard to example, a prop structure that w
appropriate uses for the site in question. slightly block a“view “corridor toward th

e insignificant, dependin t

The level of detail of the analysis will depend i that view corrido d er
on the nature of the action and the relevance of i .
each policy to the action. Qualitative and
guantitative effects may be pertinent. It should be inconsistencies with policies, the
noted, however, that several policies require ad agency must be a ce that the
adherence to specific minimum standards. For wing four require re satisfied to
each policy relevant to the proposed action, provide prove an action:
a brief description of how it relates to the actio
and a statement as to whether or not the aetion e No reasonabl ves exist that would
consistent with the policy. Where a policy re& permit the actio be taken in a manner that
other technical analyses performed, the is would substantially  hinder the
the LWRP can refer to the other sec of“the achie @ f the policy;
environmental assessment.

o ion would minimize all adverse effects
400. Determining Impact Significance to the policy inconsistency to the
um extent practicable;

For any given policy WRP, a proposed ,
action may advancedthat paliey, be neutral to it, or e The action would advance one or more of the
hinder the policy. 4t last category—hindranc other coastal policies; and
of a policy—that may result in an inconsistenc@
and, theref requires more scrutiny in th C e The action would result in an overriding local
assessment: public benefit.

e nis According to the LWRP, the City cannot

I agency determines
e ith the LWRP po

G 0 further proceed with an action if there is an LWRP
¢ % entis necessary. As stated 11.8 of the inconsistency and the lead agency cannot make
A e lead agency shouldlimclude an analysis of those findings. To make those findings, the action
RP consistency as part EAS. For actions can be modified as described below in Sections 500
termined to be consi LWRP policies, and 600. Even if the four findings can be made,
the analysis should sta he action would not substantial inconsistencies with any of the LWRP
substantially hi the achievement of any of the policies may result in significant adverse impacts
coastal policies% that should be disclosed.

The LWRP jpolicies represent objectives that
each other in the context of a
, and the determination of a potential
impact should address each of the
policies individually. In determining significance
of inconsistencies, the lead agency may have to
balance the policies that would be furthered by the

—t+
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Figure 3K-2
Significant Coastal Fish and Wildlife Habitat Designations
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Figure 3K-3
Wetlands
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Figure JK-4
Erosion Hazard Areas

el Coastal Erasion Hazard drea
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Figure JK-5

New York Harbor Water Quality Goals

Source: NYSDEC, Bawl Use Classiflcaticns for Mew York Harber (1991

» [l Fone
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Figure JK-é
Significant Maritime / Industrial Areas

LT Ll L R

s {' i :
attwing zoning Gisincts proposed for rezoning oF parkland are not shown,

Maritine / Industrial Area — Waterfront Manufacturing Zoning Districs

wwsers  Waterfront Manufacturing Zoning District
with Special Enviranmental Constraing
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500. Developing Mitigation

When an action would result in significant
adverse impacts related to inconsistencies with the
LWRP, but those significant impacts are proposed
to be mitigated, then the action would be consistent
with the LWRP. Appropriate mitigation measures
will vary, depending on the particular
inconsistency. The measures must either be
sufficient to address the policy inconsistency, or
enable the lead agency to make the four findings
described in Section 400. Proposed mitigation mea-
sures also must be assessed for consistency with the
LWRP to the same degree as the proposed action.
Mitigation for a significant adverse impact related
to the LWRP may require coordination with other
technical analyses.

Mitigation measures may include those
described in Section 500 of the different technical
chapters of this Manual. In some cases, those
measures may have to be modified to provi
appropriate mitigation for impacts relatedo,t
LWRP's policies. For example, mitigati
significant impacts related to flooding a
(Policy 6) is discussed in Chapter_3
Resources.

In some cases, however, t
will be specific to the asses
not have been identified i
technical area, su
materials. For ex reduction in existing
potential public access to or along coastal

al
would be i sistent with the LWRP (Po%
although it mi t constitute asignific%
i th

cant impact
RP, and will
efanalysis of another
ality or hazardous
0

S a

ident ther technical analyses

oping Alternati

ion would result in

metimes, a propose
ici he LWRP that can

nconsistency with pol

e avoided through c to the action. Such
changes can include alt e uses (for example,
water-depende es rather than those that are
not) or alterna &gn (e.g., a different site plan

to avoid devel ent in the floodplain, or different

buildi e r site location to avoid a visual
imp en, these will be the same alternatives
use id significant impacts in the other
techni reas; sometimes, they will be specific to

the assessment of consistency with the LWRP.
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700. Regulations and Coordination

710. REGULATIONS AND STANDARDS

New York City's Local Waterfront
Revitalization  Program adopted in
coordination with local, Sta and Federal

regulatory programs, an
considers the many Fedeal,
affecting the coastal arga.

, and local laws
ore information on
the many rules an ons affecting cultu
ion, flood manageré
i

assessment,

resources, coas

natural resource azardous materials,
quality, see 0 of the appropriate t
chapte t anual.

7118

al'Laws and Regulati
oastal Zone Management (P.L.92-583,

16 USC 1451 et % Administrative

responsibility: Department  of
Commerce, Oceanic  and

gement Program to encourage
the states in preparing and
nting management programs to
erve, protect, develop and, whenever
3ssible, to restore or enhance the resources
of the nation's Coastal Zone."

= Marine  Protection, Research, and
Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (Section 103; 33 USC
1413).

National Flood Insurance Act of 1968.
Flood Disaster Protection Act.

Water Pollution Control Act.

Clean Air Act.

Clean Water Act, Section 404 (33 USC 1344).
National Environmental Policy Act.

Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, Section 10
(33 USC 403).

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act.
Endangered Species Act.

National Historic Preservation Act.
Deepwater Port Act.

National Fishing Enhancement Act of 1984.
Marine Mammal Protection Act.

Federal Power Act.

712. New York State Laws and Regulations

State Environmental Quality Review,
Environmental Conservation Law, Part 617.

—Part 617.11 (e) describes the linkage
between SEQR and the coastal policies of
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Article 42 of the Executive Law, as
implemented by 19 NYCRR 600.5.
—Part 6179  (b)(5)(vi) describes the
inclusion of the State and local coastal
policies in the preparation and content of
Environmental Impact Statements.

= Waterfront Revitalization and Coastal
Resources Act (New York State Executive
Law, 1981; Sections 910 et seq. Article 42;
and implementing regulations 19 NYCRR).
—Part 600: Policies and Procedures.
—Part 601: Local Government Waterfront
Revitalization Programs.
—Part 602: Coastal Area Boundary;
Significant Fish and Wildlife Habitats;
Important Agricultural Lands and Scenic
Resources of Statewide Significance;
Identification, Mapping, and Designation
Procedures.

=  State

Federal Reviews:

Procedural Guidelines for Coordinating New,

Guidelines  for

City Waterfront Revitalization Pr
Consistency Review of Federal Agenc ns,
Coastal Management Progra t
of State, State of New York, 1

= Guidelines for Notificatio w of State

Agency Actions h al Waterfront
Programs Are in Effect, I Management

\General Limitations
0 Construction within
York State Department of State and New Yor\L

Program, Dep of State, State of New
York.

= Coastal Management Rules
ReGn NYCRR 505). é

rosion Hazard Are

Qd Hazard Areas.
Freshwater Wetlaane on Program.
= Tidal Wetlal rotection Program.
= Classifi&ters Program.
= 3 and Threatened Species

= Historic Preservation Act.
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713. New York City Laws and Regulations

= The New Waterfront Revitalization
Program, approved by the Council of the
City of New York, October 13, 1999.

=  Procedures for the

Planning
Commission, acting as 2 Coastal

Commission, approve ity Coastal

Commission acting s, t ity Planning
Commission, 198

This set of p

e s links the Waterfro
Revitalization gram with the UL
pro ss@e
Co is s role in the State and

scribes the City P

t otherwise do not uire
ement.

upancy and
lood Hazard
Areas—Article York

Administrati

=  Gradin Drainage Rules—Local Law 7.
720. APPLIC ORDINATION
Stal Commission

ead agencies conduct their own review of an
ac%‘s consistency with the LWRP during
environmental assessment. If the City Planning
ommission is an involved agency because the
ction will come before the City Planning
Commission, the City Planning Commission acting
as the City Coastal Commission is required to make
a LWRP consistency finding. The City Coastal
Commission may elect to adopt the consistency
determination and environmental findings of the
lead agency or adopt different LWRP consistency
findings. For this reason, the lead agency may wish
to consult with the Department of City Planning,
Waterfront and Open Space Division, acting as
advisors to the City Coastal Commission, prior to
issuance of its CEQR determination.

The City Coastal Commission's involvement
may occur for a variety of Federal and State actions
and actions subject to ULURP (Charter section
197-c) or Charter section 197-a or 200.

722. Other Agency Coordination

Once a determination is made by a lead agency
that an action is consistent with the policies of the
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LWRP, the lead agency is responsible for keeping a
LWRP file which will ensure a record of
consistency between the City and the State.

723. Technical Coordination

The assessment of the action’s consistency with
LWRP relies primarily on information and analyses
of the other technical areas discussed in this
Manual.  Thus, coordination with the other
environmental analyses can be very useful.

730. LOCATION OF INFORMATION

= New York City Department of City
Planning
22 Reade Street
New York, NY 10007
Waterfront and Open Space Division

= New York City Department of City
Planning
22 Reade Street Py
New York, NY 10007
Bookstore and Map Sales Office
—Department of City Pla 'Qoastal
Zone Boundary, City of N 0
—Department of Cit g, The New
Waterfront Revitalizatif@ram, City of
New York, 1999.
—Depart t Planning, New
York City rehensive Waterfront Plan:
Reclaiming the'City's Edge, 1992.
—Department of City Plannin
York City Waterfront Symbol, City %

rk,

ew York City Zoni on,

al Regulations the
o terfront Area (Article ter 2).
New York St Department  of

Environmental ervation

Region 2 b

47-40 21st Stree

Long s City, NY 11101
—Co ion Hazard Area Maps.

i etland Maps.

ater Wetlands Maps,

epartment of Environmental

ervation, "Stormwater for New Devel-

ment," a memorandum to Regional

Water Engineers, Bureau Directors, Section
Chiefs, dated April 1990.

S
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—Department of Environmental
Conservation, Floodplain Regulation and the
National Flood Insurance Program: A
Handbook for the New York Communities,
Water Division, Flood Protection Bureau,
State of New York, 199

—Significant Coastal(\and Wildlife

Habitat Designation

Federal Emergen agement Agency
26 Federal Pla

New Yor 8

—Feder ergency

Ag

Manage
e o0d Insurance Rate M
a Insurance Progra
é al Emergency , Ma ent
e

y, Flood Insurance y: City of New
rk, New York, C ity Number
60497, 1991.
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For Internal Use Only: WRP no.
Date Received: DOS no.

NEW YORK CITY WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
Consistency Assessment Form

Proposed action subject to CEQR, ULURP, or other Local, State or Federal Agency Discretionary Actions that are situated
within New York City’s designated Coastal Zone Boundary must be reviewed and assessed fo consistency with the
New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program (WRP). The WRP was adopted as a 197-aRla e Council of the Ci
of New York on October 13, 1999, and approved in coordination with local, state and,F al"laws and regulations,
including the State’s Coastal Management Program (Executive Law, Article 42) and the Ee oastal Zone Mana

Act of 1972 (P.L.92-583). Asa result of these approvals, state and federal discretionar, s within the city’s co

must be consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the WRP policies and the ust be given the op
comment on all state and federal projects within its coastal zone.

Is consistent with the WRP: ould be
eted form and accompaflying information will
New York City Dep of City Planning

This form is intended to assist an applicant in certifying that the propo
completed when the local, state, or federal application is prepared. The
be used by the New York State Department of State, other State Agency o
in its review of the applicant’s certification of consistency.

A. APPLICANT 0 o
1. Name:

L 4
2. Address:
3. Telephone: Fax:
E-mail Address:

4. Project site owner:

. PROPOSED ACTIVI
. Brief description of activity:
2. ctivity:

Location of activity: Borough:
Street Address or S'&ription:

= @

w

WREP consistency form - May 2001
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Proposed Activity Cont’'d

4. If afederal 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:

5. Isfederal or state funding being used to finance the project? If so, please identify the fundi

6. Will the proposed project result in any large physical change to a site within coastal area that will re
preparation of an environmental impact statement? Yes

If yes, identify Lead Agency:

7. ldentify City discretionary actions, such as zoning amendment o on of an urbanrene lan, required for the

proposed project.

C. COASTAL ASSESSMENT

The following questions represent, in a broad ollcy of the WRP, pnumber in the parentheses after each
guestion indicated the policy or policies that ar e“focus of the questio ailed explanation of the Waterfront
Revitalization Program and its policies a in the publication City Waterfront Revitalization Program.
Check either “Yes” or “No” for each of ef ing questions. Once klist is completed, assess how the proposed
project affects the policy or standar din “()” after each question with a Yes response. Explain ef how the action is
consistent with the goals of th tandard. ,
Location Questions: Yes No
1. Is the project site he waterfront or at the water@.
2. Does the p ject require a waterfro
3. Woul esult in a physical 1 t0 a waterfront site, including land along the

shor d underwater, or coastal

Policy tions: Yes No

4. Will the proposed project in revitalization or redevelopment of a deteriorated or

under- used waterfr ite?
5. Is the project Slt e for residential or commercial redevelopment? (1.1)

a change in scale or character of a neighborhood? (1.2)

sed activity require provision of new public services or infrastructure
in undeveloped or sparsely populated sections of the coastal area? (1.3)

WRP consistency form - May 2001
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8. Isthe 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?

@

9. Are there any waterfront structures, such as piers, docks, bulkheads or wharves, located on

the project sites? (2)
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)
11. Does the action involve the siting of a working waterfront use outside of a SMIA? o
12. Does the proposed project involve infrastructure improvement, such as construc oreepair
13. Would the action involve mining, dredging, or dredge disposal, or pl @redged or
fill materials in coastal waters? (2.3, 3.1, 4, 5.3, 6.3)
14. Would the action be located in a commercial or recreational boati nter, such as City K
Island, Sheepshead Bay or Great Kills or an area devoted to watér-dependent transportatio
©)

15. Would the proposed project have an adverse effect and or water uses w
commercial or recreation boating center or watebde nd ransportation cent

of piers, docks, or bulkheads? (2.3, 3.2)

16. Would the proposed project create any conflic% een commercial and recreational

boating? (3.2)

17. Does the proposed project involve a i ctivity that would hav act on the
aquatic environment or surrounding andhwater uses? (3.3)

18. Is the action located in one of the designa pecial Natural Waterfr as (SNWA): Long
Island Sound- East River, Jamai Northwest Staten Island? (4'and 9.2)

19. Is the project site in or cen ignificant Coastal Fish ar{Wildlife Habitats? (4.1)

20. Is the site located within jacent to a Recognize gical Complex: South Shore of
Staten Island or Riverdale Natural Area District?&

21. Would the agtion in e any activity inorn idalor freshwater wetland? (4.2)

22. Does the p e contain a rare ecologi 0 nity or would the proposed project affect

avu t, fish, or wildlife spec .3)

23. | ction have any effe commercial or recreational use of fish resources? (4.4)

24.Wo e proposed project i
or'Be unable to be consiste

y affect the water quality classification of nearby waters
that classification? (5)

in any direct or indirect discharges, including toxins, hazardous
utants, effluent, or waste, into any waterbody? (5.1)

25. Would the action r
substances, or other

26. Would the action,re in the draining of stormwater runoff or sewer overflows into coastal
waters?

27. Will any ¢ @ associated with the project generate nonpoint source pollution? (5.2)
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28. Would the action cause violations of the National or State air quality standards? (5.2)

29. Would the action result in significant amounts of acid rain precursors (nitrates and sulfates)?
(5.2C)

30. Will the project involve the excavation or placing of fill in or near navigable waters, marshes,
estuaries, tidal marshes or other wetlands? (5.3)

31. Would the proposed action have any effects on surface or ground water supplies? (5.4)
32. Would the action result in any activities within a Federally designated flood hazard o

a
State designated erosion hazards area? (6)
33. Would the action result in any construction activities that would lead to erosi ’0
34. Would the action involve construction or reconstruction of flood or erosi @tructure?
(6.1)

35. Would the action involve any new or increased activity on or near each, dune, barrier

island, or bluff? (6.1)
36. Does the proposed project involve use of public funds for flo xntion or erosion cont
(6.2)

37. Would the proposed project affect a non-renewa“e squrcelof sand ? (6.3)

38. Would the action result in shipping, handling, orsto of solid wastes; hazardous materials,
or other pollutants? (7)

39. Would the action affect any sites that sed as landfills? (7

40. Would the action result in develo
history of underground fuel t
storage? (7.2)

en a site that may contai ination or has a
il’spills, or other form or petr m product use or

n any transport, storage, treatment, or disposal of solid
ardous waste facility? (7.3)

41. Will the proposed actj es
wastes or hazardous mate , or the siting of a soli

42. Would the actio ult in a reduction of existing q access to or along coastal waters,
public access a ublic parks or open s S

43. Will the p project affect or be lo , or adjacent to any federal, state, or city
park in public ownershi tedfor open space preservation? (8)
44. Wo action result in the, pro of open space without the provision for its
t e? (8.1)

enhanced or water depend eational space? (8.2)

45. Wo he action resultin a@ ment along the shoreline but NOT include new water-

46. Will the proposed pwpede visual access to coastal lands, waters and open space? (8.3)

47. Does the proposed farejectinvolve publically owned or acquired land that could accommodate
waterfront operiSpace or recreation? (8.4)

48. Does the @

ite involve lands or waters held in public trust by the state or city? (8.5)
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49. Would the action affect natural or built resources that contribute to the scenic quality of a
coastal area? (9)

50. Does the site currently include elements that degrade the area’s scenic quality or block views
to the water? (9.1)

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 Iiz

on the National or State Register of Historic Places, or designated as a landmark by the Cit
New York? (10)
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