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Environmental Assessment
Programmatic Review

Responsible Entity: City of New York — Department of Housing Preservation &
[24 CFR 58.2(a)(7)] Development (HPD)

Certifying Officer: Vicki Been, Commissioner, HPD

[24 CFR 58.2(a)(2)]

Program Name: Home Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) — FY 2015
Federal Agency: U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)
Project Locations: Various locations throughout New York City

Estimated total project cost: approximately $47,000,000

Grant Recipient: City of New York - HPD

[24 CFR 58.2(a)(5)]

Recipient Address: 100 Gold Street, New York, NY, 10038

Project Representative: Aaron Werner, AICP

Director of Environmental Planning, HPD
Telephone Number: 212-863-5953

Conditions for Approval:

Mitigation measures may include, but are not limited to: testing and remediation measures associated
with hazardous materials; window-wall attenuation measures associated with ambient and/or project
generated noise; flood insurance and related flood prevention/abatement measures; testing and/or
modification of project design to avoid or minimize effects associated with urban design, historic
architectural and/or archaeological resources; modification of project design to avoid or minimize effects
to air quality; and pedestrian safety and traffic enhancements. All applicable mitigation measures would
be incorporated into each proposed project. Prior to an individual award of HOME funds for new
construction projects, a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) notice with the site location and project
description will be posted on HPD’s environmental review webpage. Instructions on obtaining a copy of
the complete Environmental Review Record (ERR) may also be found on HPD’s environmental review
webpage: http://www1.nyc.gov/site/hpd/developers/environmental-review.page

FINDING: [58.40(g)]
X Finding of No Significant Impact
(The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment)

____ Finding of Significant Impact

(The project may significantly affect the quality of the human environment)

RE Preparer/Approving Official Signature: (Signature on File)
Title/Agency: Director of Environmental Planning, HPD Date:
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Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal:

The City of New York - Department of Housing Preservation & Development (HPD) intends to undertake
activities funded through the United States Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD)
HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME) grant. As described in more detail below, HOME would
be used to facilitate the provision of affordable housing under various HPD programs.

Description of the Proposal:

HPD intends to undertake activities funded through HUD’s HOME grant. The funding provided by HUD
under HOME would be allocated by HPD. HOME is a Federal grant program designed to serve low-
income renters and owners, as well as homeless families and individuals. HPD estimates that the majority
of the grant will be targeted for new construction, substantial and moderate rehabilitation and acquisition
activities designed to provide and/or preserve affordable housing for a range of small and large
households, homeless families and individuals, disabled populations, and the elderly. In addition, the
HOME grant may be used toward homeownership, rental assistance, planning, administration and loan
refinancing.

HPD would use HOME funds in the following programs:
For residential construction activities:
e  Supportive Housing Loan Program (SHLP);
For homeownership, rental assistance, and loan refinancing activities:

e HomeFirst Down payment Assistance Program.
¢ HOME Tenant-Based Rental Assistance;

In addition to the above programs that are funded with HOME, HPD may also utilize other HUD funding
sources to facilitate the new construction and preservation of affordable housing. These include funds
from the Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing (VASH) program, the Housing Opportunities for Persons
with AIDS (HOPWA) program, Project Based Section 8 vouchers (PBV) through the Project-Based
Section 8 Housing Assistance Payments program, and mortgage insurance through HUD’s FHA Risk
Sharing Program.

The intent of this Programmatic Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the HOME grant is to consider
the potential effects of the various types of projects which may be funded under the program for the 2015
grant year. It is not possible for HPD to identify the specific activities and projects at this time. However,
the projected number of new construction projects by applicable HPD program, including ranges in the
number of units of affordable housing anticipated, can be found below. It is anticipated that the projects
would vary in terms of scope of work and geography, but all would be subject to related laws found at 24
CFR 58.5 and 58.6 as set forth in Part 58 — ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR ENTITIES
ASSUMING HUD ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBIILITIES.

For the 2015 HOME grant year, HPD anticipates providing HOME funding in connection with up to
approximately 15 projects through the SHLP. Each of these projects would provide between
approximately 30 to 250 units of affordable/supportive housing and would involve new construction and/or
rehabilitation.

All projects involving new construction, rehabilitation or acquisition will be assessed relative to the federal
statutes, executive orders and regulations detailed in the Statutory Checklist (Appendix A attached). In
addition to completing the Statutory Checklist, all new construction projects will be evaluated to determine
the significance of the proposal’s effects on the character, features and resources of the project area as
detailed in the Environmental Assessment Checklist (Appendix B attached).
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New construction projects requiring Environmental Assessments would require project-specific Findings
of No Significant Impact (FONSI) notices made available to the public. The FONSI notices would be
made available on HPD’s environmental review webpage. In its “Combined Notice of Finding of No
Significant Impact and Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds” required for the 2015 HOME grant,
which will be published in newspapers of general circulation, HPD will solicit contact information from
members of the public interested in more information on proposals for which HPD has issued a FONSI.
When a project-specific FONSI is made available on HPD’s environmental review webpage, those
individuals would be alerted to the FONSI posting (refer to the instructions found within the text of the
notice below).

Projects involving the use of HOME funding for rehabilitation and/or acquisition of existing buildings are
anticipated to be treated as Categorically Excluded activities pursuant to 24 CFR 58.35 (a)(3)(i/ii) and 24
CFR 58.35 (a)(5), respectively, provided all of the applicable circumstances are met. Categorically
Excluded activities require assessment pursuant to the Statutory Checklist (Appendix A) only.

Project proposals that are determined to have a potentially significant impact on the human environment
will either be rejected or will require the filing of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance
with 24 CFR 58.37 and would be subject to a separate Request for Release of Funds notice.

Existing Conditions and Trends:

Projects funded with HOME would be located within New York City. HPD anticipates that the most of the
grant would be targeted to new construction, substantial and moderate rehabilitation and acquisition
activities designed to provide affordable housing for a range of small and large households, homeless
families and individuals, disabled and special needs populations, and elderly households. In addition, the
HOME grant may be used toward homeownership, rental assistance, planning, administration and
refinancing.

Absent the subsidy made available through HOME, an opportunity to provide much needed affordable
housing while preventing abandonment and blight in these communities would be lost.

Summary of Findings and Conclusions

Alternatives and Project Modifications Considered

HPD has determined that it has no practicable alternative other than to proceed with the proposed
projects. The failure to provide funding for acquisition, rehabilitation, and/or new construction under
HOME could result in a decline in neighborhood quality, the City’s housing stock, and the availability of
much needed affordable housing for a range of individuals and families throughout New York City.

No Action Alternative. Under the no-action alternative, foreclosed, underutilized, abandoned and/or
vacant properties would remain and potentially destabilize long-established residential neighborhoods in
New York City. Existing residential buildings in need of repair would remain in a dilapidated state and
could negatively affect the value of neighboring properties. No benefits would result from not
implementing the HOME program in New York City. The failure to provide funding made available under
HOME could result in unsafe conditions, a decline in neighborhood quality and diminished availability of
much needed affordable housing for a range of individuals and families in New York City.

Mitigation Measures Recommended (24 cFr 58.40(d), 40 CFR 1508.20]
(Recommend feasible ways in which the proposal or its external factors should be modified in order to minimize adverse environmental impacts and
restore or enhance environmental quality.)

Certain categories included in the attached Programmatic Statutory and Environmental Assessment
Checklists may indicate the potential for adverse impacts. Projects will be reviewed by HPD to determine
the potential adverse environmental impacts and if the potential is found to exist, HPD will identify
measures to mitigate identified adverse impacts.
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Mitigation measures may include, but are not limited to: testing and remediation measures associated
with hazardous materials contamination; testing and remediation measures associated with
archaeological resources, including human remains; window-wall attenuation measures associated with
ambient noise; the purchase of flood insurance and associated measures designed to minimize the loss
of life and property in the event of flooding; air quality measures restricting the use of heating fuels and
restrictions on vent stack placement; modification of project design to avoid or minimize effects
associated with historic architectural resources and/or urban design conditions; and pedestrian safety and
traffic measures.  All applicable mitigation measures would be incorporated into a project’s design,
construction, and/or operation.

Individual projects for which significant adverse impacts cannot be mitigated or avoided would not be
considered for funding.

Additional Studies Performed
Programmatic Statutory Checklist
Programmatic Environmental Assessment

Attachments

Appendix A — Site-specific Statutory Checklist

Appendix B - Site-specific Environmental Assessment Checklist
Appendix C — Other Requirements Checklist

Attachment 1 — Historic Preservation MOU

Attachment 2 — NYC Floodplain Map

Attachment 3 — NYC Coastal Zone Map

Attachment 4 - NYC Coastal Barrier Map

Attachment 5 — NYC Endangered Species by County
Attachment 6 — Airport Clear Zones for JFK and LaGuardia Airports
Attachment 7 — HOME-funded HPD programs for FY 2015

List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]
New York City Department of Housing Preservation & Development (HPD);
New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC);

New York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP);

New York City/Mayor’s Office of Environmental Remediation (OER);

New York City Department of City Planning (DCP);

New York City Planning Commission (CPC);

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC);

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP);
United States Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)

United States Department of the Interior — Fish and Wildlife (FWS)

United States Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA); and

United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
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The following notice appeared in both English and Spanish in two newspapers of general
circulation at least 15 days prior to the submission of the Request for Release of Funds to HUD:

Combined Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact and Notice of Intent to Request
Release of Funds

The City of New York - Department of Housing Preservation & Development (HPD) intends to
undertake projects funded through the United States Department of Housing and Urban
Development's (HUD) Home Investment Partnership Program (HOME) grant. The funding
provided by HUD under HOME would be allocated by HPD. HOME is a Federal grant program
designed to serve low-income renters and owners, as well as homeless families and individuals.
HPD anticipates that most of the grant will be targeted for new construction, substantial and
moderate rehabilitation activities and acquisition activities designed to provide and/or preserve
affordable housing for a range of small and large households, homeless families and
individuals, and/or disabled populations. In addition, the HOME grant may be used toward
homeownership, rental assistance, planning, administration and loan refinancing.

HPD may combine HOME funds with other federal funding sources to facilitate the new
construction and preservation of affordable and supportive housing. These sources may
include the Veterans Affairs Supportive Housing (VASH) program, Project-Based Section 8
vouchers (PBV) through the Project-Based Section 8 Housing Assistance Payments program,
and mortgage insurance through HUD’s Housing Finance Agency (HFA) Risk Sharing Program.

The intent of the Programmatic Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the HOME grant is to
consider the potential effects of the projects which may be funded under the program for the
2015 grant year. It is not possible for HPD to identify the specific activities and projects at this
time. However, the projected number of new construction projects by applicable HPD program,
including ranges in the number of units of affordable housing anticipated, can be found below. It
is anticipated that the projects would vary in terms of scope of work and geography, but all
would be subject to related laws found at 24 CFR 58.5 and 58.6 as set forth in Part 58 -
ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCEDURES FOR ENTITIES ASSUMING HUD
ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSIBIILITIES.

For the 2015 HOME grant year, HPD anticipates providing HOME funding in connection with up
to approximately 15 projects through the Supportive Housing Loan Program (SHLP). Each of
these projects would provide between approximately 30 to 250 units of affordable/supportive
housing and would involve new construction and/or rehabilitation. Please visit HPD’s website at
http://www1.nyc.gov/site/hpd/index.page for additional information on this funding program.

For the above-referenced new construction projects, prior to an individual project award of
HOME funding, a project-specific Environmental Assessment will be completed and a Finding of
No Significant Impact (FONSI) will be posted to HPD's environmental review webpage for the
interested public to review and/or comment.

Persons interested in being notified via electronic mail (email) when project-specific FONSI
notices become available on HPD's environmental review webpage should provide their name
and email address to nepa_env@hpd.nyc.gov. HPD will accept comments for a period of 18
days following the date of each project-specific FONSI posting. Please visit HPD's
environmental review webpage at http://wwwl.nyc.gov/site/hpd/developers/environmental-
review.page for additional information regarding environmental review procedures and project
information.
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Projects involving the use of HOME funding for rehabilitation and/or acquisition of existing
buildings are anticipated to be treated as Categorically Excluded activities pursuant to 24 CFR
58.35 (a)(3)(i/ii) and 24 CFR 58.35 (a)(b), respectively, provided all of the applicable
circumstances are met.

Project proposals that are determined to have a potentially significant impact on the human
environment will either be rejected or will require the filing of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) in accordance with 24 CFR 58.37 and would be subject to a separate Request
for Release of Funds notice.

Finding of No Significant Impact:

The HOME Program in New York City is administered by HPD. An environmental review record
has been established for the HOME program in accordance with 24 CFR 58.76 and is on file at
HPD. Based on this review, it has been determined that implementation of the HOME program
in the City of New York will not constitute an action significantly affecting the quality of the
environment and, accordingly the City of New York has decided not to prepare an EIS under the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969. The reasons for the decision not to prepare an EIS
are as follows:

1. There are no significant adverse physical impacts, either direct or indirect, associated
with these projects;

2. There are no significant adverse social impacts, either direct or indirect, associated with
these projects;

3. There are no significant adverse economic impacts, either direct or indirect, associated
with these projects.

Intent to Request Release of Funds:
This publication constitutes the City of New York's Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds
from HUD for the Federal HOME Program.

The activities proposed under the program require an Environmental Assessment, as identified
in HUD Environmental Regulations found under 24 CFR Part 58.36 and, therefore, this notice is
being prepared on a programmatic basis in accordance with 24 CFR 58.15.

The City of New York will certify to HUD in its request for release of funds that the City and
HPD's Commissioner, in her official capacity as certifying officer for HOME Program funds,
consents to accept jurisdiction of the federal courts if an action is brought to enforce
responsibilities in relation to environmental reviews, decision-making and action, and that these
responsibilities have been satisfied.

The environmental review record established for the HOME program is in accordance with 24
CFR 58.76 and is on file at HPD, Office of Development, 100 Gold Street, New York, New York
10038 and available at HPD's website.

Written comments or objections to the obligation and/or use of HOME Program funds should be

submitted electronically via email to nepa_env@hpd.nyc.gov or through the mail to 100 Gold
Street, New York, NY 10038, Attn: A. Werner, AICP, Room 7-A4 on or before the 18th day
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following the date of this notice. No comments or objections received after this date will be
considered by HPD.

On or about June 3, 2016, HPD intends to submit to HUD its Request for Release of Funds for
the HOME funding.

Objection to Request Release of Funds:

HUD will accept objections to its release of funds and the Responsible Entity's (RE) certification
for a period of fifteen days following the anticipated submission date or its actual receipt of the
request (whichever is later) only if objections are on one of the following bases: (a) the
certification was not executed by the Certifying Officer of HPD; (b) the RE has omitted a step or
failed to make a decision or finding required by HUD regulations at 24 CFR Part 58; (c) the
grant recipient has committed funds or incurred costs not authorized by 24 CFR Part 58 before
approval of a release of funds by HUD; or (d) another Federal agency acting pursuant to 40
CFR Part 1504 has submitted a written finding that the project is unsatisfactory from the
standpoint of environmental quality. Objections must be prepared and submitted in accordance
with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58) and shall be addressed to Director of Community
Planning and Development, U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development, 26 Federal
Plaza, New York, New York 10278-0068.

Potential objectors should contact HUD to verify the actual last day of the objection period.

Date published: May 18, 2016 (affidavits of publication attached)
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Factors

Statutory Checklist
Programmatic Review

Determinations and Compliance Documentation

Historic Preservation
[36 CFR 800]

In accordance with an existing MOU between the City of New York,
the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) and
the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP), HPD will perform a site specific review in
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.
An initial determination concerning eligibility for listing in the State and
National Registers of Historic Places would be made by LPC. A copy
of the MOU is included as Attachment 1. If a project or project site has
the potential to affect a historic resource, a Memorandum of
Agreement (MOA) will be executed between OPRHP and HPD to
ensure there is no significant adverse effects to historic resource(s).

HUD's Tribal Directory Assessment Tool
(http://eqis.hud.gov/tdat/Tribal.aspx) will be consulted on a site
specific basis to determine if consultation and/or further assessment is
warranted.

Floodplain Management
[24 CFR 55, Executive Order 11988]

Project sites located within a 100-year floodplain will follow the
decision making process in accordance with § 55.20. HPD will
conduct an evaluation as required by Executive Order 11988 in
accordance with HUD regulations at 24 CFR 55.20 to determine the
potential environmental effect of construction activity in the floodplain.

Projects located along coastal and riverfront areas of Manhattan,
Brooklyn, Queens, Staten Island, and the Bronx have a potential to be
within the 100-year floodplain, as indicated in Attachment 2,
Floodplain Map.

Projects involving existing structures located within the 100-year
floodplain will be restricted from building footprint expansions and will
be required to purchase and maintain flood insurance.

Projects that involve new construction, substantial improvement of 1-4
family structures, or rehabilitation of structures with more than four
units within a floodplain will not be covered by this programmatic
review and will require additional notices including a Notice for Early
Public Review of a Proposal to Support Activity in the 100-Year
Floodplain and Wetland, and Notice and Public Explanation of a
Proposed Activity in the 100-Year Floodplain and Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) to be published/posted to be eligible to
receive HOME funding. No federal assistance will be provided within
the regulatory floodway.

Wetlands Protection
[Executive Order 11990]

Projects involving rehabilitation or acquisition of existing structures are
not required to be reviewed for consistency with EO 11990.

For new construction projects, HPD will conduct an evaluation as
required by 11990 in accordance with HUD regulations at 24 CFR
55.20 to determine the potential environmental effect of construction
activity near a wetland area. If a project will impact federal wetlands, it
will not be covered by this programmatic review and will require an
individual FONSI to be published/posted. Such sites will be subject to
site-specific notices and would require a separate FONSI to be
eligible to receive HOME funding.

Coastal Zone

Management Act
[Sections 307(c),(d)]

Projects involving rehabilitation or acquisition of existing structures
(without a change in building footprint or use) are not required to be
reviewed for consistency with the Coastal Zone Management (CZM)
Act.
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Projects involving new construction and which are located within New
York City’s designated coastal zone will be reviewed and assessed for
consistency with the New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program
(WRP). The WRP is New York City’s Federally-approved CZM Plan.
For federal actions within the city's coastal zone, the Department of
City Planning (DCP), acting on behalf of the City Coastal Commission,
forwards its comments to the New York State Department of State,
which also provides a consistency determination. For sites in the
City’s coastal zone, the DCP’s Waterfront and Open Space Planning
Division would be consulted for a determination of a proposed
project’s consistency with the WRP. Projects that are inconsistent
with the WRP will not be included under HOME. Therefore, no
significant impacts on coastal zone management act will result and
further assessment is not required.

Projects located along coastal areas of Manhattan, Brooklyn, Queens,
Staten Island, and the Bronx have a potential to be within the CZM
Plan area as indicated in Attachment 3, Coastal Zones Map.

Sole Source Aquifers
[40 CFR 149]

Projects involving acquisition or rehabilitation of existing structures are
not required to be reviewed for consistency with 40 CFR 149.

New construction projects located in the boroughs of Brooklyn and
Queens would be located within the boundaries of the recharge area
of the Brooklyn-Queens sole source aquifer. In accordance with the
environmental review provisions of HUD’s Multifamily Application
Processing Guide (MAP Guide), new construction projects in these
areas that would utilize municipal water and sewer services and that
have appropriate local drainage and runoff approval require no review
for sole source aquifers. In areas of Brooklyn and Queens where
these conditions are not present, the new construction would require
consultation with the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in
accordance with 40 CFR 149.

Endangered Species Act
[50 CFR 402]

Attachment 5 shows the most current inventory of Federally listed
endangered and threatened species and candidate species by County
in the State of New York, made available by the US Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS):
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo/es/CoListCurrent.pdf.

According to this list, except for occasional transient individuals, no
Federally-listed or proposed endangered or threatened species, or
candidate species under USFWS jurisdiction are known to exist in the
counties of New York (Borough of Manhattan), Kings (Borough of
Brooklyn), Bronx (Borough of the Bronx), and Richmond (Borough of
Staten Island). The piping plover (threatened bird species), roseate
tern (endangered bird species) and seabeach amaranth (threatened
plant species) are known/likely to occur in Queens County. These
species are common to the beaches along coastal areas of the
Rockaway Peninsula (roseate terns historically nested on the
peninsula but there are no recent records of their breeding since
1998). Based on recent correspondence with FWS on piping plovers
(March 2015), historic piping plover breeding areas on the Rockaway
Peninsula have been observed along the ocean shorelines generally
between the Breezy Point Jetty to the west (southwestern tip of the
Rockaway Peninsula) and Beach 19th Street to the east. Therefore,
for any federally funded rehabilitation, acquisition or new construction
project located along ocean shorelines in this general area of the
Rockaway peninsula, HPD would consult with USFWS to determine
whether these species are likely to be affected by the federally funded
activity.

HPD has determined that federally funded activities in Manhattan,
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Bronx, Brooklyn, Staten Island and areas of Queens other than the
Rockaway Peninsula would have No Effect on Federally identified
endangered or threatened species within the USFWS's jurisdiction.
HPD understands that although there are no breeding records of the
piping plover (threatened bird species) and roseate tern (endangered
bird species) or records of seabeach amaranth (threatened plant
species) presence in New York, Kings, Bronx, and Richmond counties
and areas of Queens county other than the Rockaway Peninsula,
suitable habitat for these species are present in portions of these
areas and future breeding/presence of these species is possible. As
such, HPD will consult the USFWS website periodically to account for
potential future species presence on sites with no history.

Wild and Scenic

There are no wild and scenic rivers within New York City, as

Rivers Act designated by the US Department of the Interior. No impacts would
[Sections 7 (b), (c)] result and further assessment is not required.
Air Quality Projects would not substantively affect the State Implementation Plan

[Clean Air Act, Sections 176 (c)
and (d), and 40 CFR 6, 51, 93]

(SIP). No significant impacts on air quality will result and further
assessment is not required.

Farmland Protection Policy
Act [7 CFR 658]

Project sites are located in developed, urban, areas of New York City
and would not involve the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural
use and therefore would not violate the Farmland Protection Policy
Act. Further assessment is not required.

Environmental Justice
[Executive Order 12898]

Projects would facilitate the provision of affordable housing. For any
project (rehabilitation, acquisition, or new construction) which results
in impacts and is located in a neighborhood characterized as low-
income and minority, measures will be described and recommended
to mitigate such impacts.

HUD Environmental Standards

Determinations and Compliance Documentation

Noise Abatement and
Control [24 CFR 51 B]

There are no active military airfields within 15 miles of New York City.
If a project site is within 3,000 feet of an active railroad, within 1,000
feet of a major roadway; or 5 miles of a civil airport and within the 65
Ldn noise contour, a noise assessment would be conducted. Projects
proposed for new construction or rehabilitation which are located
within the areas described above may require noise assessments
and will meet HUD standards under 24 CFR 51. The appropriate
window-wall attenuation measures will be addressed on a site-
specific basis.

Toxic or Hazardous
Substances and

Radioactive Materials
[HUD Notice 79-33]

All Projects (new construction, rehabilitation, refinancing, or
purchase) will be screened for potential contamination, including, but
not limited to the review of historic Sanborn Maps, database searches
and field inspections. Phase | Environmental Site Assessments
(ESA) prepared in accordance with the current requirements of ASTM
E1527-13 (updated 2013), including a Tier 1 “non-invasive” vapor
intrusion screening pursuant to ASTM E2600-10, will be required for
all projects. If the potential for contamination cannot be ruled out, a
Phase Il ESA/Subsurface Investigation would be required. If
contaminants are identified, remediation would be required and
conducted in accordance with all applicable city, state and federal
regulations.

Lead and asbestos will be handled in accordance with all applicable
federal, state and local regulations. Additionally, the recipients shall
comply with the Lead Disclosure Rule (24 CFR part 35, subpart A),
and the Lead Safe Housing Rule's provisions for rehabilitation
(subpart J), and for acquisition, leasing, support services, or
operation (subpart K), and the accompanying procedural
requirements in subparts B and R.

According to US EPA, New York City is located in Radon Zone 3,
where the predicted average indoor radon screening level less than 2
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pCi/L.

Siting of HUD-Assisted
Projects near Hazardous
Operations [24 CFR 51 C]

Projects involving acquisition and rehabilitation (without expansion or
increase in residential density) are not required to be reviewed for
consistency with 24 CFR 51C because the number of persons
exposed is not increased.

Projects involving new construction in proximity to explosive or
flammable hazards will comply with HUD's Acceptable Separation
Distance standards as defined in 24 CFR 51.

Airport Clear Zones and

Accident Potential Zones
[24 CFR 51 D]

Projects located in northern or southern Queens proximate to either
LaGuardia or JFK airports have the potential to be located in a civilian
Airport Clear Zone (refer to Attachment 6). In accordance with HUD
policy found at 24 CFR Part 51, properties within a Clear Zone would
not be eligible to receive HOME funding connected to new
construction or rehabilitation activities. However, for cases involving
HUD assistance, subsidy, or insurance connected to the purchase or
sale of an existing property within a Clear Zone, the special
notification requirements found at 24 CFR Part 51.303(a)(3) would

apply.

There are no military airfields located in or within 1 mile of New York
City. Therefore, regulations pertaining to Accident Potential Zones at
military airfields are not applicable and further assessment is not
required.
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Environmental Assessment

Programmatic Review
[Environmental Review Guide HUD CPD 782, 24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Evaluate the significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and resources of the project area. Enter relevant
base data and verifiable source documentation to support the finding. Then enter the appropriate impact code from the following list
to make a finding 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 materials as needed.

Land Development Code Source or Documentation
Conformance with 1 | New construction projects would be assessed for compliance with
Comprehensive Plans and Zoning New York City’s Zoning Resolution. No significant effects related

to zoning and adopted public policies are expected from the
proposed projects.

Compatibility and Urban Impact 2 | New construction projects would be assessed for potential effects
on urban design conditions. The funding would result in the
development of new residential buildings in established, built-up
neighborhoods of New York City. No effects related to urban
design are anticipated. If necessary, project modifications would
ensure compatibility with surrounding urban design conditions. A
proposed project may include the demolition of unsightly and
unsafe buildings. The redevelopment of such a site could
potentially provide an urban design benefit to the surrounding
neighborhood.

Slope 1 | New construction projects would be assessed for potential effects
related to slope. However, projects would be located in built-up,
developed urban areas of New York City and would not result in
major alterations of the slope of the site or surrounding area.

Erosion 1 | New construction projects would be assessed for potential effects
related to soil erosion. If necessary, project modifications would
preclude significant effects associated with erosion. Projects
would be located in a built-up, developed urban area of New York
City and significant effects related to soil erosion are not
anticipated.

Soil Suitability 1 | Soil throughout New York City is generally classified as “urban
land” or “urban fill.” Geotechnical evaluations (including soil
borings) would be required for new construction projects in
accordance with New York City’s Building Code.

Hazards and Nuisances including | 1 | New construction projects would be assessed for the potential to
Site Safety result in hazards and nuisances. The construction effects
associated with the new construction projects would be typical of
construction effects throughout New York City. Typical effects
include sidewalk closures, fugitive dust and noise, which would be
addressed under existing regulations governing construction
activity in New York City.

Appropriate mitigation measures would be identified for any new
construction activities that would take place on sites identified as
contaminated as well as those where high levels of construction-
related noise and/or particulate emissions would result. In such
cases, the measures would be provided as part of the proposed
project and required as conditions of any federal HOME funding
from HPD.

Energy Consumption 1 | Itis not expected that projects would consume a significant
amount of energy. Projects would utilize the existing electrical grid
and would be developed in accordance with the New York State
Energy Conservation Code. In addition, new construction projects
are expected to be certified under the Enterprise Green
Communities Program, or meet equivalent sustainability
measures.
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Noise - Contribution to 1 | New construction projects would be assessed for noise. If
Community Noise Levels necessary, project modifications would preclude the potential for
significant effects. It is not expected that new construction
projects would contribute to community noise levels as such
projects are not expected to result in significant levels of traffic
(mobile source noise). In terms of stationary noise sources,
building mechanical systems (i.e. heating, ventilation, and air
conditioning systems) would be designed to meet all applicable
noise regulations (i.e., Subchapter 5, §24-227 of the New York
City Noise Control Code, the New York City Department of
Buildings Code) to avoid producing levels that would result in any
significant increase in ambient noise levels.

New York City regulations related to construction noise are
authorized by section 1043 of the City Charter and section 24-219
of the Administrative Code of the City of New York. The New
York City Noise Code was enacted in 2007 and mandates that all
construction be conducted in accordance with noise mitigation
plans that address the specific location, type of work, and timing
of a project. Contractors must develop a noise mitigation plan
prior to the start of work. Every construction site must have a
noise mitigation plan on location. When construction activity is
planned near locations such as schools, hospitals and houses of
worship, the construction contractor is expected to design their
noise mitigation plan to be sensitive to its neighbors. The Code
also sets standards for noise levels created by handling
containers and construction material on public streets, and ways
to lessen the noise from each type of construction equipment. For
most types of construction, including multi-family residential
buildings, construction activity is typically restricted to weekdays
between 7:00 am and 6:00 pm. Work may take place after hours
and on weekends only with express authorization from the
Departments of Buildings and Transportation. A noise mitigation
plan must be in place before any authorization is granted. In
addition, emergency work necessary for public safety, or work that
cannot be performed during normal work hours, may occur after
hours or on weekends. For example, water main or gas line
repairs may require construction activity outside the normal hours
of construction.

Appropriate mitigation measures would be identified for any new
construction projects that would have the potential to result in high
levels of mobile or stationary-source noise due to construction
and/or operation of the new building. In such cases, the measures
would be provided as part of the proposed project and required as
conditions of any federal HOME funding from HPD.

Air Quality 1 | Itis not expected that new construction projects would contribute
Effects of Ambient Air Quality on to community air pollution levels as they would not result in
Project and Contribution to significant levels of traffic or unusually high concentrations of
Community Pollution Levels stationary source emissions (boiler emissions). However, all new

construction projects would be assessed for potential effects on
ambient air quality and appropriate mitigation measures would be
identified for any new construction projects that would have the
potential to result in adverse effects to ambient air quality due to
construction and/or operation of the new building. In such cases,
the measures would be provided as part of the proposed project
and required as conditions of any federal HOME funding from

HPD.
Environmental Design 2 | No effects related to environmental design are anticipated and
Visual Quality - Coherence, significant effects related to compatibility and urban impact would
Diversity, Compatible Use and not result from new construction projects. New construction may
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Scale

require the demolition of unsightly and unsafe buildings. The
redevelopment of such a site could potentially provide a benefit by
improving visual quality, use and scale in the surrounding
neighborhood.

Socioeconomic

Code

Source or Documentation

Demographic Character Changes

The new construction of affordable housing in neighborhoods
throughout New York City in need of such housing would not alter
the demographic character of these areas. The occupants of a
proposed project would have similar demographic characteristics
as the population residing in the surrounding neighborhood and
no impacts are anticipated.

Displacement

Under circumstances where tenants may occupy existing
residential buildings on a project site, relocation during
construction activities would be conducted in conformance with
HUD Handbook 1378 which provides policy and guidance in
implementing 49 CFR Part 24 for HUD funded programs and
projects. Compliance with these procedures would ensure that
projects will not result in any permanent displacement of residents
or businesses.

Employment and Income Patterns

Projects are not expected to result in significant effects on area
employment and income patterns. New development would be in
a manner consistent with area needs, income patterns and land
use. New construction projects would generate employment
related to the construction and operation of the buildings.

Community Facilities
and Services

Code

Source or Documentation

Educational Facilities

New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on public
schools operated or chartered by the New York City Department
of Education (DOE) in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical
Manual.

Commercial Facilities

Projects would not result in a significant effect on existing
commercial establishments. It is likely that existing commercial
uses would be within close proximity to the project sites. Project
residents may frequent retail establishments in the neighborhood,
which can potentially be a benefit to local businesses. In some
cases, mixed-use projects would introduce new ground floor
commercial uses to the area.

Health Care

Site specific new construction projects are not be expected to
place a significant demand on area health care facilities. In New
York City, an analysis of health care demand is typically
conducted if a proposed project would introduce a sizeable new
neighborhood to the City.

Social Services

New construction projects are not expected to place a significant
demand on social services. Social services are provided by a
range of non-profit and New York City and State agencies. For
some new construction projects, on-site social services designed
to meet the needs of tenants may be provided.

Solid Waste

New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on solid
waste generation in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical
Manual. The New York City Department of Sanitation (DSNY)
would provide municipal solid waste disposal. It is not anticipated
that projects would place a significant demand on solid waste
disposal services.

Waste Water

New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on
wastewater generation in accordance with the 2014 CEQR
Technical Manual. Waste water would be handled by the New
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York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP). It is not
anticipated that projects would place a significant demand on
waste water disposal/treatment services.

Storm Water 1 | New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on storm
water in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual.
Storm water would be managed by the DEP. It is not anticipated
that projects would place a significant demand on the City’s storm
water system.

Water Supply 1 | New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on water
supply in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual.
New York City’s potable water supply is provided and managed by
the DEP. It is not anticipated that projects would place a
significant demand on the City’s water supply.

Public Safety 1 | New construction projects would be assessed based upon the

- Police methodologies in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual. There is
generally no impact anticipated on police services due to the
proposed projects. The New York City Police Department (NYPD)
provides police protection service.

- Fire 1 | New construction projects would be assessed based upon the
methodologies in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual. Generally,
impacts related to fire protection services are not anticipated. Fire
protection service is provided by the New York City Fire
Department (FDNY). The proposed project may provide potential
benefits by reducing the amount of derelict properties, which pose
potential fire hazards.

- Emergency Medical 1 | New construction projects would be assessed based upon the
methodologies in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual, but
generally, new construction projects would not be expected to
place a significant demand on area emergency medical facilities.
In New York City, an analysis of demand for health care and
emergency medical facilities is typically conducted if a proposed
project would introduce a sizeable new neighborhood to the City.
There is no impact anticipated on emergency medical services
due to the proposed projects.

Open Space and Recreation 1 | New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on open

- Open Space space in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual.
Projects are not expected to place a significant demand on open
space resources in the area.

- Recreation 1 | New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on
recreation facilities in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical
Manual. Projects are not expected to place a significant demand
on recreation resources in the area.

- Cultural Facilities 1 | Projects would not result in impacts to cultural facilities. New York
City contains many world-class cultural institutions, including
museums, galleries, theaters and other facilities which are easily
accessible by mass transit.

Transportation 1 | New construction projects would be analyzed for effects on traffic
in accordance with the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual. Projects
are not expected to generate significant levels of traffic or place a
significant demand on transportation systems in the area.

Appropriate mitigation measures would be identified for any new
construction projects that would have the potential to result in
impacts to transportation systems due to the construction and/or
operation of the new building. Coordination on such measures
with the New York City Department of Transportation (DOT)
and/or the Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) would
occur if necessary. In such cases, the measures would be
provided as part of the proposed project and required as
conditions of any federal HOME funding from HPD.

2014 HOME Programmatic Environmental Assessment Checklist




Natural Features

Source or Documentation

Water Resources

New construction projects located in the boroughs of Brooklyn and
Queens would be located within the boundaries of the recharge
area of the Brooklyn-Queens sole source aquifer. In accordance
with the environmental review provisions of HUD’s Multifamily
Application Processing Guide (MAP Guide), new construction
projects in these areas that would utilize municipal water and
sewer service and have appropriate local drainage and runoff
approvals require no review for sole source aquifers. In areas of
Brooklyn and Queens where these conditions are not present,
consultation with the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
in accordance with 40 CFR 149 would be conducted. It is
anticipated that projects would not result in a significant effect on
water resources, including groundwater and surface water.

Surface Water

There are limited surface waters within the boundaries of New
York City. Most of New York City’s surface waters are located
within designated open space areas managed by the New York
City Department of Parks and Recreation. In addition, there are no
wild and scenic rivers within New York City, as designated by the
US Department of the Interior. New construction projects would
utilize municipal water and sewer service and have appropriate
local drainage and runoff approvals. It is anticipated that projects
would not result in a significant effect on water resources,
including groundwater and surface water.

For sites proposed for new construction adjacent to federally
identified wetlands, HPD will conduct an evaluation as required by
11990 in accordance with HUD regulations at 24 CFR 55.20 to
determine the potential environmental effect of construction
activity near a wetland area. |If a project will impact federal
wetlands, it will not be covered by this programmatic review and
will require an individual FONSI to be published/posted. Such
sites will be subject to site-specific notices and would require a
separate FONSI to be eligible to receive HOME funding.

Unigue Natural Features and
Agricultural Lands

There are no unique natural features or agricultural lands in New
York City; therefore, the projects would have no effect on unique
natural features and agricultural lands.

Vegetation and Wildlife

Attachment 5 shows the most current inventory of Federally listed
endangered and threatened species and candidate species by
County in the State of New York, made available by the US Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS). According to this list, except for
occasional transient individuals, no Federally-listed or proposed
endangered or threatened species, or candidate species under
USFWS jurisdiction are known to exist in the counties of New
York (Borough of Manhattan), Kings (Borough of Brooklyn), Bronx
(Borough of the Bronx), and Richmond (Borough of Staten Island).
The piping plover (threatened bird species), roseate tern
(endangered bird species) and seabeach amaranth (threatened
plant species) are known/likely to occur in Queens County. These
species are common to the beaches along coastal areas of the
Rockaway Peninsula (roseate terns historically nested on the
peninsula but there are no recent records of their breeding since
1998). Based on recent correspondence with FWS on piping
plovers (March 2015), historic piping plover breeding areas on the
Rockaway Peninsula have been observed along the ocean
shorelines generally between the Breezy Point Jetty to the west
(southwestern tip of the Rockaway Peninsula) and Beach 19th
Street to the east. Therefore, for any federally funded
rehabilitation, acquisition or new construction project located
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along ocean shorelines in this general area of the Rockaway
peninsula, HPD would consult with USFWS to determine whether
these species are likely to be affected by the federally funded
activity.

HPD has determined that federally funded activities in Manhattan,
Bronx, Brooklyn, Staten Island and areas of Queens other than
the Rockaway Peninsula would have No Effect on Federally
identified endangered or threatened species within the USFWS's
jurisdiction. HPD understands that although there are no breeding
records of the piping plover (threatened bird species) and roseate
tern (endangered bird species) or records of seabeach amaranth
(threatened plant species) presence in New York, Kings, Bronx,
and Richmond counties and areas of Queens county other than
the Rockaway Peninsula, suitable habitat for these species are
present in portions of these areas and future breeding/presence of
these species is possible. As such, HPD will consult the USFWS
website periodically to account for potential future species
presence on sites with no history.

Other Factors Source or Documentation

NOTE: The Responsible Entity must additionally document compliance with 24 CFR §58.6 in the ERR, particularly with the Flood
Insurance requirements of the Flood Disaster Protection Act and the Buyer Disclosure requirements of the HUD Airport Runway
Clear Zone/Clear Zone regulation at 24 CFR 51 Subpart D.
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STATUTORY CHECKLIST
24 CFR 858.5 STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS & REGULATIONS

PROJECT NAME and DESCRIPTION —

This project is determined to be categorically excluded according to: [Cite section(s)]:

DIRECTIONS - Write “A” in the Status Column when the project, by its nature, does not affect the resources under
consideration; OR write “B” if the project triggers formal compliance consultation procedures with the oversight
agency, or requires mitigation (see Statutory Worksheet Instructions). Compliance documentation must contain
verifiable source documents and relevant base data.

Compliance Factors:
Statutes, Executive Orders, and Status
Regulations listed at 24 CFR 8§58.5 AlB Compliance Documentation

Historic Preservation
[36 CFR Part 800]

Floodplain Management
[24 CFR 55, Executive Order 11988]

Wetland Protection
[Executive Order 11990]

Coastal Zone Management Act
[Sections 307(c), (d)]

Sole Source Aquifers
[40 CFR 149]

Endangered Species Act
[50 CFR 402]

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
[Sections 7(b), and (c)]

Clean Air Act - [Sections 176(c), (d),
and 40 CFR 6, 51, 93]

Farmland Protection Policy Act
[7 CFR 658]

Environmental Justice
[Executive Order 12898]

HUD ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS
Noise Abatement and Control
[24 CFR 51B]

Explosive and Flammable Operations
[24 CFR 51C]

Site Contamination* [24 CFR part 58.5(i)(2)

Airport Clear Zones and Accident
Potential Zones [24 CFR 51D]

SIGNATURE: DATE:

(End of Statutory Checklist)
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Environmental Assessment Checklist
[Environmental Review Guide HUD CPD 782, 24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Evaluate the significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and resources of the project area.
Enter relevant base data and verifiable source documentation to support the finding. Then enter the appropriate
impact code from the following list to make a finding 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 materials as needed.

Land Development Code Source or Documentation

Conformance with
Comprehensive Plans
and Zoning

Compatibility and
Urban Impact

Slope

Erosion

Soil Suitability

Hazards and Nuisances
including Site Safety

Energy Consumption

Noise - Contribution to
Community Noise Levels

Air Quality

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

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

Socioeconomic Code Source or Documentation

Demographic Character Changes

Displacement

Employment and Income Patterns
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Environmental Assessment Checklist (continued)

Community Facilities
and Services Code Source or Documentation

Educational Facilities

Commercial Facilities

Health Care

Social Services

Solid Waste

Waste Water

Storm Water

Water Supply

Public Safety
- Police

- Fire

-Emergency Medical

Open Space and Recreation
- Open Space

- Recreation

- Cultural Facilities

Transportation
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Environmental Assessment Checklist (continued)

Natural Features Source or Documentation

Water Resources

Surface Water

Unique Natural Features and
Agricultural Lands

Vegetation and Wildlife

Other Factors Source or Documentation

NOTE: The Responsible Entity must additionally document compliance with 24 CFR §58.6 in the ERR, particularly with the Flood
Insurance requirements of the Flood Disaster Protection Act and the Buyer Disclosure requirements of the HUD Airport Runway
Clear Zone/Clear Zone regulation at 24 CFR 51 Subpart D.

SIGNATURE: DATE:

(End of Environmental Assessment Checklist)
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Other Requirements (Section 58.6) Checklist

PROJECT NAME

GRANT NUMBER

In addition to the duties under the laws and authorities specified in 58.5 for assumption by Responsible Entities
(RE’s) under the laws cited in 58.1(b), RE’s must comply with the following requirements. Applicability of the following
requirements does not trigger the certification and release of funds procedure under this Part or preclude exemption
of an activity under 58.34 (a) (12) and/or the applicability of 58.35(b). However, the RE remains responsible for
addressing the following requirements in its ERR and meeting these requirements, where applicable, regardless of
whether the activity is exempt under 58.34 or Categorically Excluded under 58.35 (a) or (b).

(@) Federal Flood Insurance Purchase Requirements (do not apply to funds from Federal formula grants made to a
State).

(1) Does the project involve acquisition or construction (including rehabilitation) in a community identified by the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) as having special flood hazard areas (100 year
and 500 year floodplains)? Yes__ No __ If “Yes,” go to (a)(2). If “No,” go to Question (b).

(2) Is the project located in 100 year flood plain (500 year floodplain for “critical” actions*)? Yes ___No __ If “Yes,”
go to (a) (3). If “No,” go to Question (b).

(3) Is the community in which the project is located (X) participating in the National Flood Insurance Program or, ()
has less than a year passed since FEMA notified the community concerning such hazards. (Please
check one of the above depending on the situation) Yes __ No ___. If “Yes,” attach a statement
concerning how you will assure that flood insurance will be maintained in accordance with the
“Flood Insurance Protection” guidance sheet attached to this Checklist and go to Question (b). The
implementation of this project consistent with your statement must be made a condition on the
environmental findings and recommendations for the project. If “No,” project cannot be funded.

*As defined in the U.S. Water Resources Council’'s Floodplain Management Guidelines for Implementing Executive

Order 11988.

(b) Coastal Barriers Resources

Is the project to be undertaken located in the coastal Barrier Resources System, as amended by the Coastal
Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 U.S.C. 3501)?
Yes __ No___ If“Yes,” Federal financial assistance may not be provided. If “No,” then go to Question (c).

(c) Projects located in Close Proximity to Airports Contained on the HUD list of 24 CFR Part 51D Covered Airports.

Does the project involve assistance, subsidy, or insurance for the purchase or sale of an existing property in a
Runway Clear Zone or Clear Zone as defined in 24 CFR Part 51D? Yes __ No___. If “Yes,” the buyer must be
advised that the property is in a runway Clear Zone or Clear Zone, what the implications of such a location are,
and then there is a possibility that the property may, at a later date, be acquired by the airport operator. The
buyer must sign a statement acknowledging receipt of this information. The implementation of this requirement
must be made a condition in the environmental review findings and recommendations for this project.

Prepared by: Title

Date:
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Advisory
Council On
Historic
Preservation

The Old Post Office Building
1100 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, #809
Washington, X 20004
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Mr. Joln J. Leonard
Environmental Review Coordinator
O0ffice of the Mayvor
Office of Management md Budget
Municipal Building
New York, WY 13007

REF: Community Development Bleock Grant Program, Urban Development Action
Grant Program, Rental Rehabilitation Program, and Housing Development
Grant Program
New York, New York

Pear Mr. Leomard:

The enclosed Memorandum of Agreement for the referenced programs has bsen
ratified by the Chairman of the Council. This document constitutes Che
comments of the Council required by Section 106 of the Mational Historic
Praservation Act and the Council's regulations. A copy of the ratified
Agreement has also been sent to the New York State Historic Preservation
Officer,

I%&nk you for your cooperation.
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Advisory
Council On
Historic
Preservation

The Old Post Office Building
1100 Peansylvania Avenue, NW, #808
Washington, DC 20004

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

WHEREAS, the City of New York, New Yotk (City), has determined that
the proposed implementation of its Community Development Block Grant
Progrem, Urban Development itetion Grant Program, Rental Rehabilication
Program, and Housing Development Grant Program (Programs), with funds from
the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), will have an effect
on properties included in or eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places and has requested the comments of the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation (Council) pursuant to Section 106 of the
Kational Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470£) and its implementing
regulations, "Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties™ (36 CFR Part
800),

WHEREAS, the City's Unsafe Building Demolition and Seal-Up Program is
covered under a separate Memorandum, and

WHEREAS, this Memorandum of Agreement will supercede previous
Memoranda ratified February 9, 1981, and July 28, 1981,

NOW, THEREFORE, the City, the New York State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO), and the Couancil agree that the Programs shall be
implemented in accordance with the following stipulations in order to take

inteo account the effect of the programs on historic properties.

Stipulations

The City will ensure that the following measures are carried out.
1. Long Range identification.

A comprehensive survey of the City will be continued to identify districts,
sites, buildings, structures, and ob jects (hereafter "properties’) that may
meat the Criteria for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(36 CFR Section 60.6). The survey will be conducted in accordance with the
“Guidelines for the Location and Identification of Historic Properties
Containing Scientific, Prehistorie, Historical, or Archeological Data™ (36
CFR Part 66, Appendix B). The New York City Landmarks Preservation
Commission (LPC) will keep a comprehensive record of sll properties
surveyed.



(a) Upon completion of the survey, LPC, on behalf of the City and in

consultation with the New York SHPO, will apply the National Register
Criteria to the properties identified in the survey.

(b) If there is any question concerning the eligibility of a
property, the City sponsoring agency will submit the matter to the
Secretary of the Interior for a determination of eligibility for inclusion
in the National Register, in accordance with 36 CFR 63.2

(¢) Properties which have been determined to meet the National
Register criteria and which are designated New York City Landmarks will be
nominated by LPC, on behalf of the City, to the Rational Register through
the process provided for in the State of New York.

2. lInterim Identification.

Datil the survey is completed, preoperties that way De affected by the
Programs will be evaluated by LPC, on behalf of the City, against the

National Register criteria. This process of evaluation is detailed in the
attached "New York City Process.”

(a) Properties that appear to meet the Criteria will be considered
and treated as eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.

(b) 1If there is any question as to whether a property may meet the
Criteria, the City sponsoring agency will request a determination of
eligibility from the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with 36 CFR
Section 63.2.

3. Review and Treatment,

Properties that are determined eligible for the National Register,
nominated to the National Register, or listed in the National Register,
will be treated in the following manner:

(a) Prior to initiating work on a project, the City sponsoring agency
will submit documentation on the project to the New York SHPO for review
and comment, following the process detailed in the attached "New York City

Process."

(b) Properties that are to be rehabilitated will be rehabilitated in
accordance with the recommended approaches in "The Secretary of the
Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating
Historic Buildings" (Standards). The city will require that contracts for
rehabilitation work adhere to the Standards.

(¢) 1f the Standards cannot be met, or the proposed treatment of the
property is not rehabilitationm, or demolition is contemplated, or if the
contemplated action could have an indirect effect on such properties, prior
to taking any actiom, the City sponsoring agency will consult with the New
York SHPO and obtain the Council's comments pursuant to 36 CFR Section

800.6(a), (b) and Section 801.4(b), (c).

(d) Funding of commercial moving costs and purchase of machinery and
equipment will be exempt from the ahove-mentioned review process.



4. Ground-disturbing activirty

(a) Prior to any ground-disturbing activity, LPC, ou behalf of the
City, will determine the archeological sensitivity of pre ject areas., For
those areas determined archeologically sensitive, the city sponsoring
agency will submit documentation to the New York SHPO. This Teview process
is detailed in the attached "New York City Process."

(b) 1f, after reviewing the documentation, the New York SHPO, in
consultation with LPC, determines that the potential for significant
archeological resources exists, then an archeological survey (field

testing) of the affected area will be undertaken by the City spounsoring
agency in consultation with the New York SHPO.

(¢) The New York SHPO will evaluate the results of the survey and
determine if there are archeological resources eligible for the National
Register. If eligible resources exist, they will be avoided or preserved
in place whenever feasible. When thie is not feasible, the New York SHPO
will be consulted, and a treatment consistent with the Council's handbook,
"Ireatment of Archeological Properties,” and approved by the New York SHPO
will be developed and implemented.

5. Personnel Training

All City agencies receiving funding through the Programs will send a
representative to an annual training session with the New York SHFO staff
architect on the application of the Standards.

6. Renewal.

This Memorandum of Agreement will continue in force in perpetulty. At two
year intervals, the City and the New York SHPO will review and evaluate the
Memorandum for possible modifications, termination, or extension. At the
request of any of the parties, this Agreement may be reviewed for possible
modification or termination at any time.

Execution of this Memorandum of Agreement evidences that the City has
afforded the Council a reasonable opportunity to comment on the Frograws
and that the City has taken into account the effects of the Programs on
historic properties.
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NEW YORK CITY PROCESS

The following process applies to activities funded through the Community
Development Block Grant Program, the Urban Development Action Grant Program,
the Rental Rehsbilitation Program, and the Housing Development Grant Program

(Programs)}.

I. All Gity agencies rtequesting funding through the Programs will send the
Environmental Review Unit of Budget (OMB) three copies of the environmental
reviews. OMB will send the New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission
(LPC) one copy of the environmental review., The City sponsoring agency, when
required-by-LPE, will send photographs and maps itemizing properties under
consideration.

2. LPC will analyze each review and will send OMB a response, within two
weeks of receipt of the reviews, indicatiag those projects which may affect
properties that are listed in the National Register of Historic Places or, in
LPC's opinion, appear to meet the criteria for listing in the National
Register, or which are proposed for areas that appear to be archeoclogically
sensitive.

LPC shall consider the following criteria when conducting its analysis:

(a) individual exterior significance of any property to be affected by
the Programs;

{(b) context of any property to be affected by the Programs (designated
or potentisl historic district?)

{c) proximity of any property to be affected by the Programs to a
designated or potential historic district.

In addition, for any project involving ground disturbance, LPC will evaluate
the project area against the New York SHPO's "Archeological Site Sensitivity
Model™ and other documeuntation maintained by LPU to determine the area’s
likelihood of yielding significant archeological remains.

3, ‘For all projects involving properties listed in the National Register of
Historic Places, or that appear to wmeet the criteria for listing in the
National Register, or that appear to be archeologically sensitive as
determined by LPC, OMB will then notify the sponsoring agency to submit the
Project Review Checklist, including maps and necessary photographs, to the
New York State Historic Preservation Officer {SHPC) for review., For areas
that appear to be archeologically sensitive, the sponsoring agency will
submit an historical background report (Stage lA archeological report)
desribing the developmental history of the area from prehistoric to present
times; this report will zlso contain information concerning prior ground
disturbance. The sponsoring agency will supply OMB with a copy of the
Project Review Checklist and/or the archeological historical background
report submitted to the New York SHPO.




4. Upon receipt of the Project Review Checklist, the New York SEPO will
review the information supplied and comment in 30 days. If rhe sponsoring
agency submission is inadequate to complete review, the Rew York EHPO will
notify the City spoasoring agency and OMB within 15 working days., When the
New York SHPO receives adequate information, the 30-day comment period will
begin.
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NYC Coastal Barrier Map
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USFWS Correspondence and
NYC Endangered Species by County (Current)



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Leng Island Field Office
340 Smith Road
Shirley, NY 11967
Phone: (631) 286-0485 Fax: (631) 286-4003
http://www.fws.gov/northeast/nyfo

To: [Mr. Aaron Werner, City Of NY Dept. of HPD Date: [May 2, 2016

USFWS File No: ‘

Regarding your: [X letter [ FAX [ E-mail dated: |april7,2016

For project; fHUD/HOME Fiscal Year 2015 Grant

Located: |Boroughs of Manhattan, Bronx, Staten Island & Queens (other than Rockaway Peninsula)

In Town/County: !

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

X Acknowiedges receipt of your "no effect” determination. No further ESA coordination or consultation is required.

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

o Is taking no action pursuant to ESA or any other legislation at this time but would like to be kept informed of project
developments.

As a reminder, untit the proposed project is complete, we recommend that you check our website

(http://www fws.govinortheast/nyfo/es/section7 htm) every 80 days from the date of this letter to ensure that

listed species presencefabsence information for the proposed project area is current. Should project plans change or
additional information on listed or proposed species or critical habitat become available, this determination may be
reconsidered.

Pursuant to the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661 et
seq.),

Is taking no action pursuant to FWCA

Requests additional time for review. I due to lack of funding.
™ 1s providing FWCA comments (see attached). X Has no objection pursuant to the FWCA.
™ Will provide FWCA comm?nts separately, 7 r Is taking no action pursuant to the FWCA at this time
/ < but would like to be kept informed of project developments.

USFWS Contact(s):

///&71,\4;5 _,fjlf/;"z,-f;Jw:w»-:f”'{L oate 5120

Supervisor; -,




FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

ALBANY
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Historic)

Indiana bat (W/S)?
Karner blue butterfly

ALLEGANY
Bald eagle?

BRONX?

BROOME
Bald eagle?

CATTARAUGUS
Bald eagle
Clubshell
Rayed bean

CAYUGA
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)

CHAUTAUQUA
Bald eagle
Clubshell
Rayed bean

CHEMUNG
Bald eagle?

CHENANGO
Bald eagle?

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Lycaeides melissa samuelis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Pleurobema clava
Villosa fabalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Pleurobema clava
Villosa fabalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

CLINTON
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)

COLUMBIA
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)
New England cottontail

CORTLAND
Bald eagle?

DELAWARE
Bald eagle
Dwarf wedgemussel
Northern monkshood

DUTCHESS
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Dwarf wedgemussel

(Housatonic River Drainage)

Indiana bat (S)
New England cottontail

ERIE
Bald eagle?

ESSEX
Indiana bat (W/S)

FRANKLIN
Bald eagle?

FULTON
Bald eagle?

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Sylvilagus transitionalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Alasmidonta heterodon
Aconitum noveboracense

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Alasmidonta heterodon

Myotis sodalis

Sylvilagus transitionalis
Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

GENESEE
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Historic)

Eastern massasauga
Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Historic)
Houghton’s goldenrod

GREENE
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)

HAMILTON
Bald eagle?

HERKIMER?

JEFFERSON
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (W/S)
Piping plover {Designated Critical Habitat}

KINGS?

LEWIS
Indiana bat (S)

LIVINGSTON
Bald eagle?

MADISON
American hart's-tongue fern

Chittenango ovate amber snail
Indiana bat (S)

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Sistrurus catenatus catenatus

Platanthera leucophaea

Solidago houghtonii

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Myotis sodalis

Charadrius melodus

Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Asplenium scolopendrium var.
americana

Novisuccinea chittenangoensis

Myotis sodalis
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)
This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed
and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name Scientific Name Status
MONROE
Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus D
Bog turtle (Riga and Sweden Townships) Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii T
MONTGOMERY?
NASSAU
Piping plover’ Charadrius melodus T
Roseate tern Sterna dougallii dougallii E
Sandplain gerardia Agalinis acuta E
Seabeach amaranth Amaranthus pumilus T
Small whorled pogonia (Historic) Isotria medeoloides T
NEW YORK?
NIAGARA
Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus D
Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Historic) Platanthera leucophaea T
ONEIDA
Bog turtle (Camden, Florence Townships) Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii T
Indiana bat (S) Myotis sodalis E
ONONDAGA
American hart's-tongue fern Asplenium scolopendrium var.
americana T
Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus D
Bog turtle Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii T
Eastern massasauga Sistrurus catenatus catenatus C
Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Historic) Platanthera leucophaea T
Indiana bat (W/S) Myotis sodalis E
Small whorled pogonia (Historic) Isotria medeoloides T
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

ONTARIO
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Phelps Township)

ORANGE
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Dwarf wedgemussel
Indiana bat (S)
Small whorled pogonia

ORLEANS
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Clarendon Township)
Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Historic)

OSWEGO
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)
Piping plover {Designated Critical Habitat}

OTSEGO
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Historic)

PUTNAM
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)
New England cottontail

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Alasmidonta heterodon

Myotis sodalis

Isotria medeoloides

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Clemmys muhlenbergii
Platanthera leucophaea

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Charadrius melodus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Sylvilagus transitionalis
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED
SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

QUEENS
Piping plover
Roseate tern
Seabeach amaranth

RENSSELAER
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)®

RICHMOND?

ROCKLAND
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)
Small whorled pogonia

SARATOGA
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)*
Karner blue butterfly

SCHENECTADY
Indiana bat (S)*
Karner blue butterfly

SCHOHARIE
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)*

SCHUYLER
Leedy's roseroot

Scientific Name

Charadrius melodus
Sterna dougallii dougallii
Amaranthus pumilus

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys[=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Isotria medeoloides (Historic)

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis
Lycaeides melissa samuelis

Myotis sodalis
Lycaeides melissa samuelis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Rhodiola integrifolia ssp. leedyi
(=Sedum integrifolium ssp. 1.)
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

SENECA
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)

ST. LAWRENCE
Bald eagle
Indiana bat (S)

STEUBEN
Bald eagle
Northeastern bulrush

SUFFOLK
Kemp’s [=Atlantic] ridley turtle!
Green turtle
Hawksbill turtle*
Leatherback turtle®
Loggerhead turtle
Piping plover’
Roseate tern
Sandplain gerardia
Seabeach amaranth
Small whorled pogonia (Historic)

SULLIVAN
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Dwarf wedgemussel

Indiana bat (S)
Northern wild monkshood

TIOGA
Bald eagle?

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Scirpus ancistrochaetus

Lepidochelys kempi
Chelonia mydas
Eretmochelys imbricate
Dermochelys coriacea
Caretta caretta
Charadrius melodus
Sterna dougallii dougallii
Agalinis acuta
Amaranthus pumilus
Isotria medeoloides

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Alasmidonta heterodon

Myotis sodalis
Aconitum noveboracense

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)

This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed

and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY
Common Name

TOMPKINS
Bald eagle
Bog turtle (Historic)

ULSTER
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (W/S)
Northern wild monkshood
Small whorled pogonia (Historic)

WARREN
Bog turtle (Historic)

Indiana bat (W/S)
Karner blue butterfly

WASHINGTON
Indiana bat (S)
Small whorled pogonia (Historic)

WAYNE
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Eastern prairie fringed orchid (Historic)
Indiana bat (S)

WESTCHESTER
Bald eagle
Bog turtle

Indiana bat (S)
New England cottontail

Scientific Name

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Aconitum noveboracense

Isotria medeoloides

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii
Myotis sodalis

Lycaeides melissa samuelis

Myotis sodalis
Isotria medeoloides

Haliaeetus leucocephalus
Clemmys [=Glyptemys]

muhlenbergii
Platanthera leucophaea
Myotis sodalis

Haliaeetus leucocephalus

Clemmys [=Glyptemys]
muhlenbergii

Myotis sodalis

Sylvilagus transitionalis
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FEDERALLY LISTED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED

SPECIES AND CANDIDATE SPECIES IN NEW YORK (By County)
This list represents the best available information regarding known or likely County occurrences of Federally-listed
and candidate species and is subject to change as new information becomes available.

COUNTY

Common Name Scientific Name Status
WYOMING

Bald eagle? Haliaeetus leucocephalus D
YATES

Bald eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus D

Leedy's roseroot Rhodiola integrifolia ssp. leedyi

(=Sedum integrifoliumssp.1.) T

E=endangered T=threatened P=proposed C=candidate D=delisted

W=winter S=summer - Please note that the Indiana bat may occur in additional counties but we have listed the
counties with the greatest likelihood of Indiana bat presence.

! Except for sea turtle nesting habitat, principal responsibility for these species is vested with the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries. Please visit the following website for more information
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/species/esa.htm.

2 Except for occasional transient individuals, no Federally-listed or proposed endangered or threatened species, or candidate
species under our jurisdiction are known to exist in these counties.

® While Indiana bats were known to winter in Albany County, we now believe they are likely extirpated or in such small
numbers that it is unlikely that they would be present and impacted by any specific proposed projects in Albany, Rensselaer,
Saratoga, Schenectady, and Schoharie Counties. This determination may change as we receive new information.

* Piping plovers are found in Suffolk and Nassau County; however, their early successional habitat is only found at the
shoreline, on barrier islands, sandy beaches, and dredged material disposal islands. Please see the fact sheet at
http://nyfo.fws.gov/es/PipingPloverFactSheet07.pdf for more information on suitable habitat.
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Attachment 6
Airport Clear Zones
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Attachment 7
HOME-funded HPD Programs — FY 2015



Fiscal Year 2015
HOME-Funded HPD Programs

Supportive Housing Loan Program (SHLP)
Funds the acquisition and new construction or rehabilitation of properties by not for profit organizations
for the purpose of developing new permanent housing for homeless and low income single adults. Many
projects also provide for the supportive services needs of those residents with special needs, i.e., mental
illness histories of substance abuse and AIDS related illness. The required tenant mix of all SRO Loan
Program funded projects is 60 percent homeless (referred by DHS's Shelter Placement Division, HRA's
HIV/AIDS Services Administration (HASA) or HPD's Division of Relocation Operations) and 40% low
income and community referrals. Most homeless rentals are to individuals with annual gross incomes of
no greater than 50 percent of median; non homeless rental eligibility requires individual median incomes
of no greater than 60 percent of median. Loans are funded under Article 8, and 11 of the State Private
Housing Finance Law and are provided at zero or one percent interest for terms of up to 30 years. Support
and operating subsidies are funded through the use of Section 8 and McKinney Program Rental
Assistance, DHS SRO Support Services contracts, Department of Mental Health Community Support
Service contracts, or HRA contracts for support services for PWASs. In addition, many projects obtain an
allocation of tax credits from the Federal Low Income Tax Credit Program. Proceeds of the sale of these
credits are used to fund social service and operating reserves.

HOME Tenant-Based Rental Assistance
The New York City Department of Housing Preservation and Development (HPD) intends to develop a
Tenant- Based Rental Assistance (TBRA) program using HOME Program funds. HPD plans to offer
rental assistance to assist approximately 750 eligible families, based on funding availability.

HPD plans to serve only those families who meet all three of the following qualifications: 1) households
are very low-income (that is, total adjusted household income is not more than 50% of Area Median
Income (AMI)); and 2) households have lost expected rental assistance within the last 15 months through
no fault of their own; and 3)households are referred to HPD by other Public Housing Agencies (PHAS)
that administer Housing Choice Voucher (HCV) programs in the City of New York.

HPD will offer rental assistance up to 110% of the federally set Fair Market Rent (FMR) for New York
City. The program is designed to last for one year, with a possibility that it may be extended one
additional year.

Under the program, families pay the highest of the following amounts, rounded to the nearest dollar:

* 30% of the family‘s monthly adjusted income;

* 10% of the family‘s monthly gross income;

» Welfare Rent (that part of welfare assistance received from a public agency, specifically
designated by that agency to meet the family‘s actual housing costs); or

« The minimum rent established by HPD for the HOME Tenant-Based Rental Assistance is $50.

HomeFirst Down Payment Assistance Program
The Homefirst Program offers down payment assistance to first-time homebuyers. Eligible homebuyers
can qualify for a forgivable loan to use toward down payment and/or closing costs on a one- to four-
family home, condominium, or cooperative purchased in one of the five boroughs of New York City. The
amount of the forgivable loan will be up to $25,000.

Eligible borrowers must be first-time homebuyers with a maximum annual household income up to 80%
of Area Median Income (AMI) (as of May 2010 that amount is $63,350 for a family of four, adjustable



for family size); purchase a one- to four-family home, condominium, or cooperative in one of the five
boroughs of New York City; have a satisfactory employment history to qualify for a mortgage loan; have
their own savings to contribute toward down payment and closing costs; successfully complete a

homebuyer education course with an HPD-approved counseling agency; and occupy the property as their
primary residence for at least ten years.



