Department of
Ediscation

July 21, 2011

The Honorable Christine C. Quinn
Speaker of the Council

City Hall

New York, New York 10007

Dear Speaker Quinn:

The New York City School Gonstruction Authority (SCA) has undertaken its site
selection process for the following proposed school:

e P.8. 315, Queens

¢ New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility
e Block 1613, Lot 17

e Southwest corner of 97™ Place and 43™ Avenue

e Community Schoo! District No. 24

» Queens Community Board No. 4

The proposed site contains a total of approximately 55,000 square feet of lot area
(1.26 acres) and contains an occupied industrial building located at the
southwest corner of 97th Place and 43rd Avenue. Under the proposed project,
the SCA would gcquire the site, demolish the existing on-site structures and
construct a new, approximately 1,100-Seat primary school facility serving
students in Community School District No. 24.

The Notice of Filing of the Site Plan was published in the New York Post and the
City Record on April 1, 2011. Queens Community Board No. 4 was notified on
April 1, 2011, and was asked to hold a public hearing on the proposed Site Plan.
Queens Community Board No. 4 held a hearing on the site on May 10, 2011, and
submitted written comments recommending against the proposed site. The City
Planning Commission was also notified on April 1, 2011 and recommended in
favor of the proposed site.

30-30 Thomson Avénue 7184728000 T
Leng Island Clty, NY 11101 7184728840 F
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The SCA has considered all comments received on the proposed project and
affirms the Site Plan pursuant to §1731.4 of the Public Authorities Law. In
accordance with §1732 of the Public Authorities Law, the SCA is submitting the
enclosed Site Plan to the Mayor and the Council for consideration. Enclosed also
are copies of the Environmental Assessment and Negative Declaration that have
been prepared for this project.

The SCA looks forward to your favorable consideration of the proposed Site
Plan, If you have any questions regarding this Site Plan or would like further
information, please contact me at (718) 472-8220 at your convenience.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

c. Hon. Michael R. Bloomberg (w/o attachments}
Mon. Leroy G. Comrie, Land Use Committee
Hon. Brad Lander, Subcommittee on Landmarks,
Public Siting and Maritime Uses
Hon. Julissa Ferretas, District Councilmember
Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor
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July 21, 2011

The Honorable Michael R. Bloomberg
Mayor

City Hall

New York; New York 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg:

The New York City School Construction Autherity (SCA) has undertaken its site
selection process for the following proposed schogl:

+ P.S. 315, Queens

+ New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility
« Block 1613, Lot 17

« Southwest corner of 97" Place and 43" Avenue

+ Community School District No. 24

* Queens Community Board No. 4

The proposed site contains a total of approximately 55,000 square feet of lot area
(1.26 acres) and contains an occupied industrial building located at the
southwest corner of 97th Place and 43rd Avenue. Under the proposed project,
the SCA would acquire the site, demolish the existing on-site structures, and
canstruct a new, approximately 1,100-Seat primary school facility serving
students in Community School District No. 24.

The Notice of Filing of the Site Plan was published in theé New York Post and the
City Record on April 1, 2011. Queens Community Board No. 4 was notified on
April 1, 2011, and was asked to hold a public hearing on the proposed Site Plan.
Queens Community Board No. 4 held a hearing on the site on May 10, 2011, and
submitted written comments recommending against the proposed site. The Clty
Planning Commission was alsaé notified on Apnl 1, 2011 and recommended in
favor of the proposed site.

B0-30 Thomson Avenue 718472 8000 T
Long Island City, NY 11101 7184728840 F
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e ] The SCA has considered all comments received an the proposed project and
affirms the Site Plan pursuant to §1731.4 of the Public Authorities Law. In
accordance with §1732 of the Public Authorities Law, the SCA is submitting the
enclosed Site Plan to your Honor and the Council for consideration. Enclosed
g also are copies of the Environmental Assessment and Negative Declaration that
Department of have been prepared for this project.

Education :

The SCA looks forward to your favorable consideration of the proposed Site
Plan. If you have any questions regarding this Site Plan or would like further
information, please contact me at {718) 472-8220 at your convenience.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

c. Hon. Christine C. Quinn (w/o attachments)
Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor



NOTICE OF FILING

NEW YORK CITY SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice
has been filed for the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17 and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed
project, located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new,
approximately 1,100-seat primary school facility serving Community School
District No. 24.

The proposed site contains a total of approximately 55,000 square feet of lot area
(1.26 acres) and contains an occupied industrial building located at the
southwest corner of 97" Place and 43™ Avenue. Site plans and a summary
thereof for the proposed action are available at:

New York City School Construction Authority
30-30 Thomson Avenue '
Long Island City, New York 11101

Attention: Ross J. Holden
Comments on the proposed actions are to be sent to the New Yofk City School

Construction Authority at the above address and wiil be accepted until May 16,
2011.

For publication in the New York Post (5 Borough Edition) and the City Record on
April 1, 2011.
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ALTERNATE SITES ANALYSES

NEW, APPROXIMATELY
1,100-SEAT PRIMARY SCHOOL
96-18 43R AVENUE
BLOCK 1613, LOT 17

The following locations were also considered as potential sites for a school in
District 24.

1. 111-02 Astoria Boulevard (Block 1705, Lots 1, 5, 10, 61) This
approximately 33,000 square foot assemblage is on the corner of Astoria
Boulevard 111™ Street. It is currently used as a warehouse and demolition
equipment business. The Department of Education conducted a
preliminary review and determined that the site would not be suitable for a
school due to the property’s proximity to a heavily used intersection as
well as the site’s industrial context.

2. 47-01 108™ Street (Block 2003, Lot 1) This site consists of approximately
20,000 square feet of lot area improved with an approximately 5,000
square foot garage. The site was dropped for consideration given the
narrowness of the adjoining avenue and its heavy use for both cars and
large trucks.

3. 79-48 Albion Avenue (Block 1537, Lots 48 and 62) This property, in an
M-1 zoning district, was offered for sale. A preliminary review determined
that the site was irregular. It was determined that given its size and shape,
this property was not suitable for a school. The site was dropped from
further consideration.

4. 112-22 to 112-44 Roosevelt Avenue (Block 2013 - Lots 26, 39, 31, 32
and 37) This assemblage was offered for sale. This site was dropped from
consideration at this time due to the proximity of the site to the elevated
Number 7 train tracks, and its location at a heavily trafficked intersection.



COMMUNITY BOARD #4Q

REV YORKCITY SCHOQL  Serving: Corona, Corona Heights, Elmhusst, and Newtown
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY  46-11 104™ Street

Corona, New York 11368-2882
IEMAY 16 PM 2022 pelephone: 718-760-3141  Fax: 718-760-5971

- e-mail @nyc.1r.co
OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL L q;) - jyeeom
Helen Marshall _ ‘Q\U)‘ ’ WL‘J’ < O Anthony R, Moreno
Borough President % ) % 2 L Chaixperson
Barry Grodenchil =R Richard Italiano
Deputy Borough President District Manager
Director of Community Boards
May 11, 2011

New York City School Construction Authority
30-30 Thomson Avenue
Long Island City, NY 11101

Attention: Ross J. Holden

Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear J. Holden,

NYC School Construction Authority proposes site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other property in
the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project, located in the Borough of Queens, for
the construction of a new, approximately 1, 100 seat primary scheol facility in

Community School District No 24.

The site is located at 96-18 43 Avenue, located at the intersection of 97 Place and 43™ Avenue.

The proposed site contains a total of approximately 55,000 square feet of lot area (1 26 acres) and contains an
occupied industrial building located at the southwest corner of 97" Place and 43" Avenue.

The site is known as PS 315Q.

A Public Hearing was held on May 10, 2011. All testimony was against this location citing concerns of safety to
the children, parents, and FDNY employees.

On May 10, 2011 after the Public Hearing Community Board #4Q reviewed the testimony from the Public
Hearing and by a unanimous vote denied the location of PS 315Q based on the safety concerns of the students,
parents and FDNY employees.

Please contact the-office of Community Board #4Q with any questions.
Sincerely,

Richard I
District Manager, CB #4Q



CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF NEW YORK

QFFICE OF THE CHaIR

April 29,2011

Lorraine Grillo

President and CEQ

New York City School Construction Author ty
30-30 Thomson Avenue

Long Island City, NY 11101-3045

Dear Ms. Grillo,

This is In response o your letter of April 1, 2011 in which notice was given to the City Planning
Commission of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17 in the borough of Queens
(Community District 4) for the construction of a 1,100-seat Primary School facility for
Community School District 24.

In view of the need for additional primary school capacity in this school district, the City
Planning Commission recommends in favor of the proposed site for a new school facility for
CsSD 24,

Very sincerely,

Ry v —"\

Amanda M. Burden

C: Kathleen Grimm
Ross Holden
Sarah Goldwyn
John Young

Amanda M. Burden, FAICE Chair
22 Reade Stroet, New York, NY 10007-1216
(212) 720.3200 FAX (212} 720-3319
nye.gav/planning

B/ Hovd ONINNY 1A ALID B6PE-BC.L-218 G811 TiBe/pB/SH
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April 1, 2011

Kathleen Grimm

Deputy Chancellor for Operations

New York City Department of Education
52 Chambers Street

New York, New York 10007

Re: New, Approximately 1,1 OO-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Cominunity School District No.. 24 '

Dear Kathleen:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed acquisition of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property located in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed
project, located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new,

approximately 1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24.

By statute, the SCA is required to complete the site selection process before
acquiring real property or starting construction of new schools. This process begins
with formal noftifications to the Department of Education, City Planning Commission,
and the affected Community Board. The notification initiates a thirty (30) day period
within which the Community Board is required to hold a public hearing, after which it
has an additional fifteen (15) days to submit written comments. Following completion
of this 45-day period, the SCA can submit the proposed site for approval by the City
Council and Mayor. Only after the City Council and Mayor approve the site can the
SCA acquire the site. ‘

Attached are copies of the Notice of Filing, the Site Plan, and the Alternate Sites
Analyses for the proposed action. The SCA will accept public comments on this
proposed action until May 16, 2011. All comments will be taken into consideration in
the SCA's final decision regarding this matter. If you require any additional
information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross at (718) 472-8220.

/
: AN
4Jf

Sincerely,

/
President and CEO

Attachments

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000T
Long island City, NY 11101 718472 8840F
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SCA April 1, 2011

Scheal Construction Authority

Amanda M. Burden, FAICP
Chairperson

City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Department of
Education

Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Ms. Burden:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue.

Attached please find copies of the Notice of Filing, Site Plan, and Alternate Sites
Analyses for the proposed action. The Authority: will accept public comments on this
proposed action until May 16, 2011, All comments will be taken into consideration in
the Authority’s final decision regarding this matter.

If you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross J.
- Holden, Vice President and General Counsel, at (718) 472-8220.

Sincgrely,

: Z
Lorrdine Grill
President and CEQ

oy Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Sarah Whitham, NYC Department of City Planning

30-20 Thomson Avenue 718 472 8000 T
Long Island City, NY 11101 718472 8840F
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SCA Aprii 1, 2011

Schaol Construction Authority

Mr. Anthony Moreno _
Chairperson 1
Queens Community Board No. 4 |
46-11 104" Street

Department o
Education Corona, New York 11368

Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Mr. Moreno:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue.

“Section 1731.2 states that within thirty (30) days of this notice, a public hearing with
sufficient public notice shall be held by each affected community board on any or all
aspects of the Site Plan, You may request the attendance of representatives of the
Authority or Department of Education at this hearing.

in addition, §1731.3 states that within forty-five (45) days of this notice, each affected
community board shall prepare and submit to the Authority written corhments on the
Site Plan. Aitached please find copies of the Notice of Filing, Site Plan, and Alternate
Sites Analyses for the proposed action. The Authority will accept pub[tc comments on
this proposed action until May 16, 2011. Al comments will be taken into
consideration in the Authority's final deci'sion regarding this matter.

If you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice President and General Counsel, at (718) 472-8220.

Slncerely,

g hts

Lorralne Grillo
President and CEO

Attachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Mi. Richard ltaliano, District Manager, Queens Community District No. 4

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T
L.ong Island City, NY 11101 718 472 8840 F
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SCA April 1, 2011

School Construction Authority

The Honorable Helen Marshall
President, Borough of Queens
120-55 Queens Boulevard

Kew Gardens, New York 11424

ep[nent of
Education Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens

Community School District No. 24
BDear Borough President Marshall:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 4 and the City Planning
Commission. The Notice of Filing for this site selection will be published in the New
York Post and City Record on April 1, 2011, and the SCA will coritinue to accept
public comments until May 16, 2011.

| have also attached the Site Plan and Aliernate Sites Analyses for your review. If

you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincetely,

Forraine Gri
President and CEQ

Attachmenfs
c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T

Leng Island City, NY 11101 7184728840 F
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SCA April 1, 2011

Schao! Construction Authority

The Honorable Christine C. Quinn
Speaker of the City Councﬂ

City Hall

New York, New York 10007

Department of
Education

Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Speaker Quinn:

Pursuant fo §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue. .

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 4 and the City Planning
Commission. The Notice of Filing for this site selection will be published in the New
York Post and City Record on April 1, 2011, and the SCA will continue to accept
public comments until May 16, 2011.

| have also attached the Site Plan and Alternate Sites Analyses for your review. If
you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice Presidentand General Counsel at (718} 472-8220.

Sincerely,
V'
W

orraine Grillo/
President and CEO

Altachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Chairperson Leroy G. Comrig, Jr. Land Use Committee
Chairperson Brad Lander, Subcommittee anh Landmarks,

Public Siting and Maritime Uses
Hon. Julissa Ferreras, Disttict Councilmember
Gail Benjamin, Director, Land Use Division
Alonzo Carr, Land Use Division

30-30 Thomson Avenue 718 472 8000 T
Long Island City, NY 11104 718 472 8840 F
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SCA April 1, 2011

Sehool Construction Authority

The Honorable Francisco P. Moya
New York State Assembly, 39™ District
82-11 37th Avenue, Suite 709A
Jackson Heights, New York 11372

Department of .
Educati {
Heation Re:  New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens

Community School District No. 24
Dear Assemblyman Moya:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
propetty in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the canstruction: of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 4 and the City Planning
Commission. The Notice of Filing for this site selection will be published in the New
York Post and City Record on April 1, 2011, and the SCA will continue o accept
public comments until May 16, 2011.

.| have also attached the Site Plan and Alternate Sites Analyses for your review. If

you require any additional information, please do not hesitate o contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely,

Lgrraine Grillo:
President and CEO

Attachments
c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
30-30 Thomson Avenus 7184728000 T

Long Island City, NY 11101 Ti84728340F
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SCA April 1, 2011

Schaol Construction Authority

The Honorable Jose Peralta

New York State Senate, 12" District
District Office

32-37 Junction Boulevard

quaﬂn;lent of ‘ -
Education East Elmhurst, New York 11369

Re: New, Approximately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear State Senator Peralta:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby glven of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenus, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue.

This nofification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 4 and the City Planning
Commission. The Notice of Filing for this site selection will be published in the New
York Post and City Record on Agpril 1, 2011, and the SCA will continue to accept
public comments until May 16, 201 1.

| have also attached the Site Plan and Alternate Sites Analyses for your review. If

you require any additional information, please do not hesitate fo contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Iy,

Sinc

Lorraine Grillo
President and CEO

Attachments
C: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T

Long Island City, NY 11101 718472 8840 F
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Schoal Gonstruction Authority ©

Department of
Education

April 1, 2011

Mr. Nick Comaianni

President

Community Educaticn Council No. 24
68-10 Central Avenue

Glendale, New York 11385

Re: New, Approkimately 1,100-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Mr. Comaianni:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 1613, Lot 17, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposed project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately
1,100-seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The site is
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue, located at the intersection of 97th Place and 43rd
Avenue, -

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 4 and the City Planning
Commission. We have requested that Queens Community Board No. 4 hold a public
hearing on the proposed site selection within thirty (30) days of this notice, and the
SCA will continue to accept public comments until May 16, 2011.

| have also aftached the Site Plan and Alternate Sites Analyses for your review. If
you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact Ross J.
Holden, Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Lorraine Grillo
President and CEQ

Attachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations

30-30 Thomson Avenue
Long Island City, NY 11101

7184728000 T
718 472 8B40 F
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Department of
Education

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
NOTICE OF DETERMINATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE

DATE: July 20, 2011
SEQR PROJECT NO.: 12-004
LEAD AGENCY: New York City School Construction AUthorit'y

30-30 Thomson Avenue
Long Island City, New York 11101-3045

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations
pertaining to Article 8 (State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the -
Environmental Conservation Law. Pursuant to §1730.2 of the Public Authorities
Law, the New York City School Construction Authority (SCA) is SEQR Lead
Agency. '

The SCA, as Lead Agency, has determined that the proposed action described
below will not have a significant effect on the quality of the environment, and a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) will not be prepared.

NAME OF ACTION: P.S. 315, Queens.
New, Approximately 1,100-Seat
Primary School Facility and Schoolyard

LOCATION: 96-18 43" Avenue
Tax Block 1613, Lot 17

SEQR STATUS: Unlisted
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Description of Action:

On behalf of the New York City Department of Education (DOE), the New York
City School Construction Authority (SCA) proposes the site selection, acceptance
of construction funding, and construction of a new, approximately 1,100-seat
primary scheot facility and associated schoolyards in the Corona section of
Queens. Construction of this proposed facility would be conducted pursuant to
DOE's Capital Plan for Fiscal Years 2010-2014.

The proposed site is located at 96-18 43" Avenue, at the southwest corner of
97th Place and 43rd Avenue in Community School District No. 24, The site is
comprised of approximately 55,000 square feet in [ot area and contains an

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T
Long island City; NY 111014 7184728840 F
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Schogl Constriction Authority

Department of
Education

P.S. 315, Queens

SEQR Project No. 12-004
Negative Declaration

July 20, 2011

industrial building with various commercial uses. The site-is adjoined by a two-
story cofnmercial building on 43" Avenue, and a vacant two-story building along
44" Avenue.

The proposed project is intended o address the need for additional public school
capacity in the area, as identified in DOE's Five-Year Capital Plan for Fiscal
Years 2010-2014. According to the Capital Plan, a total of 4,491 additional seats
at the primary and intermediate school levels are required in District No. 24. The
new facility is expected to help relieve overcrowded conditions at nearby District
No. 24 schools, such as P.S. 19, which is located at 98-02 Roosevelt Avenue,
less than one-half mile from the proposed site. During the 2009-2010 school
year, the P.S. 19 school organization occupied its main building, a minibuilding
and Transportable Classroom Units that adjoined the main building. All of these
facilities were overutilized during the 2008-2010 year, and operated at 127, 118
and 143 percent of their respective target capacities.

Under the proposed project, the SCA would demolish the existing on-site
structure and construct a new primary school facility. Based on preliminary
design concept, the new school facility would be five stories in height, and would
contain approximately 131,500 gross square feet, consisting of general education
classrooms, cafeteria and gymnasium/assembly space, library, administrative
and support space, An 14,500 square foot play area is also included in the
design. The SCA would move forward with acquisition of the property in 2012,
and student occupancy of the completed facility is expected to begin in Fall,
2015. '

Reasons Supporting This Determination:

A comprehensive Enviranmental Assessment Form (EAF) and Supplemental
Environmental Studies for this action were completed and issued on July 20,
2011. Based upan those documents (which are appended hereto), the SCA has
determined that the proposed project will have no significant adverse impacts on
environmental conditions related to the following areas: land use, zoning and
public policy; socioeconomic conditions; community facilities: open space;
shadows; historic and cultural resources; urban design and visual resources;
community character; natural resources; hazardous materials; infrastructure;
solid waste and sanitation services; energy; transportation; air quality; noise;
construction-related impacts; and, public health.

The key findings related to the analysis of the fo"owing four environmental

impact areas in the Environmental Assessment are discussed In greater detail
below:

Page 2 of 8
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School Construction Authority

Pepartment of
Education

P.S. 315, Queens

SEQR Project No. 12-004
Negative Declaration
July 20, 2011

Zoning and Public Policy

- The project site contains a portion of a mapped street along 44th Avenue, which

is currently being used by the existing warehouse as a driveway and loading
area. The SCA has confirmed that the City does not plan to widen the street to its
fully mapped width (and such widening would require the acquisition of several
private properties) and shall coordinate with the New York City Department of
Transportation (NYCDOT) and the New York City Department of City Planning
(DCP) to madify the official City Map to conform the mapped street width to the
width of the existing and built nght-of-way The SCA will undertake this proposed
City Map change, which will require review and approval pursuant to the City's
Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP).upon receipt of site plan
approval. The demapping of the unbuilt street bed extension would not affect
zoning on the project site or in the study area.

Historic and Cultural Resources

The existing on-site structure, which is the former Tiffany Studxos Complex, is a
known historic resource, and its demolition would constitute an Adverse Impact
under Section 14.09 of the New York State Historic Preservation Law. As such,
the SCA has initiated and would continue consuitation with the New York State
Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) regarding the
proposed project and specific measures that would be included within the project
to reduce the impact fo historic resources below the level of significance. Those
measures would include preparation and distribution of HABS
photodocumentation of the existing historic structure, continued consultation with
OPRHP regarding the final design of the new school building, and also the
development and placement of an interpretive panel on the new school building
that would acknowledge the history associated with the site. The final measures,
which may include additional items to be negotiated between SCA and OPRHP,
would be established in a Letter of Resolution (LOR).

Transportaﬂon

Concurrent with the proposed school project, the SCA is also currently pursuing
plans to develop a new 785-seat (ntermediate School (1.8.) at 97-36 43rd Avenue
(Q311), one block east of the proposed project. The new 1.S. at 97-36 43rd
Avenue is currently anticipated to be completed by the proposed project's Build
Year, 2015. However, in the event that the new 1.S. is not consiructed by 2015,
the transportation impact analyses considered two analysis scenarios for the
future without the proposed project—Scenario One includes construction of the
785-seat 1.S. by 2015, and Scenario Two assumes that the new 1.S. is not
constructed by 2015.

Scenario One

Under Scenario One, in addition to general background growth of the
surrounding neighborhood, both proposed schools in the study area are
expected o be completed by the year 2015. Vehicular and pedestrian trips
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generated by these two planned school projects and their carresponding
proposed improvements were incorporated in the 2015 No Build analysis. These
include the traffic improvements proposed as part of the new primary school
located at 96-18 43rd Avenue involving installation of All-Way-Stop-Controls
(AWSCs) at the intersections of 43rd and 44" Avenues at 97th Place to faciitate
safe pedestrian crossings at newly installed crosswalks.

For the streets around the site, future intersection volumes would generally
represent a moderate increase over the existing traffic volumes. The street
capagities at most of the study area intersections would be sufficient to
accommodate these iricreases. However, the proposed project could require
traffic improvements at the following intersection approaches/lane-groups during
the two peak hours analyzed:

Signalized Intersections

¢ The northbound and southbound approaches at the intersection of
Roosevelt Avenue and Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM
peak periods. The impact o this traffic movement at the
intersection could be avoided by shifting three (3) seconds of
green time from the eastbound and westbound phase to the
horthbound and southbound phases.

+ The southbound approach at the intersection of 43rd Avenue and
Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM peak periods would
operate more efficiently if parking was prohibited 100 feet from the
southbound approach at this intersection.

Unsighalfized Infersections
¢ The installation of a two-phase signal at the intersection of 44th
Avenue and Junction Boulevard.
= The installation of a three-phase signal at the intersection of 44th
Avenue and National Street.
+ The installation of a three-phase signal at the intersection of 45th
Avenue and National Street.

With these improvement measures in place, all of the impacted intersection
approaches/lané groups would operate at the same or at befter service
conditions than the No Build conditions.

Scenario Two _
Under Scenario Two, only the school at the P.S. 315 site is constructed by 2015.

It should be noted that under Scenario Two, the AWSCs proposed as part of the
Q311 project located at 97-36 43rd Avenue would still be incorporated in the
analysis. This is due to the fact that the new Q311 project and the proposed P.S.
Q315 are in close proximity of each other and regardless of the completion
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schedule for the new intermediate school, the proposed AWSCs would be
required to facilitate the safe pedestrian crossings for the proposed P.S. 315,

For the streets around the site, future intersection volumes would generally
represent a moderate increase over-the existing traffic volumes. The street
capacities at most of the study area intersections would be sufficient to
accommodate these increases. However, the proposed project could require
traffic improvements at the following intersection approaches/lane-groups during
the two peak hours analyzed:

Signalized Intersections

¢ The northbound and southbound approaches at the intersection of
Rooseveit Avenue and Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM
peak periods. The impact to this traffic movement at the
intersection could be mitigated by shifting three (3) seconds of
green time from the eastbound and westbound phase to the
northbound and southbound phases.

» The southbound approach at the intersection of 43rd Avenue and
Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM peak periods would
operate more efficiently if parking was prohibited 100 feet from the
southbound approach at this intersection.

Unsignalized Intersections
o The installation of a two-phase signal at the intersection of 44th
Avenue and Junction Boulevard.
« The installation of a three-phase signal at the intersection of 44th
Avenue and National Street.
» The installation of a three-phase signal at the intersection of 45th
Avenue and National Street.

With these improvement measures: in place, all of the impacted intersection
approaches/lane groups would operate at the same or at better service
conditions than the No Bulld conditions.

Each of the proposed traffic improvement measures under either Scenario One
or Scenario Two are subject to the review and approval by the New York City
Department of Transportation (NYCDOT).

Soil and Groundwater conditions

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), a Phase II Environmental Site
Investigation (ESI), and a Supplemental Phase 1! ES| were completed for the
proposed site in July 2010, October 2010, and July 2011, respectively, to
evaluate the environmental conditions, The proposed site is approximately
55,000 square feet with four contiguous buildings that occupy a footprint of
approximately 44,000 square feet. A concrete-paved courtyard is-located in the
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center and a narrow walkway extends along the southwestern portion of the site.
Tenants include garment manufacturers, a live poultry distribution
facility/slaughter house, a vacant room used for indoor soccer, a cabinet maker,
and a retail bicycle shop.

The Phase | ESA identified on-site recognized environmental conditions (RECs)
related to dry wells; suspect buried structures; evidence of a petroleum storage
tank; and, historic and on-going manufacturing operations. On-site environmental
concerns include the potential presence of asbestos-containing material (ACM),
lead-based paint (LBP), and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in building
materials. The Phase [ ESA identified off-site RECs including suspect petroleum
storage tanks, evidence of an environmental investigation, historic manufacturing
and repair facilities, and the presence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in
groundwater and soil vapor at a nearby property. Based on the results of the
Phase | ESA, Phase |l ESI activities were completed af the site and included the
performance of a geophysical survey, the advancement of soil borings,
installation of soil vapor points and temporary groundwater monitoring wells, and
the collection of sail, sediment, groundwater and soil gas samples for laboratory
analyses,

The purpose of the Phase Il ES| was to investigate potential impacts from RECs
and environmental concerns that were identified in the Phase | ESA and to
preliminarily characterize the material anticipated to be excavated in support of
construction of the proposed public school. The Supplemental Phase Il ESI was
conducted fo further assess environmental conditions identified in the Phase Il
ESI.

The proposed site is underlain by historic fill material through depths of 6 to 16
feet below grade surface (bgs) followed by native soil. A geophysical anomaly
indicative of a 7,500 gallon UST was identified during the geophysical survey.
Analytical data for soil samples collected from depths greater than 25 feet bgs in
borings advanced in the sidewalk adjacent to the north and south of the site
identified the presence of petroleum-related volatile organic compounds (VOCs)
at concentrations that exceed the regulatory criteria for unrestricted use. Semi-
volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) and metals were also present in one or
more soil samples at concentrations greater than the requlatory criteria for
unrestricted use. The concentrations of SVOCs are attributed to the presence of
historic fill. Although the detected metals are generally constituents of historic fill,
their concentrations in one or more samples indicate that subsurface soil may
have.been impacted by historical site use. The lead concentrations in two
samples met regulatory criteria for classification as a hazardous waste.

Sediment sample results identified the presence of SVOCs at concentrations
greater than the regulatory criteria as a result of a petroleum release within the
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vault. Add'itional[y, metals attributable to historical site operations were detected
in sediment samples collected from catch basins.

Chlorinated solvent- and petroleum-related VOCs were detected in groundwater
at concentrations greater than State standards. Field indications of a petroleum
release (i.e., petroleum-related staining, odors, measureable product) were
evident in groundwater beneath the sidewalks north and scuth of the site. The
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) was
notified of a petroleum release on July 12, 2011 and Spill No. 11-04018 was
assigned. Based on the calculated groundwater flow direction and because
there was no evidence of a petroleum release in the vadose zone, it is evident
that the release originates from an off-site source to the west of the site. The
source of the chlorinated solvent-related VOCs was not identified. Selected
metals were detected in groundwater at concentrations greater than their
applicable regulatory criteria and are indicative of the general quality of the
aquifer.

Various chlorinated- and petroleum-related VOCs were detected in soil vapor at
concentrations above anticipated background levels. Additionally,
tetrachloroethene (PCE) and trichloroethene (TCE)} were detected in soil vapor at
concentrations that are greater than the New York State Department of Health
Air Guideline Values. The source of the chlorinated solvent-related VOCs was
not identified.

The proposed project would not result in impagcts from contaminated media and
building materials. The SCA would, as part of the proposed project, pursue

closure of the spill case with the NYSDEC and any dewatering required during
construction would be minimized fo mitigate potential influx of contaminated
water from off-site sources toward the site. Treatment of any dewatering effluent
would be conducted as required prior to discharge to the municipal sewer. As a
preventative measure, a soil vapor barrier and active sub-siab depressurization
system would be incorporated into the new school design to prevent potential
migration of organic vapors into the proposed school building. Prior to
construction, an additional investigation would be parformed to further
characterize soil and groundwater conditions. Soif and water generated during
building construction would be properly characterized and managed in
accordance with all applicable local, State and Federal regulations. All known
and suspected USTs, along with any associated petroleum-impacted soil, would
he removed and transported to an appropriately permittéd off-site disposal
facility.

Any suspect ACM, LBP, and PCB-containing materials affected by the proposed
development of the Site would be identified and properly managed during
construction activities. For areas of the site where exposed soil may exist (i.e.,
landscaped areas), a 24-inch thick layer of environmentally clean fill would be
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placed over the soil. To minimize the potential for construction workers’
exposure, standard industry practices, including appropriate health and safety
measures, would be utilized. In addition a Community Air Monitoring Program
would be implemented during all excavation activities.

The proposed project would have the beneficial impact of providing
apprommately 1,100 additional seats of permanent public schoo] capacity at the
primary level in Community School District No. 24,

For further information contact:
Contact: Ross J. Holden
Executive Vice President and General Counsel
Address: New York City School Construction Authority
30-30 Thomson Avenue

Long Istand City, New York 11101-3045

Telephone: (718) 472-8220

/& July 20, 2011

=4 Date
' President & General Counse!

Page 8of 8






617.20
Appendix A
State Environmental Quality Review
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM

Purpose: The full EAF is designed fo help applicants and agencies determine, ia an orderly manner, whether a project or action
may be significant. The quesfion of whether an action may be significant is not always easy to answer. Frequently, there are
aspects of a project that are subjective or unmeasurable. itis also understood that those who determine significance may have
litle or no formal knowledge of the environment or may not be technically expert in environmental analysis. In addition, many who
have knowledge in one particular area may ot be aware of the broader concerms affecting the question of significance.

The full EAF s intended fo provide a methed whereby applicants and agencies can be assured that the determination process has
been crderly, comprehensive in nature, yet flexible encugh to allow introduction of information to fita project or action,

full EAF Components: The full EAF is comprised of three parts:

Part 1: Provides objective data and information about a given project and its site. By identifying basic
project data, it assists a reviewer in the analysis that takes place in Parts 2 and 3 :

Part2: - Focuses on identifying the range of possible impacts that may oceur frem a project or action, It
provides guldance as to whether an impact is likely to be considered small to moderate or whether
it is 2 potentially-large impact. The form also identifies whether an impact can be mitigated or
reduced.

Part3: - If any impact in Part 2 is idenified as potentialiy-large, then Part 3 is usad to evaluate whether or
nat the impact is actually important. .

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE — Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
tdentify the Portions of EAF completed for this project: ' Part 1 N Part 2 ‘:I Part 3

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF (Parls 1 and 2 and 3 if apprapriate}, and any other supporting information,
and considering both the magnitude and impertance of each impact, it Is reasonably determined by the laad agency that;

A. The project will not result in any large and important impact{s) and, therefore, is one which will not have a
significant impact on the environment, therefore a negative declaration will be prepared.

] B. Although the project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a significant effect
for this Unlisted Action because the mitigation measures described in PART 3 have been required, therefore
a CONDITIONED negative declaration wlill be prepared.*

environment, therefore a positive declaration wiil be prepared.

*

A Condifioned Negalive Declaration Is only valid for Unlisted Actions.
P.S. 315 {Q315) at 96-18 43rd Avenue

C, The project may result in one or more large and important impacts that may have a significant impact on the |

Mame of Aclion
New York City School Construction Authority

Name of Léad Agency

Kedede o ' _ BrRearwd, Ko X sead e
Print or Type Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency 4 Title of Responsible Officer
' / /N }\ -
';I" (/‘_ . _.4’ Vi ‘/ .
/Z(’ .,‘r f’ (zf{[_,'__,A ;’b:’.%

Signature of Responsible Officer In Lead Agency Signature of Preparer (if diﬂfehi@ﬁ’l" from responsible officer)

du 20, 2eu
Date




PART | — PROJECT INFORMATION
Prepared by Project Sponsor

NOTICE: This document is designed to assist in determining whether the action proposed may have a significant effect on the
environment. Please complete the entire form, Parts A through E. Answers fo these questions will be considered as part of the
application for approval and may be subject to further verification and public review. Provide any additional information you believe
will be needed to complete Parts 2 and 3.

It is expected that completion of the full EAF will be dependent on information currently available and will not involve new studies,
research or investigation. If information requiring such additionat work is unavailable, so indicate and specify each instance.

NAME OF ACTION
P.S. Q315 at 96-18 43rd Avenue

L.ocATIOM OF ACTION (INCLUDE STREET ADDRESS, MUNICIPALITY AND COUNTY)
96-18 43rd Avenue (Block 1613, Lot 17) Corena, Queens

NAME OF APPLICANT/SPONSOR BUSINESS TELEPHONE

New York City School Construction Authority (718) 472-8000

ADDRESS

30-30 Thomson Avenue

Cirv/IPO STATE Zir CODE
Long Island City NY 11101
NAME OF OWNER (IF DIFFERENT) BUSINESS TELEPHONE
Montague-Lee Limited

ADDRESS

69-49 Ingram Sireet :

CItylPO STATE Zip CoDE
Forest Hills NY 11375
DESCRIPTION OF ACTION

The applicant seeks to acquire the site and construct an approximately 1,110-seat primary school facmty on Block 1613, Lot 17 in
Corona, Queens.

Please Complete Each Question—Indicate N.A. if not applicable

A. Site Description
Physical setting of overall project, both developed and undeveloped areas.
1. Present Land Use: Urban @ Industrial [:I Commercial |:| Residential (suburban) |:| Rurat {non-farm)

[ ] Forest [ | Agriculture [ ] Other

2, Totalacreage of project area: 1.26 acres. PRESENTLY AFTER COMPLETION

APPROXIMATE ACREAGE .

Meadow or Brushland (Non-agricultural) acres acres
Forested acres acres
Agricultural (Includes orchards, cropland, pasture, etc.) acres acres
Wetland (Freshwater or tidal as per Articles 24, 25 of ECL) acres acres
Water Surface Area acres acres
Unwvegetated (Rock, earth or fill) acres acres
Roads, buildings and other paved surfaces 1.26 acres 1.26 acres
Other (Indicate type) acres acres

3. Whatis preddminant soil type(s) on the project site? Urban fill (contains traces of brick, coal, wood, and concrete)

Well drained

|:| Poorly drained
b. Ifany agricultural land is involved, how many acres of soil are classified

100 %ofsite [ ] -Moderately well drained

% of site

a. Soil drainage: % of site.

within soil group 1 through 4 of the NYS Land Classification System?

Acres (see 1NYCRR 370)

4. Are there bedrock outcroppings on project site?
Whhat is the depth to bedrock? (in feet)

5. Approximate percentage of proposed project site with slopes:

[ ] Yes No
Anticipated at 150 ft below surface
<] o-10% 100 % [__]10-15% %
D 15% or greater %
No

6. Is project substantially contiguous to, or contain a building, site, or district, Ilsted on the State or |:| Yes

National Registers of Historic Places?

7. Is project substantially contiguous to a site listed on the Register of National Natural Landmarks?]Zl Yes

gNo



— T

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

18.
19.

20.

‘What is the depth of the water table? 17-38 feet below surface (in feet)

Is site located over a primary, principal, or sole source aquifer?
Do hunting, fishing or shell fishing opporiunities presently exist in the project area?

Does project site contain any species of plant or animal life that is identified as threatened or

© endangered?

Accord ing to:

Yes
|:| Yes
[ ]Yes

DNO
No‘
No

Identify each species:

Are there any unique or unusual land forms on the project site? (i.e., diffs, dunes or other
geological formations? ‘

Describe:

D Yes

Is the project site presently used by the community or neighborhood as an open space or '
recreation area?

if yes, explain:

[ ] Yes

Does the present site include scenic views known to be important to the community?

Streams within or contiguous to project area?  None.

|:] Yes

a. Name of Stream and namé of River to-
which it is tributary:

Lakes, ponds, wetland areas within or contiguous to projectarea: None.

a. Name:

b. Size (in acres):

Is the site served by existing public utilities?
a. I YES, does sufficient capacity exist to allow connection?
b. If YES, wili improvements be necessary to allow connection?

Is the site located in an agricultural district certified pursuant to Agriculture and Markets Law,
Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 3047

Is the site focated in or substantially contiguous to a Critical Environmental Area designated
pursuant to Article 8 of the ECL, and 6 NYCRR 6177

Has the site ever been used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste?

Project Description

Physical dimensions and scale of project (fill in dimensions as appropriate).

<] Yes
Yes
|:| Yes
[ 1 Yes

I:l Yes
[ ] Yes

[ 1No
[ No
>< No
No

|Z|No
No

a. Total contiguous acreage owned or controlled by project sponsor 0 acres.
b. Project acreage to be developed: 1.26 acres initially; 1.26 acres ultimately.
c. Project acreage to remain undeveloped 0 acres.
d. Length of project, in miles: N/A (If appropriate)
e. If the project is an expansion, indicate percent of expansion proposed 0 %
f. Number of off-street parking spaces existing NA ; proposed Norne.
g. Maximum vehicular trips generated per hour 210 {upon completion of project)?
h. If residential: Number and type of housing units? N/A
One Family Two Family Muitiple Family Condominium
Initiaily
Ultimately

i. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure Approx. 71" height; Approx. 200" width; Approx. 275' length.

J. Linear feet of frontage along a public thoroughfare project will occupy is? 275' on 43rd and 44th Avenues;
200° on 97th Place




How much natural material {i.e., rock, earth, etc.) will be removed from the site? TBD tons/cubic yards.

Will disturbed areas be reclaimed? N/A [ ] Yes [ ] Ne
a. If yes, for what intended purpose is the site being reclaimed?
b. Wilf topsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? [ ] Yes No
¢. Will upper subsoil be stockpiled for reclamation? I: Yes E] No
4. How many acres of vegetation (trees, shrubs, ground covers) will be removed from site? 0 acres,
. Wilt any mature forest (over 100 years old) or other locally-important vegetation be removed by I:l Yes No
this project?
6. - If single phase project: Anticipated period of construction ' 30 months, (including demolitiors)
If multi-phased:; N/A
a. Total number of phases anticipéted (number)
b. Anticipated date of commencement phase 1 month year, including {demolition)
c. Approximate completion date of final phase month year,
d. Is phase 1 functionally dependent of subsequent phases? D Yes [:[ No
Will blasting occur during construction? [ ] Yes No
9. Number of jobs generated: during construction TBD ; after project is complete  Approx. 85
10. Number of jobs eliminated by this project 0 ’
11. Will project require relocation of any projects or facilities? ' [ Yes ><] No
If yes, explain:
12. Is surface liquid waste disposal involved? ' Yes [ 1nNo
a. Ifyes, indicate type of waste (sewage, industrial, etc) and amount sewage; 11,100 gallons per day’

b. Name of water bady into which effluent will be discharged Sewage would be discharged into the City sewage system.

13. Is subsurface liquid waste disposal involved? Type [ ] Yes No
14. Will surface area of an existing water body increase or decrease by proposal? |::[ Yes No
If yes, explain:
15. Is project or any portion of project located in a 100 year flood plain? [ ] Yes <] No
16. Wil the project generate solid waste? Yes [ No
a. Ifyes, what is the amount per month? 6.7* tons
b. Ifyes, will an existing solid waste facility be used? Yes [ ] Neo
c. Ifyes, give name TBD ; location All waste is collected and sent to a designated disposal facility by the
Department of Sanitation.
d. Will any wastes not go into 'a sewage disposal system or into a sanitary landfill? Yes |:| No
e. [|fyes, explain: Recyclable materials collected at schools would be taken to a recycling facility for processing.
17. Will the project involve the disposal of solid waste? |:| Yes No
a. [Ifyes, whatis the anticipated rate of disposal? tons/month
b. Ifyes, whatis the anticipated site life? years
18. Will project use herbicides or pesticides? |___J Yes No
19. Will project routinely produce odors (more than one hour per day)? |:| Yes No
20. Wil project produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise levels? I:] Yes - No
21. WIll project result in an increase in energy use? Yes [ _]Neo
If yres, indicate type(s): Electric
22. If water supply is from wells, indicate pumping capacity N/A gallons/minute

' 1,110 st udents x 10 gallons per day {gpd) = 11,100 galions.
21,110 students x 3 pounds per week (ppw) = 3,330 x 4 weeks = 13,320 pounds.



23. Total anticipated water usage per day 28,100 galions/day

24. Does project involve Local, State, or Federal funding? Yes [ INo
If yes, explain: Acquisition, design, and construction costs will be funded by the New York City Department of

Education’s Five Year Capiial Plan for Fiscal Years 2010 to 2014.

25. Approvals Required:

Type Submittal Date
City, Town, Village Board [ ] Yes No
City, Town, Village Planning Board D Yes No
City, Town, Village Zoning Board [ ] Yes No
City, County Health Department [:] Yes No
Other Local Agencies [ Yes No
Other Regicnal Agencies [ ] Yes No
State Agencies [:l Yes No
Federal Agencies [ ] Yes No
C. Zoning and Planning Information
1. Does proposed action involve a planning or zoning decision? Yes D No

[f Yes, indicate decision required:

D Zoning amendment I:I Zoning variance [ 1 Newirevision of master plan D Subdivision

D Site plan D Special use permit D Resource Other  Project would require zoning override from
management plan the Deputy Mayor for Economic
’ Development

2. Whatis the zoning classification(s) of the site? M1-1
3. Whatis the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the present zoning?

55,000 sf x 2.4 FAR {community facility use) = 132,000 sf
4. What is the proposed zoning of the site? No chénge to the existing zoning is proposed.
5. What is the maximum potential development of the site if developed as permitted by the proposed zoning?

NA ! :
6. Isthe proposed action consistent with the recommended uses in adopted local land use plans? Z] Yes [:] No
7. What are the predominant land use(s) and zoning classifications within a %-mile radius of proposed action?

Land Use: Residential, institutional, manufacturing, commercial

Zoning: M1-1, M3-1, R4, R4B, R4-1, R5, R6B, C1-4, C2-2, C2-3, C2-4
8. Isthe proposed action compatible with adjoining/surrounding land uses with a % mile? Yes f::l No

9. Ifthe proposed action is the subdivision of land, how many lots are proposed? N/A

a.  What is the minimum lot size proposed?

10.  Will the proposed action require authorization(s) for the formation of sewer of water districts? D Yes |Z No

11.  Will the proposed action create a demand for any community provided services (recreation, Yes D No
education, police, fire protection)?

a. lf yes, is existing capacity sufficient to handle projected demand? Yes |__—] No

12. Wil the proposed action result in the generation of traffic significantly above present levels? Yes D No

a. If yes, is the existing road network adeguate to handle the additional traffic? Yes |:| No

1 1,1 10 students x 10 gpd = 11,100 + (0.17 x 100,000 sf for air conditioning) = 28,100 gallons



D. Informational Details

Attach ary additional information as may be needed to clarify your project. If there are or may be an adverse impacts associated
with your proposal, please discuss such impacts and the measures which you proposed to mitigate or avoid them,

E. Verification

I certify that the information provided above is true to the best of my knowledge.

Applicant/Sponsor Name  Alicia Wolff, AICP Date 7/ /é? / / ,
: HHH

Signature : m,ﬂ/ﬂﬂ// Tile _Senior Planner, AKRF
[=4 g
/’

If the action is in the Coastal Area, and you are a stdte agency, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with this assessment.



Part 2 - PROJECT IMPACTS AND THEIR MAGNITUDE
Responsibility of Lead Agency

General Information (Read Carefully)

In completing the form the reviewer should be guided by the question: Have my responses and determinations been reasonable? The
reviewer is not expected to be an expert environmental analyst. .

The Examples provided are to assist the reviewer by showing types of impacts and wherever possible the threshold of magnitude that
would trigger a response in column 2. The examples are generally applicable throughout the State and for most situations. But, for any
specific project or site other examples and/or lower thresholds may be appropriate for a Potential Large Impact response, thus requiring
evaluation in Part 3.

The impacts of each project, on each site, in each locality, will vary. Therefore, the examples are illustrative and have been offered as
guidanice. They do not constitute an exhaustive list of impacts and thresholds to answer each question.

The number of examples per question does not indicate the importance of each question. ~

in identifying impacts, consider long term, short term and cumulative effects. :

Instructions (Read Carefully)

a. Answer each of the 20 questions in PART 2. Answer Yes if there will be any impact.

b. Maybe answers should be considered as Yes answers.

c. I answering Yes to a question, then check the appropriate box (column 1 or 2) to indicate the potential size of the impact. If impact
threshold equals or exceeds any example provided, check column 2. If impact will ocour but threshold is lower than example, check
column 1.

d. Identifying that an Impact will be potentially large (column 2) does not mean that it is also necessarily significant. Any [arge impact
must be evaluated in PART 3 to determine significance. |dentifying an impact in column 2 simply asks that it be looked at further.

e. |f areviewer has doubt about size of the impact then consider the impact as potentially large and proceed to PART 3.
f.  Ifapotentially large impact checked in column 2 can be mitigated by change(s) in the project to a small to moderate impact, also check

the Yes box in column 3. A No response indicates that such a reduction is not possible. This must be explained in PART 3. '

IMPACT ON LAND 1 2 |3

1. Wil the Proposed Action result in a physical change’ Small to Potential | Can impact be

to the project site? ] NC W YES | Moderate Large Mitigated by Project

Impact Impact Change

Examples that would apply to column 2
Any construction on slopes of 15% or greater, (15 foot rise per 100 foot of length), or

where the general slopes in the project area exceed 10%. ) - = Lyes [iNo
Construction on {and where the depth to the water table is less than 3 feet. O 8 Oyes LCINO
Construction of paved parking area for 1,000 or more vehicles. O & Ovyes LCINO
Construction on land where bedrock is exposed or generally within 3 feet of existing

groune] surface, = = Lves LINO
Consotrnict:ggg that will continue for more than 1 year or involve more than one phase u 0 C1ves [JNO
Excavationy for mining purposes that would remove more than 1,000 tons of natural

material (i.e., rock or soil) per year. = - Lyes DNo
Construction or expansion of a sanitary landfill. O d Oyes OnNo
Constructien in a designated floodway. O O Oves OnNoO
Other impacts = - Oyes LINo
2. Wil there be an effect to any unique or unusual land

forms found on the site? (i.e., cliffs, dunes, | NO O YES

geological) )
Other impacts O O LvEs LINO




IMPACT ON WATER

3. Will Proposed Action affect any water body

designated? (Under Articles 15, 24, 25 of the | | NO OO YES

Environmental Conservation Law, ECL)
Examples that would apply to column 2
Developable area of site contains a protected water body.
Dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material from channel of a protected stream.
Extension of utility distribution facilities through a protected water body.
Construction in a designated freshwater or tidal wetland.

Other impacts

O oOooo

4. Will Proposed Action affect any non-protected
existing or new body of water?

Examples that would apply to column 2

A 10% increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water or more than a
10-acre increase or decrease.

Construction of a body of water that exceeds 10 acres of surface area.

| NO OO YES

Other impacts

5. Wil Proposed Action affect surface or ground water
quality or quantity?

Examples that would apply o column 2

Proposed Action will require a discharge permit.

Proposed Action requires use of a source of water that does not have approval to
serve proposed (prOJect) action.

Proposed Action requires water supply from wells with greater than 45 gallons per
minute pumping capacity, .

Construction or operation causing any contamination of a water supply system.

Proposed Action will adversely affect groundwater.

Liquid effluent will be conveyed off the site to facilities which presently do not exist or
have inadequate capacity.

Proposed Action would use water in excess of 20,000 gallons per day.

Proposed Action will likely cause siltation or other discharge into an existing body of
water to the extent that there will be an obvious visual contrast to natural
conditions.

Proposed Action will require the storage of petroleum or chemical products greater
than 1,100 galions.

Proposed Actlon will allow residential uses in areas without water andfor sewer
services.

Proposed Action locates commercial and/or industrial uses which may require new
or expansion of existing waste treatment and/or storage facilities.

I NO H YES

Other impacts
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6. Will Proposed Action alter drainage flow or patierns, ’ 1 2 3

or surface water runoff? Small to Potential | Can Impact be

n NO O YES Moderate Large Mitigated by Project
Impact Impact Change
Examples that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action would change flood water flows. O 0 Cyes OONO
Proposed Action'may cause substantial erosion. O [ Ovyes [OnNo
Propesed Action is incompatible with existing drainage pattems. [ [J Oyes [ONO
Proposed Action will allow develcpment in a designated floodway. () O COyes [OINO
Other impacts o O OJyes ONO
IMPACT ON AIR

7. Wil Proposed Action affect air quality?
See Chapter 6, “Air Quality.” E NO O YES
Examples that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action will induce 1,000 or more vehicle trips in any given hour. a O Ovyes [ONO
Proposed Action will result in the incineration of more than 1 ton of refuse per hour. O O Ovyes [INO
Emission rate of total contaminants will exceed 5 lbs. Per hour or a heat source

producing more than 10 million BTU's per hour. - . Dyes UNo
Proposed Action will allow an increase in the amount of land committed to industrial

Use. O 0 Oyes 0ONo
Proposed Action will allow an increase in the density of industrial development within

existing industrial areas. = - Dyes [Ino
Other impacts W O Oyes ONo

IMPACT ON PLANTS AND ANIMALS

8. Will Proposed Actllon affect threatened or - NO O YES

endangered species?
Examples that would apply to column 2
Reduction of one or more species listed on the New York or Federal list, using the

site, over or near the site, or found on the site. = = Liyes Blno
Remeval or any portion of a critical or significant wildlife habitat. O 1 LJYEsS LINO
Application of pesticide or herbicide more than twice a year, other than for

agricultural purposes. = . Dyes LINO
Other impacts | O Oyes LINO
9. Will Proposed Action substantially affect non- - NO O YES

threatened or non-endangered species?
Examples that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action would substantially interfere with any resident or migratory fish,

shellfish, or wildlife species. d Dyes LIno
Proposed Action requires the removal or more than 10 acres of mature forest {over

100 years of age) or other locally important vegetation. . = Dyes CINO
Other impacts O O Ovyes [ONo

IMPACT ON AGRICULTURAL LAND RESOURCES

10. Will Proposed Action affect agricultural land B NO O YES

resources?
Examples that would apply to column 2
The Proposed Action would sever, cross or limit access to agricultural fand {includes

cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc.) O 0 Dyes LINO
Construction activity would excavate or compact the soil profile of agricultural land. O i |} COvyes [CNO
The Proposed Action would irreversibly convert mare than 10 acres of agricultural

land or, if located in an Agricultural District, more than 2.5 acres of agricultural O O Oyes [ONoO

land.
The Proposed Action would disrupt or prevent installation of agricultural land

management systems (e.g. subsurface drain lines, cutiet ditches, sfrip cropping) O O CivEs [INO

or create a need for such measures (e.g. cause a farm field to drain poorly due

to increased runoff).
Other impacts a 0O LIvyes [CINO




IMPACT ON AESTHETIC RESOURCES

11. Will Proposed Action affect aesthetic resources? (If 1 2 3 .
necessary, use the Visual EAR Addendum Section M NO O YES Small to Potential | Can Impact be
617.20, Appendix B.) : Moderate = | Large Mitigated by Project

Impact Impact Change

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed land uses, or project components cbviously different from or in sharp
contrast to current surrounding land use patterns, whether man-made or natural,

Proposed land uses, project components visible to users of aesthetic resources
which will eliminate or significantly reduce their enjoyment of the aesthetic (]} ’ O Ovyes [CINo
qualities of that resource,

Project components that will result in the elimination or significant screening of
scenic views known to be important to the area.

Other impacts o O Oyves [INO

O a Oyes [INO

O O Byes [INO

IMPACT ON HISTORIC AND ARCHEOLOGICAL RESOURCES
12. Will Proposed Action impact any site or structure of
historie, prehistoric or paleontological importance? [} NO N YES
See Chapter 3, “Historic and Cultural Resources.”

Examples that would apply o column 2

Proposed Acticn occurring wholly or partially within or substantially contiguous to o 0 OYES L[INO
any facility or site listed on the State or National Register of Historic places.
Any impact to an archeological site or fossil bed located within the project site. O O Ldyes ONO
Proposed Action will occur in an area designated as sensitive for archeological sites
on the NYS Site Inventory. = O LIYes [INo
Other impacts: Proposed project would involve demolition of a structure
determined to be eligible for inclusion on the State and National n O Dyes Dino
Registers of Historic. Places.
IMPACT ON OPEN SPACE AND RECREATION
13. WIill Proposed Action affect the quantity or quality of
existing or future open spaces or recreational | NO [1 YES
‘opportunities?
Examples that would apply to column 2
The permanent foreclosure of a future recreational opportunity. O O L1yEs [INO
A major reduction of an open space important to the community. [ 0O EH1YEs [NO
' O O Oyes [OnNo

Other impacts




IMPACT ON CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL AREAS
14. Will Proposed Action impact the exceptional or
unique characteristics of a critical environmental area -
(CEA) established pursuant to subdivision BNYCRR
617.14(g)?
List the environmental characteristics that caused the designation of the CEA

NC O YES

Examples that would apply to column 2

Proposed Action {o locate within the CEA?

Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource?
Proposed Action will result in a reduction in the quality of the resource?
Proposed Action will impact the use, function or enjoyment of the resource?

Other impacts

IMPACT ON TRANSPORTATION
15. Will there be an effect to existing transportation
systems? | NO O YES
See Chapter 5, “Transportation.”
Examples that would apply to column 2
Alteration of present patterns of movement of people andlor goods.
Proposed Action would result in major traffic problems.

Other impacts

IMPACT ON ENERGY

16. Will Proposed Action affect the community’s sources -

of fuel or energy supply?
Examples that would apply to column 2
Proposed Action will cause a greater than 5% increase in the use of any form of
energy in the mumcnpahty
Proposed Action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission or
supply system to serve more than 50 single or two family residences or to serve a
major commercial or industrial use.

NO O YES

Other impacts

NOISE AND ODOR IMPACT

17. Will there be objectionable odors, noise, or vibration

as a result of the Proposed Action? [ | NO O YES
See Chapter 7, “Noise.”
Examples that would apply to column 2
Biasting within 1,500 feet of a hospital, school or other sensitive facility.
Odors will eccur routinely (more than one hour per day).
Proposed Action will produce operating noise exceeding the local ambient noise
levels for noise outside of structures.
Proposed #Action will remove natural barriers that would act as a noise screen.
Other impacts

O OooOooo
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IMPACT ON PUBLIC HEALTH
18. Wili Proposed Action affect public health and safety? H NO O YES
Examples ‘that would apply o column 2
Proposed Action may cause a risk of explosion or release of hazardous substances
(i.e. oil, pestcides, chemicals, radiation, etc.) in the event of accident or upset
conditions, ‘or there may be a chronic low level discharge or emission.
Proposed Action may result in the burial of "hazardous wastes” in any form (i.e.
toxic, poisonous, highly reactive, radioactive, irritating, infectious, etc)
Storage facilties for one million or more gallons of liquefied natural gas or other
flammable figuids.
Proposed Action may result in the excavation or other disturbance within 2,000 feet
of a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste.

Other impacis

IMPACTON GROWTH AND CHARACTER OF COMMUNITY OR

NEIGHBORHOOD
19. Will Proposed Action affect the character of the
existing community?
Examples that would apply to column 2
The permanent population of the city, town or village in which the project is located is
likely to grow by more than 5%.
The municipal budget for capital expenditures or operating services will increase by
more than 5% per year as a result of this project.
Proposed Action will conflict with officially adopted plans or goals.
Proposed Action will cause a change in the density of land use.
Proposed Action will replace or eliminate eXIstmg facilities, structures or areas of
historic importance to the community.
Developmeent will create a demand for additional community services (e.g. schools,
police and fire, etc.}
Proposed Action will set an important precedent for future projects.
Proposed A\ction will create or eliminate employment,

| NO [0 YES

Other impacls
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Executive Summary

A. INTRODUCTION

The New York City School Construction Authority (SCA) proposes the site selection,
acquisition, acceptance of construction funding, and construction of 2 new Primary School (P.S.)
facility with the capacity of approximately 1,110 seats in the Corona section of Queens. The
proposed school would serve Community School District (CSD) 24 and would accommodate
children in pre-kindergarten through fifth grade, as well as District 75 special education students.
The project site is an approximately 55,000-square-foot (sf) lot located at 96-18 43rd Avenue,
between 97th Place and Junction Boulevard (Block 1613, Lot 17), and currently contains a one-
to three-story complex of buildings occupied by live poultry market and industrial tenants.

Although design plans for the new building have not been finalized, it is expected that the
proposed school building would contain approximately 131,500 gross square feet (gsf) and
would be five stories and up to 71 feet in height (up to 85 feet to the top of the mechanical
space). An approximately 14,500-sf outdoor playground area would be located in the northemn
portion of the site along 43rd Avenue.

The proposed project is located within an M1-1 zoning district; schools are not permitted as-of-
right in manufacturing districts as per Section 42-00 of the Zoning Resolution. Therefore, the
project would require a zoning use override from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development.
While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans show that the project could
result in zoning bulk non-compliances with respect to height and setback and yard requirements,
which would require zoning bulk overrides. SCA is currently coordinating with the New York
City Department of Transportation and the New York City Department of City Planning to
demap the portion of the street within the project site boundary that is currently mapped as an
extension of the existing street bed of 44th Avenue. The SCA will undertake the New York City
Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) for the change to a New York City map upon
completion of the City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) process. Funding for acquisition,
design and construction of this project would be provided in the New York City Department of
Education’s Capital Plan for Fiscal Years 2010 to 2014.

For the purpose of this environmental review that follows the guidelines of the City
Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) Technical Manual, it is assumed that construction of the
-proposed project would begin in 2012 and the student occupancy would begin in September
2015. Accordingly, 2015 has been selected as the Build Year for which the environmental
assessment areas have been analyzed. It is assumed that if the proposed project does not proceed,
the project site would remain in its current state (the “No Action,” or “No Build” scenario).

Independent of this proposed project, the SCA has also proposed to develop a new 785-seat
Intermediate School (1.S.) at 97-36 43rd Avenue (Q311), one block east of the proposed project.
If approved, the new 1.S. at 97-36 43rd Avenue is currently anticipated to be completed by the
proposed project’s Build Year, 2015. However, in the event that the new 1.S. is not constructed
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by 2015, this environinental analysis considers two analysis scenarios for the future without the
proposed project—Scenario One includes construction of the 785-seat LS. by 2015, and
Scenario Two assumes that the new LS. is not constructed by 2015.

B. PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

LAND USE

The proposed school would improve land use conditions in the study area and enliven the project
block by providing a new educational facility on a site that currently has industrial uses and
contains a warchouse. At up to five stories in height, the proposed facility would be slightly
taller than but generally consistent with the height of other structures in the study area. The
proposed school would be compatible with the mix of uses currently found in the study area,
including the residential, commercial, and community facility uses. The proposed school would
also be compatlble with the new 785-seat 1.S. at 97-36 43rd Avenue, one block east of the
proposed project, in the event that it is constructed by 2015 (Scenario One).

The project site is also adjacent to industrial and community facility uses, including light
industrial/manufacturing, auto related uses, and a firehouse. While the proposed school would be
adjacent to existing industrial and transportation uses—as well as residential and commercial
uses, the school’s outdoor facilities, including courtyard and playground areas, would be
buffered from adjacent uses by fencing and other built enclosures. Therefore, the development of
the proposed school facility is.not expected to affect adjacent land uses. Furthermore, the
proposed project would not result in any impacts to land use, zoning; or community character
under Scenario Two, in which the existing industrial use remains at 96-18 43rd Avenue by 2015.

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

The proposed project would replace an industrial use with a community facility that is allowed
in M1-1 zoning districts by Special Permit from the Board of Standards and Appeals pursuant to
Section 42-31 of the New York City Zoning Resolution. Instead of a Special Permit, the SCA
would seek approval of a zoning use override from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development
to permit the project to proceed. While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans
show that the project could result in zoning bulk non-compliances with respect to height and
setback and yard requirements, which would require zoning bulk overrides.

As described above, the project site also contains a portion of a mapped street along 44th
Avenue, which is currently being used by the existing warchouse as a driveway and loading
area. SCA is currently coordinating with the New York City Department of Transportation
(NYCDOT) and the New York City Department of City Planning (DCP) to demap the portion of
the street within the project site boundary that is currently mapped as an extension of the existing
street bed of 44th Avenue. The SCA will undertake ULURP demapping for the change to a New
York City map upon completion of the CEQR process. If the zoning overrides are granted, it
would apply only to the project site and would have no impact on neighboring zoning or
property. Therefore, the proposed project would have no significant adverse impacts to local
zoning.
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COMMUNITY CHARACTER

The complex of industrial buildings currently on the site would be replaced with a new school
that would be slightly taller than the existing and surrounding buildings, but would be
compatible with the mix of residential, industrial, commercial, and community facility uses in
the surrounding area. The increase in traffic volumes with the proposed project is not expected to
result in any significant adverse impacts to the character of the community.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

The new school would provide additional community resources for area residents, and is
expected to relieve overcrowding in nearby elementary schools. The Police and Fire Departments
monitor conditions to determine how their personnel are deployed. Decisions to alter existing
deployment patterns would be made only in response to a demonstrated change in demand. Police
and fire services would be adjusted as deemed necessary by both agencies, and no significant
adverse impacts to police or fire services are expected to result from the proposed project.

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

AKRF prepared a disturbance memorandum/preliminary archaeological assessment for the
project site in December 2010. The memorandum was reviewed by the New York State Office
of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). Since the project site has been
determined to have low sensitivity for precontact and historic period archaeological resources,
the proposed project would have no adverse impacts on such resources and no further analysis is
required. ‘

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

The former Tiffany Studios Complex—the building complex that occupies the current project
site—is the remaining portion of Tiffany’s Corona factory complex. The demolition of the
former Tiffany Studios Complex, a known architectural resource, would constitute an adverse
impact under Section 14.09 of the New York State Historic Preservation Law. As such, SCA is
consulting with. OPRHP regarding the proposed project and specific measures that would be
included as part of the proposed project to mitigate the adverse impacts. These measures would
be established in a Letter of Resolution (LOR) between the SCA and OPRHP before
construction begins and would include documenting and commemorating the former Tiffany
Studios Complex through HABS Level Il documentation, and the installation of a
commemorative plaque on the new school building identifying the site of the former Tiffany
Studios Complex and its history in the neighborhood.

In terms of the project’s effect the surrounding area, the removal of the former Tiffany Studios
Complex would not adversely impact the area’s cultural and historic resources because the
complex has no meaningful visual or contextual relationship with Fire Engine Company
289/Ladder Company 138, an architectural resource located approximately 310 feet from the
project site. The fire station is separated from the project site by a number of intervening
buildings that preclude a visual relationship. As such, the proposed project would not affect
views to this architectural resource or otherwise affect its visual prominence. Further, the Fire
Engine Company 289/Ladder Company 138 building is at too great a distance from the project
site to be adversely affected by inadvertent construction-related impacts from the proposed
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project. Therefore, the proposed project would not adversely impact cultural and historic
resources in the study area.

URBAN DESIGN AND VISUAL RESOURCES

URBAN DESIGN

Although the proposed project would change the height, use, bulk, and lot coverage of the
building on the project site, these changes would not be considered adverse, as the proposed
school would be constructed in an area characterized by a variety of building types, heights
sizes, and uses. While the proposed project would not comply with certain aspects of the zoning
regulations, the anticipated changes to the pedestrian experience would not be considered likely
to disturb the vitality, walkability, or visual character of the project site. Overall, the new school
building would be expected to positively affect the character of the adjacent streetscape by replacing
the one- to three-story brick industrial building complex with a new school building and playgrounds.
The school would enliven the area by introducing new pedestrian activity to the project site and
surrounding area. In addition, like the planned L.S. 311 at 97-36 43rd Avenue that will be built in
“the No Action condition (Scenario One), and the Fire Engine Company 289/Ladder Company
138, the proposed project would add another institutional building to the area. It would be taller
than most other nearby buildings, but similar in height to the planned 1.S. 311. However, study
" area buildings range in height from one to five stories. Therefore, there would be no impacts to
these urban design features as a result of the proposed project. Finaily, because the proposed .
school building would be constructed on an existing block and would not alter street patterns or
block shapes in the study area, there would be no impacts to natural features as a result of the
proposed project. The new school building would also not be expected to adversely affect wind
or sunlight conditions in the surrounding area.

It is therefore concluded that the proposed project would not have significant adverse impacts on
urban design.

VISUAL RESOURCES

As there are no visual Tesources on the project site and there are no visual resources in the study
are visible from the project site, the proposed project would have no adverse impacts on such
resources. Views to the fire station would remain available from existing vantage points along
the sidewalk near the fire station. The new school would not adversely affect these views. The
proposed school would also not obstruct views in the study area. Views to the fire station on
43rd Avenue and 97th Place would be maintained from existing vantage points, with views of its
principal fagade on 43rd Avenue remaining unchanged. Therefore, the proposed project would
not adversely affect this visual resource. There are no significant view corridors and no other
visual resources in the study area. Therefore, there would be no adverse 1mpacts with the
proposed project.

TRANSPORTATION

TRAFFIC

Traffic impacts for both signalized and unsignalized intersections are considered significant and
require ¢xamination of improvements if they result in an increase of 5 or more seconds of delay
in a lane group over No Build levels beyond mid-level of service (LOS) D. For No Build LOS E,

S-4



Executive Summary

a 4-second increase in delay is considered significant. For No Build LOS F, a 3-second increase
in delay is considered significant. Impacts are also considered significant if levels of service
decrease from acceptable LOS A, B, or C in the No Build condition to marginally unacceptable
LOS D, or unacceptable LOS E or F in the future Build condition. In the event of such impacts,
potential improvement measures will be examined. In addition, the 2010 CEQR Technical
Manual states that for the minor approach to trigger significant impacts at an unsignalized
intersection, a total of 90 passenger car equivalents (PCES) must be identified in the future Build
condition in any peak hour.

Scenario One

For the sireets around the site, capacities at most of the approaches would be sufficient to
accommodate these increases. However, based on the impact criteria discissed earlier, the
proposed project could cause significant adverse impacts at the following s1gnahzed intersection
approaches/lane-groups during the two peak hours analyzed:

» The northbound and southbound approaches at the intersection of Roosevelt Avenue and
Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM peak periods; and

» The southbound approach at the intersection of 43rd Avenue and Junction Boulevard during
the AM and PM peak periods.

The proposed project could cause significant adverse impacts at the followmg unsignalized
intersection approaches/lane-groups during the two peak hours analyzed:

¢ The westbound approach at the intersection of 44th Avenue and Junction Boulevard during
the AM and PM peak periods;

* The westbound approach at the intersection of 44th Avenue and National Street during the
PM peak peériod; and

» The eastbound approach at the intersection of 45th Avenue and National Street during the
AM and PM peak periods.

Scenario Two

For the streets around the site, capacities at most of the approaches would be sufficient to
accommodate these increases. However, based on the impact criteria discussed earlier, the
proposed project could cause significant adverse impacts at the following 51gnahzed intersection
approaches/lane-groups during the two peak hours analyzed:

¢ The northbound and southbound approaches at the intersection of Roosevelt Avenue and
Junction Boulevard during the AM and PM peak periods; and

¢ The southbound approach at the intersection of 43rd Avenue and Junction Boulevard during
the AM and PM peak periods.

The proposed project could cause significant adverse impacts at the following signalized
intersection approaches/lane-groups during the two peak hours analyzed:

» The westbound approach at the intersection of 44th Avenue and Junction Boulevard during
the AM and PM peak periods;

* The westbound approach at the intersection of 44th Avenue and National Street during the
PM peak period; and

¢ The eastbound approach at the intersection of 45th Avenue and National Street during the
AM and PM peak period.
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Traffic Improvements

In Scenario One, five of the intersections in the study area would experience significant traffic
impacts in- the Scenario One Build condition as a result of the project-generated traffic. -
However, with the recommended traffic improvement measures—consisting of signal timing
modifications, approach daylighting (prohibiting parking at the approach for approximately 100-
feet), and installation of new traffic signals—all of the impacted intersection approaches/lane
groups would operate at the same or at better service conditions than the No Build conditions.
All of these improvement measures are subject to review and approval by the New York City
Department of Transportation (NYCDOT).

In Scenario Two, five of the intersections in the study arca would experience significant traffic
impacts in the 2015 Scenario Two Build condition as a result of the project-generated traffic.
However, with the recommended traffic improvement measures—consisting of signal timing
modifications, approach daylighting (prohibiting parking at the approach for approximately 100-
feet), and instaltation of new traffic signals—all of the impacted intersection approaches/lane
groups would operate at the same or at better service conditions than the No Build conditions.
All of these improvement measures are subject to review and approval by NYCDOT.

TRANSIT OPERATIONS

The project site is served by Junction Boulevard and 103rd Street-Corona Plaza stations (No. 7
subway line) which are operated by New York City Transit (NYCT). The No. 7 train operates
between Times Square-42nd Street in Manhattan and Flushing-Main Street in Queens. Based on
the travel demand estimates, it was determined that approximately 17 of the project-generated
subway trips during each of the AM and PM peak 15-minute periods will be spread across
several station elements at the Junction Boulevard and 103rd Street-Corona Plaza Stations. As
specified by the 2010 CEQR Technical Manual, if the proposed project is considered unlikely to
create any noticeable constraints on any subway station elements or to produce a significant
transit impact, a quantitative analysis is not required. Consequently, the proposed project is not
expected to create any operational constraints on transit.

Based on the travel demand estimates and the availability of Q23, Q58, and Q72 bus routes near
the project site, it was determined that no individual bus route would experience 50 or more peak
hour bus trips in one direction-~the CEQR recommended threshold for undertaking quantified
bus analysis. Consequently, it is expected that the project would not create a noticeable
constraint on bus capacity; therefore, a quantitative bus analysis is not warranted.

PEDESTRIAN OPERATIONS

Based on CEQR criteria, the analyzed pedestrian elements (crosswalks, corner reservoirs, and
sidewalks) would operate at acceptable levels under both the 2015 Scenario One and Scenario Two
Build conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any significant adverse
pedestrian impacts under either scenario.

PARKING

The proposed school would not provide any on-site parking spaces and would generate a
demand of approximately 38 parking spaces by faculty/staff commuting by auto. Since the on-
street parking utilization in the study area during the AM peak hour is expected to be 94 percent
in the 2015 Scenario One No Build condition, and 93 percent in the 2015 Scenario Two No
Build condition, parking demand generated by the proposed project would be accommeodated by
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the available on-street parking spaces within the %-mile radius of the project site. This would
result in an overall on-street parking utilization rate of approximately 96 or 95 percent,
respectively, for Scenario One or Two, in the % -mile study area in the 2015 Build conditions.

‘Therefore, the proposed project would not result in significant adverse impacts to the supply and _
demand of on-street parking in the study area.

PEDESTRIAN SAFETY

The CEQR Technical Manual considers a location to be a high-pedestrian-accident location if it
has five or more pedestrian-related accidents in any year of the most recent three-year period for
which data are available. Data on traffic accidents at study area intersections were obtained from
the New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) for the period between March 31,
2007 and March 31, 2010. During this period, a total of 97 reportable accidents (including 30
pedesirian-related accidents) occurred at the study area intersections. A rolling total of accident
- data identified the intersections of Junction Boulevard and Roosevelt Avenue and Junction
Boulevard and 43rd Avenue as high pedestrian accident locations. At the intersection of Junction
Boulevard and Roosevelt Avenue, nearly half of the pedestrian-related accidents were related to
vehicles making left or right turning movements while pedestrians were crossing with the signal.
The remaining accidents involved vehicles going straight and entering a parked position. With
respect to geometric conditions, the intersection of Junction Boulevard and Roosevelt Avenue is
signalized and provides three regular crosswalks and one high-visibility (school) crosswalk. In
addition, “School Advance” signs are posted at all approaches at this intersection. At the
intersection of Junction Boulevard and 43rd Avenue, two of the pedestrian-related accidents
were related to vehicle making left or nght turning movements while pedestrians were crossing
with the signal, two involved vehicles going straight, and two were listed with causes unknown.
With respect to geometric conditions, this intersection is signalized and provides three high-
visibility (school) crosswalks and one regular crosswalk. In addition, “School Crosswalk™ signs
are posted at all approaches at this intersection.

With the proposed project, the intersection of Junction Boulevard and Roosevelt Avenue would
experience modest increases in vehicular and pedestrian traffic. Measures to increase pedestrian
safety at this intersection could include the installation of pedestrian safety sign such as “Turning
Vehicles Yield to Pedestrians™ on all approaches, repainting the one existing high-visibility
(school) crosswalk, and replacing the three approaches with regular crosswalks with high-
visibility (school) crosswalks. With these measures in place, the projected increases in vehicular
and pedestrian levels at the intersection of Junction Boulevard and Roosevelt Avenue are not
expected to result in any significant adverse pedestrian safety impacts.

With the proposed project, the intersection of Junction Boulevard and 43rd Avenue would
experience noticeable increases in vehicular and pedestrian traffic. Measures to increase
pedestrian safety at this intersection could include the repainting of all three high-visibility
(school) crosswalks, painting the one regular crosswalk with a high visibility crosswalk, and the
installation of pedestrian safety signs such as “Turning Vehicles Yield to Pedestrians” on all the
approaches. In addition, it is anticipated that NYCDOT would coordinate with the relevant
agencies regarding school crossing guards to facilitate pedestrians crossing at this intersection
during the school related morning and afternoon peak periods. With these measures in place, the
projected increases in vehicular and pedestrian levels at the intersection of Junction Boulevard
and 43rd Avenue are not anticipated to exacerbate any of the current causes of pedestrian-related
accidents.
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AIR QUALITY

MOBILE SOURCE ANALYSIS

The results-of the carbon monoxide (CO) analysis indicate that the cumulative impact of the
proposed project along with the planned 1.S. 311 nearby would not result in any violations of the
8-hour CO standard. In addition, the incremental increases in 8-hour average CO concentrations
are very small, and consequently would not exceed the de mimimis CO criteria.

The results of the particulate matter (PM) analyses show that the annual and daily (24-hour) PM; 5
cumulative increments are predicted to be well below the interim guidance criteria and, therefore, the
proposed project and the planned 1.S. 311 would not result in significant adverse impacts from
mobile sources. ;

Therefore, the proposed project and the planned 1.S. 311 nearby would not result in significant
adverse impacts from mobile sources.

HEAT AND HOT WAT, ER SYSTEM SCREENING ANALYSIS

A screening analysis was performed to assess the potential for air quality impacts from the
proposed school’s heat and hot water system. The analysis was based on the use of natural gas,
the total square footage of the proposed school and assumed height of the exhaust pipe. The
nearest distance to an existing building of a similar or greater height was determined to be
beyond 400 feet. However, the planned 1.S. approximately 220 feet east at 97-36 43rd Avenue
would be taller than the proposed project. Therefore, a distance of 220 feet was conservatively
used to .assess the potential for impacts from both Scenario One and Scenario Two. The use of
natural gas would not result in any significant stationary source air quality impacts because the
proposed. school would be below the maximum permitted size guideline as stated in the 2010
CEQR Technical Manual.

INDUSTRIAL SOURCE SCREENING ANALYSIS

A field survey was conducted to determine whether there are any industrial sources in the project
study area and to identify potential sites that might have New York City Department of
Environmental Protection (NYCDEP) permits. As part of that assessment, which included the
400 foot perimeter of concern for the proposed project, information was requested from
NYCDEP on a business found to be operating within the study area that in the past had a permit
with the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC), according to
the Envirofacts database. NYCDEP indicated that the business did not have or require any air
emissions permits because it no longer engaged in activities that would result in emissions of
concern. A follow-up site survey was conducted on January 13, 2011 to identify any new
sources of concern that may have moved near the proposed site. No new sources of concem
were observed. Therefore, no further analysis is required and there would be no potential for
significant adverse impacts from existing manufacturing district businesses on the proposed
school. The conclusions of this assessment are applicable to both Scenario One and Scenario
Two.

NOISE

The principal impacts of the proposed school on ambient noise levels would result from the use of
the school’s playground, which is expected to be located along 43rd Avenue at the northern portion
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of the project site. The closest noise sensitive receptors to the proposed playground would be the
existing residences immediately across 43rd Avenue and the existing residences immediately across
97th Place. The boundary of the proposed playground is approximately 60 feet south of the
residences across 43rd Avenue and 40 feet west of the residences across 97th Place.

At the closest sensitive noise receptor sites, the analysis determined that the maximum increase
in noise levels with the proposed playground would be approximately 3 dBA. This i ncrease
would be barely perceptible, and would not represent a significant impact according to SCA
impact criteria.

To aid in noise attenuation in the proposed.school interior, its building fagade design would mclude
double-glazed windows. It would also ‘include an alternate means of ventilation (e, air
conditioning). The proposed building’s facades, should be designed to provide a composite
Outdoor-Indoor Transmission Class (OITC) rating which is designed to evaluate building elements
by their ability to reduce the overall loudness of ground or air transportation noise. By adhering to
these design requirements, the proposed development’s building facades would provide sufficient
attenuation to achieve the CEQR interior noise level guideline of 45 dBA L,, for classroom uses.

Based upon the Ligq) values measured at the proposed development site, designing the proposed
development based on the measures outlined in this report would provide sufficient attenuation
to achieve the CEQR interior noise level requirements.

In addition, the bulldmg mechanical systems (i.c., heatmg, ventilation, and air conditioning
systems) would be designed to meet all apphcable noise regulations and to avoid producing
levels that would result in any significant increase in ambient noise levels.

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), a Phase II Environmental Site Investigation
(ESD), and a Supplemental Phase 11 ESI were completed for the project site in July 2010, October -
2010, and July 2011, respectively, to evaluate the environmental conditions.

The Phase I ESA identified on-site recognized environmental conditions (RECs) related to-dry
wells; suspect buried structures; evidence of a petroleum storage tank; and, historic and on-going
manufacturing operations. On-site environmental concerns include the potential presence of
asbestos-containing material (ACM), lead-based paint (LBP), and polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs) in building materials. The Phase I ESA identified off-site RECs including suspect
petroleum storage tanks, evidence of an environmental investigation, historic manufacturing and
repair facilities, and the presence of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in groundwater and soil
vapor at a nearby property. Based on the results of the Phase I ESA, Phase I ESI activities were
completed at the site and included the performance of a geophysical survey, the advancement of
soil borings, installation of soil vapor points and temporary groundwater monitoring wells, and
the collection of soil, sediment, groundwater and soil gas samples for laboratory analyses.The
Supplemental Phase II ESI was conducted to further assess environmental conditions identified
in the Phase IT ESI.

Analytical data for soil samples identified the presence of petroleum-related volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) at concentrations that exceed the regulatory criteria for unrestricted use.
Semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) and metals were also present in one or more soil
samples at concentrations greater than the regulatory criteria for unrestricted use. Although the
detected metals and SVOCs are generally constituents of historic fill, their concentrations in one
or more samples indicate that subsurface soil may have been impacted by historical site use.
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Chlorinated solvent- and petroleum-related VOCs were detected in groundwater at
concentrations greater than State standards. Field indications of a petroleum release (ie.,
petroleum-related staining, odors, measureable product) were evident in groundwater beneath
the sidewalks north and south of the site. The New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) was notified of a petroleum release on July 12, 2011 and Spill No. 11-
04018 was assigned. It is evident that the release originates from an off-site source to the west
of the site.

Various chlorinated- and petroleum-related VOCs were detected in soil vapor at concentrations
above anticipated background levels. Additionally, tetrachloroethene (PCE) and trichloroethene
(TCE) were detected in soil vapor at concentrations that are greater than the New York State
Department of Health Air Guideline Values. The source of the chlorinated solvent—related VOCs
was not identified.

The proposed project would not result in impacts from contaminated media and building
materials. Prior to construction, an additional investigation would be performed to further
characterize soil and groundwater conditions. To minimize the potential for construction
workers’ exposure, standard industry practices, including appropriate health and safety
measures, would be utilized. In addition, a Community Air Monitoring Program would be
implemented during all excavation activities.

Soil and water generated during building construction would be properly characterized and
managed in accordance with all applicable local, State and Federal regulations. All known and
suspected USTs, along with any associated petroleum-impacted soil, would be removed and
transported to an appropriately permitted off-site disposal facility. Any suspect ACM, LBP, and
PCB-containing materials affected by the proposed development of the site would be identified
and properly managed during construction activities. Spill case closure would be pursued with
the NYSDEC and any dewatering required during construction would be minimized to mitigate
potential influx of contaminated water from off-site sources toward the site. Treatment of any
dewatering effiuent would be conducted as required prior to discharge to the municipal sewer.

As a preventative measure, a soil vapor barrier and active sub-slab depressurization system
would be incorporated into the design of the proposed school to prevent potential migration of
organic vapors into the proposed school building. For areas of the project site where exposed soil
may exist (i.e., landscaped areas), a 24-inch thick layer of environmentally clean fill would be
placed over the soil.

CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS

It is anticipated that construction of the proposed project would require a total of approximately
36 months to complete, although the major external construction activities are expected to be
completed within approximately 30 months. Based on current plans, construction would begin in
2012 and be completed in 2015.

Construction would begin with the fencing and screening of the site followed by site demolition,
excavation and grading. First any economically salvageable materials are removed. Then the
building is deconstructed using large equipment. Typical demolition requires solid temporary
walls around the building to prevent accidental dispersal of building materials into areas
accessible to the general public. As the building is being deconstructed, bulldozers and front-end
loaders would be used to load materials into dump trucks. The demotition debris would be sorted
prior to being disposed at landfills to maximize recycling opportunities. Soil would be excavated
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from the project site and removed by truck to a licensed landfill or recycling facility. If soil
containing petroleum or other contaminated materials is discovered during excavation activities,
it would be segregated and disposed of in accordance with all applicable Federal, State, and local
regulations and guidelines. Additionally, all material that needs to be removed from the site
- would be disposed of in accordance with applicable requirements. Piles would be driven, as
© necessary, to support the building, and pile caps would be formed and concrete poured to build
the foundations for the building. Next, the project’s structural frame and exterior fagade would
be erected. Construction of the exterior enclosure, or “shell” of the building would include
construction of the building’s framework (installation of beams and columns), floor decks,
facade (exterior walls and cladding), and roof construction. In the final one to two years of
_ construction, .interior finishing would proceed, including electrical work, plumbing, wall and
ceiling construction, painting, floorwork, and other finishing items along with the completion of
the remaining exterior work, such as utility and fagade work. During this time, most work would
~ occur inside, ‘and operation of heavy on-site equipment would be infrequent. As construction
‘nears completion on the interior of the project, final site work would commence and would
include construction of the outdoor courtyard and play areas and any landscaping.

The estimated average nmumber of workers on site by phase would be: 40 workers for
mobilization, demolition, excavation and foundation; 60 workers for superstructure and exterior
work; 120 workers for interior construction and fit-out; and 40 workers for exterior finishing and
landscaping. The majority of construction activities would take place Monday through Friday,
although if necessary, the delivery or installation of certain equipment could occur on weekend
days. Hours of construction are regulated by the New York City Department of Buildings (DOB)
and apply in all areas of the City.

Typical equipment used for demolition, excavation, and foundation work would include excavators,
bulldozers, backhoes, compaction equipment, tractors, jackhammers, and concrete pumping trucks.
Other equipment that would be used include hoist complexes, dump trucks and loaders, concrete
trucks, and back hoes. Trucks would deliver concrete and other building materials, and remove
excavated material as well as demolition and construction debris. The construction equipment likely
to be used during erection of the superstructure would include compressors, cranes, derricks, hoists,
bending jigs, and welding machines. During facade and roof construction, hoists may continue to be
used. Trucks would remain in use for material supply and construction waste removal. Interior and
-~ finishing work would employ a large number of construction workers, and a wide variety of fixtures
and supplies would have to be delivered to the site. It is anticipated that tracks would access the
project site from 43rd Avenue (if accessing the project area from Junction Boulevard) and 44th
Avenue (if accessing the project area from National Street).

Much of the proposed project’s construction staging would occur within the project site, thereby
limiting any effects on surrounding roadways and pedestrian elements. However, certain
construction activities may require the temporary closing, narrowing, or otherwise impeding of
44th Avenue, the sidewalk along 44th Avenue, as well as the sidewalk and parking lane
immediately adjacent to the project site along 43rd Avenue and 97th Place.

Under Scenario One, construction of the new 1.S. at 97-36 43rd Avenue would proceed along the
same timeframe with the construction schedule of the proposed project. It is assumed that while
the major external construction activities associated with the two projects would occur at similar
times, they would be short-term in nature (lasting less than two years). SCA would coordinate
construction activities of the two projects to ensure that access is provided to nearby residences,
businesses, and community facilities at all times.
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Under Scenario Two, construction of the new LS. at 97-36 43rd Avenue would proceed at some
point in the future. While the construction timetable for the I.S. is unknown under this scenario,
it is unlikely that the major external construction activities associated with the two projects
would overlap (i.e. last longer than two consecutive years). Furthermore, as described below, the
construction activities for both projects will be subject to New York City Local Law 77, which
would require the use of best available technology for equipment at the time of construction.
Therefore, once one of the planned schools is operational, no construction—related impacts
associated with the other planned school would occur with these measures in place.

As with most development in New York City, construction of the proposed project may be
disruptive to the surrounding area for limited periods of time throughout the construction period.
The following analyses describe the proposed project’s temporary effects on transportation
systems, air quality, noise, historic resources, hazardous materials, natural resources, land use
and neighborhood character, socioeconomic conditions, community facilities, open space, and
infrastructure, as well as the economic benefits associated with the construction. The analysis
concluded that the proposed project would not result in extensive construction-related effects
with respect to any of the analysis areas of concern. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts
are expected to occur as a result of construction. *
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Chapter 1:~ _ Project Description

A. INTRODUCTION

The New York City School Construction Authority (SCA) proposes the site selection,
acquisition, acceptance of construction funding, and construction of 2 new Primary School (P.S.)
facility with the capacity of approximately 1,110 seats in the Corona section of Queens (see
Figure 1-1). The proposed school would serve Community School District (CSD) 24 and would
* accommodate children in pre-kindergarten through fifth grade, as well as District 75 special
education students. The project site is an approximately 55,000-square-foot (sf) lot located at 96-
18 43rd Avenue, between 97th Place and Junction Boulevard (Block 1613, Lot 17) (see Figure

1-2), and currently contains a one- to three-story complex of buildings occupled by a live poultry
market and industrial tenants.

Although design plans for the new building have not been finalized, it is expected that the
proposed school building would contain approximately 131,500 gross square feet (gsf) and
would be five stories and up to 71 feet in height (85 feet to the top of the mechanical space). An
approximately 14,500-sf outdoor playground area would be located in the northern portlon of the
site along 43rd Avenue (see Figure 1-3).

The proposed project is located within an M1-1 zoning district; schools are not permitted as-of-
right in manufacturing districts as per Section 42-00 of the Zoning Resolution. Therefore, the
project would require a zoning use override from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development.
While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans show that the project could
result in zoning bulk non-compliances with respect to height and setback and yard requirements,
which would require zoning bulk overrides. SCA is currently coordinating with the New York
City Department of Transportation and the New York City Department of City Planning to
demap the portion of the street within the project site boundary that is currently mapped as an
extension of the existing street bed of 44th Avenue. The SCA will undertake the New York City
Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) for the change to a New York City map upon
_completion of the City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) process. Funding for acquisition,
design and construction of this project would be provided in the New York City Department of -
Education’s Capital Plan for Fiscal Years 2010 to 2014. .

B. PURPOSE AND NEED

Construction of the new school facility has been proposed to provide additional public primary
school capacity in CSD 24. According to the latest DOE school utilization profile for 2009 to
2010, primary schools in CSD 24 are operating at 100 percent capacity, with a’district-wide
capacity of 27,835 and a district-wide enrollment of 27,887. Three primary schools are located
near the project site, including P.S. 307/Pioneer Academy, located approximately 0.2 miles from
the project site at 40-20 100th Street, P.S. 16, located approximately 0.3 miles from the project
site at 41-15 104th Street, and P.S. 19, located approximately 285 feet from the project site at
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98-02 Roosevelt Avenue. The 2009 — 2010 enroliment and utilization profile for these schools is
shown in Table 1-1, below.

Table 1-1
2009 — 2010 Schoel Utilization

Capacity' Enroliment Utilization (%)
P.S. 307/Pioneer Academy® 974 531 55
P.S.16 1,312 1,483 113
P.5.19 1,348 1,451 108
P.S. 19 mini-school 280 296 106
P.S. 19 transportable unit 184 235 128
CSP24 (primary schools) 27,835 "27,887 100

Notes: 1 Historical Method data is shown, '

2 P.S. 307 recently opened and enrollment is increasing annually. Thus, the enroliment and utilization rate for
P.S. 307 does not reflect full grade range. .

Sources: Enroliment, Capacity and Ulilization Report, 2009 — 2010, New York City Department of Education,
September 2010. _

Tt should be noted that P.S. 307 recently opened and enrollment is increasing annually; therefore,
the enrollment and utilization rate for P.S. 307 does not reflect full grade range. In addition, P.S.
16 temporarily placed students at P.S. 307 for the 2010-2011 year and will be annexed to P.S.
269 for the 2011-2012 year. : "

C. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK

For the purpose of this environmental review, it is assumed that construction of the proposed
project would begin in 2012 and the student occupancy would begin in September 2015.
Accordingly, 2015 has been selected as the Build Year for which the environmental assessment
areas have been analyzed. It is assumed that if the proposed project does not proceed, the project
site would remain in its current state (the “No Action” scenario). :

SCA is currently pursuing plans to develop a new 785-seat Intermediate School (1.S.) at 97-36
43rd Avenue (Q311), one block east of the proposed projéct. The new LS. at 97-36 43rd Avenue
is currently anticipated to be completed by the proposed project’s Build Year, 2015. However, in
the event that the new 1.S. 311 is not constructed by 2015, this environmental analysis considers
two analysis scenarios for the future without the proposed project—Scenario One includes
construction of the 785-seat 1.S. by 2015, and Scenario Two assumes that the new LS. is not
constructed by 2015.

D. PROJECT SITE AND PROPOSED SCHOOL

The approximately 55,000-sf project site is located in the Corona section of Queens. The site,
consisting of Block 1613, Lot 17, is a through-lot located on the east end of the block bounded
by 44th Avenue to the south, 43rd Avenue to the north, 97th Place to the east, and Junction
Boulevard to the west. The project site currently contains a one- to three-story, 76,805 square
foot (sf) complex of buildings occupied by a live poultry market and industrial tenants. These
tenants would vacate the property upon transfer of property ownership to the SCA.

The project site is adjacent to the Long Island Rail Road/Port Washington branch railroad tracks,
which extend between and parallel to 44th and 45th Avenues. The site is located in a
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Chapter 1: Project Description

predominantly residential area, though there are also a number of industrial uses along 44th
Avenue and 97th Place within the study area.

With the proposed project, the existing industrial structures on the project site would be
removed. As mentioned above, design plans for the proposed project are not yet finalized;
however, it is expected that the proposed school building would contain approximately 131,500
gsf and would be five stories and up to 71 feet in height (85 feet to the top of the mechanical
space). The main entrance to the school would be located on the corner of 97th Place and 44th
Avenue. An approximately 14,500-sf outdoor playground area would be located in the northern
portion of the site along 43rd Avenue.

The new school facility would contain approximately 1,110 seats for students in pre-
kindergarten through fifth grade, including approximately 96 seats for special education
students, and would contain classrooms, administrative spaces, a gymnasium, library, cafeteria,
and kitchen facilitics. The new school would employ approximately 85 teachers, administrators,
and support staff. The school would operate during normal school hours, likely between 8:00
AM to 3:30 PM between September and June. *
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Chapter 2: _ | Land Use, Zoning, and Community Character

A. INTRODUCTION

This chapter considers the effects of the proposed project on land use, zoning, and community
character. The proposed project would entail demolition of a one- to three-story complex of
buildings and the construction of a new five-story (plus cellar), approximately 1,110-seat
Primary School (P.S.) facility for students in pre-kindergarten through fifth grade in Corona, |
Queens. Land use issues associated with the proposed project include potential changes in local
land uses and neighborhood land use patterns. Zoning and public policy issues include the
compatibility of the proposed project with public policies and zoning requirements.

As described below, this analysis concludes that construction of the proposed project would be
compatible with, and supportive of, existing land uses and ongoing land use trends in the study
area, and would not result in any significant adverse impacts to land use, zoning, or community
character.

B. METHODOLOGY

The approximately 400-foot land use study area roughly extends to 41st Avenue to the north,
46th Avenue and Corona Avenue to the south, 95th Street to the west, and 100th Street to the
cast (see Figure 2-1). This analysis identifies anticipated changes in land use, zoning, and
community character that are expected to occur independently of the proposed project by 2015,
the project’s build year, and assesses any potential adverse impacts to land use, zoning, and
community character that would occur as a result of the proposed project.

C. EXISTING CONDITIONS

Existing land use patterns and trends are described below for the project site and the study area.
This is followed by a discussion of zoning and community character for both areas.

LAND USE

PROJECT SITE

The project site is located at 96-18 43rd Avenue in Corona, Queens (Block 1613, Lot 17). The
site has a total lot area of approximately 55,000 square feet (sf), and is bounded by 44th Avenue
to the south, 43rd Avenue to the north, 97th Place to the east, and Junction Boulevard to the
west. It is currently -developed with a one- to three-story, 76,805-sf complex of buildings
occupied by a live poultry market and industrial uses.
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STUDY AREA

The study area, generally defined as the 400-foot area surrounding the project site, contains a
mix of uses, the most predominant of which are residential, with several manufacturing and
institutional uses located nearby. The project site is adjacent to the Long Island Railroad/Port
‘Washington branch railroad tracks, which extend along 44th and 45th Avenues.

Residential buildings in the study area primarily consist of single-family detached and semi-
detached homes, as well as multi-family homes and small- to medium-sized apartment buildings,
and range in height from two to four stories. Along National Street, east of the project site, many
of the residential buildings contain ground-floor commercial spaces with neighborhood retail
uses such as laundromats florists, restaurants and beauty salons.

Industrial uses in the, study area include a one-story 27,560-sf warehouse bu1ld1ng located one
block east of the project site, and several warehousing and shipping companies. Other industrial
uses in the area include auto-related uses, such as auto body garages and gas stations.
Commercial uses are primarily located along Junction Boulevard, National Street and Corona
Avenue and include supermarkets as well as other neighborhood-oriented retail such as video
stores, restaurants, and laundromats.

There are several community facility uses in the study area. The 110th Police Precinct is located
west of the project site on 43rd Avenue. Fire response services in the study area are provided by
Engine 289, Ladder 138, Battalion 46, located at 97-28 43rd Ave, which is one block east of the
project site. Religious uses near the study area include a church, an Islamic Mosque, 2 Buddhist
Temple, and a Jehovah’s Witness Kingdom Hall, all of which are located on the east side of
National Avenue between 41st Avenue and 44th Avenue. Another church is located on 43rd
Avenue between 99th Street and National Street.

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

PROJECT SITE

_ The project site is located in an M1-1 manufacturing zoning district (see Figure 2-2). Ml-1
districts permit light manufacturing uses that must meet stringent performance standards and are
often located adjacent to residential and commercial districts. M1-1 zoning districts have a
maximum allowable floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.0 for manufacturing and commercial uses, and a
maximum FAR of 2.4 for community facility uses. Schools are not allowed as-of-right in M1
ZONnes.

STUDY AREA

The central portion of the study area, to the north of the Long Island Railroad tracks, is within
the M1-1 district, described above. The northern and southern portions of the study area contain
residential RS and R6B districts. RS zoning districts are medium-density residential districts that
are typified by small apartment buildings and three-story attached houses. RS districts often
provide a transition between lower- and higher-density neighborhoods, and have a maximum
FAR of 1.25 for residential uses and a maximum community facility FAR of 2.0. R6B districts
generally contain four-story attached row houses, many of which are set back from the street by
stoops or front yards, and allow a maximum FAR of 2.0. Schools can be built as-of-right in R5
and R6B zoning districts.
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The R6B District contains commercial overlays along National Street. Within the study area, a
C2-3 commercial overlay is mapped on the west side of National Street from 41st Avenue to just
south of 43rd Avenue and on the east side of National Street just south of 43rd Avenue. A C2-2
commercial overlay is mapped along the east side of National Street between 42nd and 43rd
Avenues. Within these overlay districts, the maximum commercial FAR is 2.0.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

Community character is defined as the combiration of a number of traits, including land use,
urban design and visual resources, traffic, and noise. These elements are considered together to -
create a sense of the neighborhood in which a project is proposed, so that the compatibility of
the project within its community setting can be presented and assessed.

PROJECT SITE AND STUDY AREA

The community character of the Corona section of Queens is generally that of a medium-density
residential area and also includes a mix of commercial, industrial, and community facility uses.
The Long Island Railroad/Port Washington line railroad tracks, which are located above grade
and run in an east-west direction, bisect the study area. :

Junction Boulevard and National Street are both busy, two-way streets that run north-south
through the study area. Corona Avenue is a busy, two-way street that runs generally east-west
through the study area. Each of these streets typically carries local traffic, with one travel lane in
each direction and a parking lane on each side of the street. These streets are also retail corridors,
with neighborhood retail located on the ground floor of many residential buildings. Other
establishments, such as auto-related businesses and houses of worship, are also located along
these streets. Roosevelt Avenue is also a busy, two-way street that runs east-west just outside of
the study area to the north. Roosevelt Avenue is a major retail corridor, with neighborhood retail
located on the ground floor of many residential buildings.

The area immediately to the north of the Long Island Railroad/Port Washington branch railroad
tracks, including the project site, contains several large industrial and commercial uses, while the
remainder of the study arca to the north and south of the project site is primarily residential. The
residential character of the area is defined by a combination of detached houses, and two- to
four-story semi-attached and attached brick and frame buildings. A variety of religious
institutional uses, including churches, mosques, and temples are present in this area as well.

The neighborhood’s pedestrian activity is mainly concentrated on National Street, Junction
Boulevard, Corona Avenue, and Roosevelt Avenue. Pedestrian traffic is mainly to and from bus
stops, as well as to the retail and service shops along the thoroughfares. The area is served by the
Q23, Q58 and Q72 bus routes, which run along National Street, Corona Avenue, and Junction
Boulevard, respectively. The #7 subway line runs elevated above Roosevelt Avenue. Two
subway stations along Roosevelt Avenue at Junction Boulevard and 103rd Street are just outside
of the study area limits.

C OMMUNITY FACILITIES

A pew school facility would provide additional community resources for area residents. The
project is not expected to place additional demands on hospitals and other health care facilities,
libraries, or public school or day care facilities. This section focuses, therefore, on police and fire
protection services.
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The project is served by the 110th Police Precinct. The precinct house is located at 94-41 43rd
Avenue in the Elmhurst section of Queens, approximately ¥ mile west of the project site. The
project site is served by Engine 289, Ladder 138, Battalion 46 located at 97-28 43rd Ave, which
is a block away from the project site to the east.

D. THE FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROPOSED PROJECT

LAND USE

In the future without the project, the existing one- to-three story complex of buildings on the site
is expected to remain in operation as a live poultry warehouse and industrial uses by 2015.

As described in Chapter 1, “Project Description,” the School Construction Authority (SCA) is
currently pursuing plans to develop a new 785-seat Intermediate School (I.S.) at 97-36 43rd
Avenue, one block east of the proposed project. The new 1.S. at 97-36 43rd Avenue is currently
anticipated to be completed by the proposed project’s Build Year, 2015. However, in the event
that the new 1.S. is not constructed by 2015, this environmental analysis considers two analysis
scenarios for the future without the proposed project—Scenario One includes construction of the
785-seat 1.S. by 2015, and Scenario Two assumes that the new LS. is not constructed by 2015
and the existing industrial use remains on that site.

The only other project planned within the study area is a four-story residential building currently
under construction at the northwest corner of the intersection of Junction Boulevard and 42nd
Avenue. ' '

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

In the future without the proposed project, the zoning on the project site and within the study
area is expected to remain unchanged.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

In the future without the proposed project, it is anticipated that the general character of the
community in which the proposed project is located would remain as it is today, with a mix of
uses and low-rise character. Any new development that might occur in the study area is not
expected to be substantially different from what currently exists, nor is it expected to introduce a
significant new source of traffic or noise. Therefore, no change to the existing community
character is expected in the future without the proposed project. '

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

The Police Department has no known plans for any changes that will affect law enforcement
services in this portion of the 110th Precinct. Similarly, there are no other projects or changes in -
fire protection services or equipment expected by the 2015 build year.
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E. PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

LAND USE

PROJECT SITE

With the proposed project, the existing complex of industrial buildings currently located on the
project site would be demolished. The design plans for the proposed project are not yet finalized,
however, it is expected that the proposed school building would contain approximately 131,500
gsf and would be five stories and up to 71 feet in height (85 feet to the top of the mechanical
space). The main entrance to the school would be located on the corner of 97th Place and 44th
Avenue. An approximately 14,500-sf outdoor playground area would be located at ground level
in the northern portion of the site along its 43rd Avenue frontage.

STUDY AREA ..

The proposed school would improve land use conditions in the study area and enliven the project
block by providing a new educational faciiity on a site that currently has industrial uses and
contains a warehouse. At up to five stories in height, the pr0posed facility would be slightly
taller but generally consistent with the helght of other structures in the study area. The proposed
school would be compatible with the mix of uses currently found in the study area, including the
residential, commercial, and community facility uses. The proposed school would also be
compatible with the new 785-seat 1.S. at 97-36 43rd Avenue, one block east of the proposed
project, in the event that it is constructed by 2015 (Scenario One).

The project site is also adjacent to industrial and community facility uses, including light
industrial/manufacturing, auto related uses, and a firehouse. While the proposed school would be
adjacent to existing industrial and transportation uses—as well as residential and commercial
uses, the school’s outdoor facilities, including courtyard and playground areas, would be
buffered from adjacent uses by fencing and other built enclosures. Therefore, the development of
the proposed school facility is not expected to affect adjacent land uses. Furthermore, the
proposed project would not result in any impacts to land use, zoning, or community character
under Scenario Two, in which the existing industrial use remains at 96-18 43rd Avenue.

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

The proposed project would replace an industrial use with a community facility that is allowed
in M1-1 zoning districts by Special Permit from the Board of Standards and Appeals pursuant to .
Section 42-31 of the New York City Zoning Resolution. Instead of a Special Permit, the SCA
would seek approval of a zoning use override from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development
to permit the project to proceed. While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans
show that the project could result in zoning bulk non-compliances with respect to height and ..
setback, parking, and yard requirements, which would require zoning bulk overrides. SCA is
currently coordinating with the New York City Department of Transportation and the New York
City Department of City Planning to demap the portion of the street within the project site
boundary that is currently mapped as an extension of the existing street bed of 44th Avenue. The
SCA will undertake the New York City Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) for the
change to a New York City map upon completion of the City Environmental Quality Review
(CEQR) process.

2-5
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If the zoning overrides are granted, it would apply only to the project sitc and would have no
impact on neighboring zoning or property. The demapping of the unbuilt street bed extension
would not affect zoning on the project site or in the study area. Therefore, the proposed project
would have no significant adverse impacts to local zoning.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

In the future with the proposed project, the existing complex of industrial buildings on the site
would be replaced with a new school that would be slightly taller than the existing and
surrounding buildings,  but would be compatible with the mix of residential, industrial,
commercial, and community facility uses in the surrounding area. The increase in traffic
volumes with the proposed project is not expected to result in any significant adverse impacts to
the character of the community. ' '

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

The new school would provide additional community resources for area residents, and is
expected to relicve overcrowding in nearby elementary schools. The Police and Fire
Departments monitor conditions to determine how their personnel are deployed. Decisions to alter
existing deployment patterns would be made only in .response to a demonstrated change in
demand. Police and fire services would be adjusted as deemed necessary by both agencies, and no
significant adverse impacts to police or fire services are expected to result from the proposed
project. ' ‘
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A. INTRODUCTION

This chapter assesses the potential of the proposed project to affect historic and cultural
resources. The project site (Block 1613, Lot 17), located at 96-18 43rd Avenue in the Corona
section of Queens, occupies the eastern end of the block bounded by 43rd and 44th Avenues and
97th Place and Junction Boulevard (see Figure 3-1). The site currently contains a complex of
attached one- to three-story industrial buildings—the former Tiffany Studios Complex—that
have been determined eligible for listing on the State/National Registers of Historic Places
(S/NR-eligible), as described below. This historic resource would be demolished under the
proposed project.

Historic resources include both archaeological and architectural resources. The study area for
archaeological resources is the project site, which is the area that would be disturbed by the
project’s construction. Study areas for architectural resources are determined based on the area
of potential effect for construction-period impacts, such as ground-bome vibrations, and the area
of potential effect for visual or contextual effects, which is usvally a larger area. The
architectural resources study area for this project is defined as being within an approx1mate1y
400-foot radius of the project site (see Figure 3-1).

For this analysis, known architectural resources include properties listed on the State and
National Registers of Historic Places (S/NR) and properties determined eligible for S/NR listing,
New York City Landmarks (NYCLs), and properties determined eligible for landmark status.
Potential architectural resources are properties that may meet the criteria of eligibility for S/NR
listing and/or NYCL designation.

B. BACKGROUND HISTORY

By the mid-19th century, the Corona section of Queens was predominantly used for agricultural
purposes, and only a few major roads had been cut through the area, including what appear to be
precursors of modern Junction Boulevard, Corona Avenue, and National Street. Historic.maps
dating to the 1840s and 1850s do not depict any structures or other developments within the
project site, which at the time was located at the base of a large hill that rose to the west. By
1858, maps depict the rail line that runs along the southern side of the site.

During the second half of the 19th century, the Corona neighborhood experienced increasing
development as the construction of new roads and rail lines made the once rural area more
accessible to the more populated areas of Manhattan. The Beers map of 1873 continues to depict
the project site (and the entire block on which it is situated) as undeveloped, although it
identifies the property owner as J.P. Pratt. The still-undeveloped block was divided into lots by
the 1890s.

The first development on the project site appears to have been a complex of structures occupied
by Tiffany Studios, the company founded by artist Louis Comfort Tiffany, who purchased the

3-1 July 19, 2011
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property at the beginning of the 20th century. Early 20th century maps identify the property as
that of the Allied Arts Company, 2 company founded by Louis Comfort Tiffany, which became
part of the Tiffany Studios in 1900. As seen on a 1902 Sanborn map, among the structures
constructed as part of that complex were the interconnecting 2-story structures that currently line
the eastern side and southeastern- corner of the project site, although an carlier structure may
have been built by Tiffany on the site before the map was produced.

The Tiffany Studios Complex was part of the Tiffany Furnaces, the first portion of Tiffany’s
Corona factory complex that opened in 1892 on the northwest corner of 43rd Avenue and 97th
Place across 43rd Avenue from the project site. The Furnaces, known as the “Sturbridge Glass
Works,” was a business established by Louis Comfort Tiffany. The Furnaces were where
Tiffany successfully developed opalescent glass that was marketed under the trademarked name
“Favrile,” meaning handmade. The Furnaces were demolished between 1931 and 1951. The
former Tiffany Studios Complex—the building complex that occupies the current project site—
is the remaining portion of Tiffany’s Corona factory complex.

The 1902 Sanborn map indicates that the structures were used for brass spinning, buffing,
plating, and finishing and for woodworking and varnishing. The map also depicts a driven well,
a benzene vault, a coal bin, and a water closet in the yard adjacent to the structures. The map
shows two structures in the center of the lot: an castern, tin-clad structure that was used for
storage, water closets, and boiler rooms, and, to the west, a brass foundry that the map notes was
under construction. The eastern structure appears to have been incorporated into the current
complex of buildings. The western building may never have been constructed as depicted on the
maps, as 2 map published by Hugo Ullitz in 1903 and all subsequent maps later depict the
foundry as a wood frame structure along the northem side of the site.

The 1903 Ullitz map is the first to identify the lot as the property of Tiffany Studios and depicts
the newly constructed foundry as well as the two brick structures previously seen on the 1902
Sanborn map. Louis Comfort Tiffany’s factory complex in Corona included the Tiffany
Fumnaces, located opposite the project site at the northwest corner of 43rd Avenue and 97th
Place, and the Tiffany Studios, which were situated on the project site. The Furnaces had been
opened by 1892 as the “Sturbridge Glass Works,” a business established by Louis Comfort
Tiffany where Tiffany successfully developed opalescent glass that was marketed under the
trademarked name Favrile.

The Tiffany company produced high volumes of glass, experimented in glass colors and pottery
glazing, and perfected techniques of assembling stained glass windows and lamps at the Corona
factory complex. Heavier work was also done at the Corona factory, including making and
soldering glass, assembling lamps, and making bronze. The factory also produced decorative
light fixtures, metal-work, enamelware, ceramics, and jewelry that were sold at the Tiffany
showroom 1n Manhattan.

A Belcher-Hyde atlas published in 1913 reflects some changes to the structures on the project
site. The wood foundry along the northern end of the site had been replaced by a brick structure,
and a large wood frame shed or stable was built covering the western third of the site. These
structures are more clearly depicted on the 1915 Sanborn map. That map does not depict the
large wood frame shed on the western side of the site, but rather portrays building footprints that
were nearly identical to those seen on the site today. Several small, attached 1-story structures
were present within the interior portion of the lot, including on storage structure that was
scheduled to be removed.
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The Tiffany Company was dissolved in the late 1920s as the stained glass and decorative items
that the company produced went out of style. In 1928, two eminent bronze corporations merged
to form the General Bronze Corporation and the company purchased the former Tiffany Studios
Complex that year. The 1931 Sanborn map identifies that corporation as the site owner and
depicts the complex of structures in a similar manner as the 1915 Sanborn map, although a
connecting I-story structure had been constructed within the western half of the interior
courtyard to replace the prior storage structure. This structure is still present on the site today.
The Tiffany Studios filed for bankruptcy in 1931 at which time the Tiffany Studios Complex
was acquired by Roman Bronze Works, a company that had served as a subcontractor to Tiffany
in prior years. Roman Bronze Works continued to use the Tiffany Studios Complex, producing -
such works as the statues of Prometheus and Atlas for Rockefeller Center. During World War Il
the foundry was used for defense work.

The former Tiffany Studios Complex has since been used by a variety of tenants, including
electronics and garment businesses, a church, and a live poultry business. The 1951 Sanborn
map depicts the last phase of construction on the project site, with the addition of two additional
I-story structures in the western half of the interior courtyard. The footprint of the complex as
seen on that map is the same as it is today. Beginning in 1999, Sanborn maps begin to identify
the structure at the northeast corner of the site as a church, although the building does not appear
to be used in this capacity at the present time.

C. EXISTING CONDITIONS

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

AKRF prepared a disturbance memorandum/preliminary archaeological assessment for the
project site in December 2010. The disturbance memorandum, the results of which are
summarized below, concluded that the project site has low sensitivity for both precontact
archaeological resources and historic period archaeological resources. The memorandum has
been reviewed by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation, and Historic Preservation
(OPRHP). (OPRHP’s May 5, 2011 comment letter is provided in Appendix A.)

POTENTIAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY OF THE PROJECT SITE

Precontact Sensitivity

The precontact period refers to the time when Queens was inhabited by Native Americans, prior
to the settlement of New York by FEuropean colonists. In general, Native American
archaeological sites are characterized by close proximity to coastal areas, with access to marine
resources, fresh water sources, and areas of high elevation. Because of the varied resources
provided by nearby marshes, Flushing Creek, and Flushing Bay, the project site could have been
utilized by Native Americans for the exploitation of natural resources. However, the project site
was gently sloping and there were more level areas to the north. Further, the project site was ata
great distance from water courses for a permanent settlement to have been located there.
Therefore, it does not seem likely that a campsite or permanent settlement would have been
located on the project site. Soil borings show that the ground surface of the project site is
underlain by a layer of historic fill measuring between 6 and 16 feet in thickness. Historic USGS
maps sug gest that the topography of the project site during the 1890s was not drastically
different than that seen today. It therefore appears that the original ground surface was likely
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disturbed as a result of the development of the project site in the 20th century. Therefore, the site
is considered to have low sensitivity for precontact archasological resources.

Historic Sensitivity

Historic maps depict the project site as vacant until the early 20th century. There is no record of
domestic occupation of the site and the only development that appears to have occurred on the
project site was industrial in nature. Many of the structures that currently occupy the site were
among the first to have been constructed there. There is no record of any earlier development or
occupation of the project site during the historic period. Therefore, the project site is determined
to have low sensitivity for historic period archaeological resources. Further, because of the
heavy industrial usage of the project site, groundwater and soils in portions of the project site
have been identified as contaminated.

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

PROJECT SITE

As described above, the project site is occupied by a complex of attached one- to three-story
industrial buildings that were constructed between 1893 and 1915 and formerly housed the
Tiffany Studios portion of Louis Comfort Tiffany’s Corona factory complex. The former Tiffany
Studios Complex was determiried S/NR-eligible by OPRHP in April 2010 as part of an
environmental review for a separate project. The building complex is currently used as a live
poultry warehouse and for other industrial purposes.

The project site building complex comprises attached structures faced in red painted bnck and
cinder block (see Views 1 and 2 of Figure 3-2). The complex surrounds a paved courtyard used
for parking that is accessed through a driveway on 43rd Avenue. Because of a gradual
downward slope from north to south, the building complex’s 43rd Avenue fagades have two
stories while the 44th Avenue facades have three stories.

The buildings on the eastern end of the complex were built between 1893 and 1902. They have
windows with brick segmental arch headers and lintels and a cornice with decorative brick
corbelling and dentils. Some windows have been infilled with brick, door openings have been
cut into the north fagade, and metal security screens have been installed on most door openings.
Several ground level windows have closed gray metal shufters. The western portion of the
complex includes two buildings that were constructed by 1915. Facing 43rd Avenue is a one-
story foundry, an east-west oriented building. with a pitched roof along its length and a raised
shed-like component at the ridge. The foundry’s north fagade has nine large rectangular window
openings, with both horizontal pivot windows and fixed lights. A large vehicular entrance and a
doorway also open from this fagade, both of which have rolling metal security screens (see View
2 of Figure 3-2). The western portion of the complex’s 44th Avenue frontage is a two-story
utilitarian structure faced in brick and cinder block. It has two loading docks and five small
window openings on the first floor, and 17 window bays on the second floor. The windows have
metal screens and shutters.

STUDY AREA

Known Architectural Resources

There is one known architectural resource in the 400-foot study area.
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Fire Engine Company 289/Ladder Company 138 (S/NR, NYCL)

The fire station at 97-28 43rd Avenue is approximately 310 feet east of the project site. The
building was designed by architects Satterlee & Boyd and built in 1912-1914. It is a three-story,
red brick-faced French Renaissance-style building with a steeply pitched mansard roof. The
~ building is faced in Stony Creek granite at its base with buff-colored Indiana limestone above,
which is also nused on the second and third floor window surrounds and the roof cornice. The
building’s design also incorporates brick, bronze, and marble medallions, and decorative
ironwork. The fire station was built soon after the 1898 Consolidation of Greater New York as
part of a campaign to bring professional fire service to Queens. It is one of the earliest fire
stations designed during the automobile age and has two side-by-side bays specifically des1gr16d
for motorized vehicles (see View 3 of Figure 3-3).

There are no potential architectural resources in the study area. Other than the fire station,
buildings in the study area include a mix of older two- and three-story attached, detached, and
semi-detached houses, most of which have been altered with vinyl siding, porch enclosures, and
new windows. There are also both older and newer two- and three-story, brick-faced apartment
buildings, a gas station, one- to three-story industrial buildings and warehouses, and one- to two-
story commercial buildings, some of which have residential uses above. The buildings in the
study area, apart from the one architectural resource described above, do not appear to meet the
criteria for S/NR listing or NYCL designation.

D. THE FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Architectural resources that are listed on the National Register or that have been found eligible
for such listing are given a measure of protection from the effects of federally-sponsored or
federally-assisted projects under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. Although
preservation is not mandated, federal agencies must attempt to avoid adverse impacts on such
resources through a notice, review, and construction process. Properties listed on the State
Register are similarly protected against impacts resulting from state-sponsored or state-assisted
projects under the State Historic Preservation Act. Private property owners using private funds
can, however, alter or demolish their properties without such a review process.

PROJECT SITE

In the future without the proposed project, it is assumed that the project site’s existing one- to-
three story building complex will remain in its current condition and will continue to operate
with a live poultry warehouse and industrial uses by 2015. It is possible that the former Tiffany
Studios Complex could be listed on the S/NR or determined eligible or designated a NYCL.

STUDY AREA

As described in Chapter 1, Project Description,” there are two analysis scenarios for the future
without the proposed project. Scenario One includes two development projects planned in the
study area by 2015—a new 785-seat intermediate school (1.8.) at 97-36 43rd Avenue known as
L.S. 311, (approximately 160 feet east of the project site) and a four-story residential building
currently under construction approximately 360 feet northwest of the project site at the
northwest corner of Junction Boulevard and 42nd Avenue. With Scenario Two, the only No
Build project is the four-story residential building currently under construction at the northwest
corner of Junction Boulevard and 42nd Avenue. With either scenario, there is little or no visual
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relationship between the project site and these No Build sites as there are several intervening
buildings. Therefore, these No Build projects will not result in any adverse physical, visual, or
contextual impacts on the former Tiffany Studios Complex.

E. PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Since the project site has been determined to have low sensitivity for precontact'and historic
period archaeological resources, the proposed project would have no adverse impacts on such
resources and no further analysis is required.

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

In general, potential impacts on architectural resources can include both direct physical impacts
and indirect impacts. Direct impacts include demolition of a resource and alterations to a

resource that cause it to become a different visual entity. A resource could also be damaged from

vibration (i.e., from construction blasting or pile driving} and additional damage fromadjacent
construction that could occur from falling objects, subsidence, collapse, or damage from

construction machinery. Adjacent construction is defined as any construction activity that would

occur within 90 feet of an architectural resource, as defined in the New York City Department of
Buildings (DOB) Technical Policy and Procedure Notice (TPPN) #1 0/88." Indirect impacts such -
as contextual impacts may include isolation of a historic resource from its setting or visual

relationships with the streetscape, changes to a resource’s visual prominence, elimination or

screening of publicly accessible views of a historic resource, introduetion of significant new

shadows or significant lengthening of the duration of existing shadows on sun-sensitive historic

resources, and introduction of incompatible visual, audible, or atmospheric elements to a

resource’s setting.

PROJECT SITE

With the proposed project, the existing former Tiffany Studios Complex on the project site
would be demolished and removed from the project site to allow for the project site’s
redevelopment with a new primary school. The proposed school building would be five stories
and up to apprommately 71 feet in height (85 feet to the top of the mechanical space) and is
expected to be faced in brick and stone. An outdoor play area would be located in the
northeastern portion of the project site along 43rd Avenue. New street trees would be planted in
the sidewalks adjacent to the project site.

The demolition of the former Tiffany Studios Complex, a known architectural resource, would
constitute an adverse impact under Section 14.09 of the New York State Historic Preservation
Law (see OPRHP’s May 5, 2011 comment letter in Appendix A). As such, SCA has initiated
and would continue consultation with OPRHP regarding the proposed project and specific
measures that would be included as part of the proposed project to mitigate the adverse impacts.

! TPPN #10/88 was issued by DOB on June 6, 1988, to supplement Building Code regulations with regard
to historic structures. TPPN #10/88 outlines procedures for the avoidance of damage to historic structures
resulting from adjacent construction, defined as construction within a lateral distance of 90 feet from the
historic resource.
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Chapter 3: Historic and Cultural Resources

These measures would be established in a Letter of Resolution (LOR) between the SCA and
OPRHP before construction begins and would include documenting and commemorating the
former Tiffany Studios Complex through HABS Level II documentation, and the instalfation of
a commemorative plaque on the new school building identifying the site of the former Tiffany
Studios Complex and its history in the neighborhood.

STUDY AREA

The proposed project would replace a one- to three-story industrial building complex with a new
institutional building. It is expected that the new school would be faced in brick and stone like
many nearby buildings, including Fire Engine Company 289/Ladder Company 138.

Although the proposed project would remove a historic building from the project site, the former
Tiffany Studios Complex has no meaningful visual or contextual relationship with Fire Engine
Company 289/Ladder Company 138, located approximately 310 feet from the project site. The
fire station is separated from the project site by a number of intervening buildings that preclude a
visual relationship. As such, the proposed project would not affect views to this architectural -
resource or otherwise affect its visual prominence. Further, the Fire Engine Company
289/Ladder Company 138 is at too great a distance from the project site to be adversely affected
by inadvertent construction-related impacts from the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed
project would not adversely impact historic and cultural resources in the study area. *
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A. INTRODUCTION

This attachment considers the potential of the proposed project to affect urban design and visual
resources. The project site (Block 1613, Lot 17), located at 96-18 43rd Avenue in the Corona section
of Queens, occupies the eastern end of the block bounded by 43rd and 44th Avenues and 97th Place
and Junction Boulevard (see Figure 4-1). As per the guidelines presented in the 2010-New York City
Environmental Quality Review (CEQR) Technical Mamual, the urban- des;gn and visual resources
study area is consistent with the study area for the analysis of land use, zoning and public policy. The
study area is roughly bounded by 41st Avenue to the north, 46th Avenue and Corona Avenue to
the south, 95th Street to the west, and 100th Street to the east (see Figures 4-1 and 4-2). Views of
the project site are generally not available beyond this distance.

The following preliminary assessment addresses urban design and visual resources for existing
conditions and the future without and with the proposed actions for the year 2015, when the
prOposed praoject is expected to be completed. The basis for comparison is the No Action
scenario which assumes that if the proposed project does not proceed, the project site would
remain in its current condition,

As described below, the proposed project would replace the existing one- to three-story building
complex on the project site with a new primary school building and playgrounds. The New York
City School Construction Authority (SCA) has not yet finalized project plans for the proposed
school; however, as currently contemplated, the new school building would be five stories and
up to 71 feet in height (85 feet to the top of the mechanical space). An outdoor playground
would be located in the northern portion of the project site along 43rd Avenue and an early
childhood play area located in the central western part of the project site. The proposed school
would be similar in bulk to existing apartment buildings and warechouses in the study area. It
would also be similar in bulk and height to the new school building that may be completed by
2015 at 97-40 43rd Avenue and the more distant existing Public School 19, approximately 285
feet northeast of the study area, The new school would cover approximately 50 percent of the
lot. It would not be expected to adversely affect wind or sunlight conditions in the surrounding ..
area. The proposed project would not alter the street pattern, block shapes, or natural features of
the study arca, nor would it introduce an incompatible use. Although some views in the study
area would be altered by the addition of a new building on the project site, as described below,
no significant visual resources or view corridors would be obstructed.

This preliminary assessment concludes that in comparison to the No Action scenario, the
proposed project would not be expected fo result in any significant adverse impacts to urban
design and visual resources on the project site or in the study area and does not require further
analysis.
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B. EXISTING CONDITIONS
PROJECT SITE

URBAN DESIGN

The project site contains a complex of late-19th and early-20th century attached one- to three-
story (12- to 26-foot-tall) industrial buildings faced in red painted brick and cinder block (see
Views 1 through 4 of Fignres 4-3 and 4-4). Some windows have been infilled with brick, door
openings have been cut into the north fagade, and metal security screens have been installed on
most door openings. Several ground level windows have closed gray metal shutters. Facing 43rd
Avenue is a one-story east-west oriented building-with a-pitched roof along its length and a
raised shed-like component at the ridge. This building’s north facade has nine large rectangular
window openings. A large vehicular entrance and a doorway also open from this fagade, both of
which have rolling metal security -screens. The western portion of the complex’s 44th Avenue
frontage is a two-story utilitarian structure faced in brick and cinder block. It has two loading
docks and five small window openings on the first floor, and 17 window bays on the second
floor. The windows have metal screens and shutters. The attached buildings surround a paved
courtyard used for parking that is accessed through a driveway on 43rd Avenue. Because of a
gradual downward slope from north to south, the buildings® 43rd Avenue fagades have two
stories while the 44th Avenue fagades have three stories.

The bulldmg complex contains approximately 76,800 square feet (sf), and is below the
permitted maximum floor area ratio (FAR) for the project site (2.4 for community facility uses
in an M1-1 Manufacturing Zonming District). The project site has-a total lot area of
approximately 55,000 square feet. Existing lot coverage is approximately 86 percent.

VISUAL RESOURCES

There are no visual resources on the project site and no visual resources in the study area are
visible from the pro_]ect site. Although the existing project site building is a known historic
resource, as described in Attachment 3, “Historic and Culturai Resources.” It is not visually
prominent within the surrounding context.

STUDY AREA

URBAN DESIGN

The primary thoroughfare in the study area is Junction Boulevard, an approximately 70-foot-
wide roadway that extends north-south through the western portion of the study area carrying
two-way traffic (see Figare 4-1). Other streets in the study area include narrow (30-foot-wide)
north-south streets east of Junction Boulevard and wider streets such as Corona Avenue and
National Street that extend diagonally through the south and southeast portions of the study area.
Streets and avenues north of the project site generally carry two-way traffic while the narrow
streets south of the project site carry one-way traffic. Streets and avenues throughout the study
area have curbside parking. Most blocks in the study area have irregular shapes and sizes due to
the intersections of Junction Boulevard, Corona Avenue, and National Street with north-south
and east-west streets. Most blocks have their skewed, short ends along Junction Boulevard or
Natjonal Street. In general, smaller blocks are located south of the project site.
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Chapter 4: Urban Design and Visual Resources

Most buildings in the study area are residential, including free-standing, semi-detached, and
attached houses; small apartment buildings; and residential buildings, including tenements and
houses with ground floor commercial uses. Most study area buildings do not cover their entire
lots. Houses and residential buildings with ground floor commercial use generally have small.
rectangular or square footprints, while apartment buildings have larger footprints. Most houses are
two to three stories, faced in brick or vinyl siding, and have gambrel or gable roofs. Many houses
are set back from the sidewalk by small yards and have front stoops and front porches, some of
which are enclosed (see View 5 of Figure 4-5). Most apartment buildings are older two- to three-
story buildings, though there are also some newer apartment buildings in the study area (see View
6 of Figure 4-5). Residential buildings with ground floor commercial uses are smaller, older two-
to three-gtory buildings located on Junction Boulevard and National Street. They are faced in brick
or siding, and have large glass storefront windows. These structures on National Street are built to
the sidewalk; some residential buildings on Junction Boulevard are also built to the sidewalk while
others are set back. - '

Industrial and warchouse buildings in the study area are generally limited to buildings near the
intersection of 43rd Avenue and 97th Place. These include a one-story brown brick warehouse at
the northwest corner of 43rd Avenue and 97th Place and one- and two-story warehouses on the
east side of 97th Place between 42nd and 43rd Avenues (see View 7 of Figure 4-6). A one-story
L-shaped industrial building is located on a through block site mid-block between 97th Place and
National Street with frontages on 43rd and 44th Avenues. These industrial and warehouse
buildings are block-like in form and have large footprints compared to the smaller footprints of
most residential buildings in the study area. A gas station is located at the northeast corner of
Junction Boulevard and 44th Avenue. It is set back from both streets by a paved parking area and
has a flat canopy structure spanning above a kiosk and gas pump islands. Other commercial
buildings include small, one-story buildings on Junction Boulevard (see View 8 of Figure 4-6).

Three institutional buildings are located in the study area, all of which are located east of the
project site. Fire Engine Company 289/Ladder Company 138 is a three-story fire station located
at 97-28 43rd Avenue (see View 9 of Figure 4-7). Also on 43rd Avenue is the Faith Bible Church
of Corona at 99-14 43rd Avenue, a three-story rectangular building that rises without setbacks and
is faced in dark brown brick at its base and tan brick on the upper floors. Farther east of the
project site at 43-10 National Strect is a two-story, white brick-faced building occupied by the Fu
Yen True Buddha Temple located. It is built to the sidewalk and has a yellow awning above its
_entrance (see View 10 of Figure 4-7).

The Long Island Rail Road (LIRR)’s concrete retaining walls and bridge are the most defining
streetscape elements in the study area, as these structures visually and physically separate areas
north and south of the rail line. The concrete retaining walls extend east-west through the study
area on either side of the LIRR right-of-way, adjacent to 44th and 45th Avenues. The retaining
walls are approximately 10 feet tall and are characterized by graffiti and are in poor repair in
some locations. Above the retaining walls, the LIRR tracks are set at a higher elevation at the top
of the embankment. Tall electrical poles and cables are also located above the LIRR tracks. 97th
Street, 97th Place, and 98th Street terminate at the retaining walls and are not through-streets. A
steel bridge carries the LIRR tracks over National Street, permitting through vehicular traffic.
Billboards are affixed to the retaining walls near National Street (see Views 11 through 14 of
Figure 4-8).

Other streetscape elements in the study area include standard cobra head street lamps; fire
hydrants; mail boxes; telephone booths; bus stops on Junction Boulevard and Corona Avenue;
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street trees; and telephone poles with overhead lines. Many houses and apartment buildings in
the study area have curb cuts for driveways. Most houses and some apartment buildings also
have decorative brick walls or metal fences with gates along the property line. Some newer
apartment buildings have driveways in front of the buildings.

The topography of the study area is generally flat, ‘however, there is a slight decline south on
97th Place and National Street toward the Long Island Railroad (LIRR) embankment and bridge
and a decline west on 43rd and 44th Avenues west of 97th Place. Natural features in the study
area are limited to small grassy yards with trees and shrubs on some residential properties. Most
streets also have street trees, including several mature trees, although street trees on Junction
Boulevard and National Street are limited in number.

The study area was field surveyed in the winter. No notable pedestrian wind conditions were
experienced at that time. Most buildings in the study area are one to four stories in height and
most streets are 50 to 70 feet wide. In general, these conditions allow sunlight to reach the study
area streets throughout the day.

VISUAL RESOURCES

There are no notable view corridors in the study area. Views east and west on 41st, 42nd, and
43rd. Avenues extend for long distances but are limited to views of adjacent buildings. The
-approximately 10-foot-tall LIRR- embankment restricts views along 44th and 45th Avenues to
those areas to the north and south of this structure, respectively. Many views on the north-south
streets terminate at the LIRR embankment. There are longer views on Junction Boulevard and
National Street due to their widths. However, the LIRR bridge obscures views on both streets. .
where they cross 44 th and 45th Avenues. Further, views north on Junction Boulevard are
interrupted by the westward jog in the road north of 41st Avenue. Views in other parts of the
study area are generally limited to buildings lining the street.

One visual resource is located in the study area—Fire Engine Company 289/Ladder Company
138 at 97-28 43rd Avenue. This historic, architecturally distinctive three-story (46-foot-tall)
-building is located approximately 310 feet east of the project site on 43rd Avenue. This early
20th century fire station is faced in red brick, limestone, and granite and has a mansard roof and
two garage enfrances (see View 9 of Figure 4-7). This architecturally distinctive building is
visible in views east-west on 43rd Avenue and in views south on 97th Place and 99th Street.
Because the fire station is located on the same side of the street as the project site beyond
intervening buildings, it is not visible from the project site and there is not visval or contextual
relationship between the project site and the fire station.

C. THE FUTURE WITHOUT THE PROPOSED PROJECT

PROJECT SITE

In the future without the proposed project, the project site is expected to remain unchanged by the
2015 build year. Therefore, the urban design character of the project site will not be altered.

OTHER FUTURE PROJECTS

There are two analysis scenarios for the future without the proposed project. Scenario One
includes two development projects planned in the study area by 2015—a mew 785-seat
intermediate school at 97-40 43rd Avenue known as Intermediate School (1.S.) 311,
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