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Statement
New York State Senator Tony Avella

The New York City Council
Subcommittee on Landmarks, Public Siting and Maritime Uses

LU 0720-2012
Application no. 20135041 HKQ (N 130043 HKQ), pursuant to
§3020 of the Charter of the City of New York, concerning
the designation by the Landmarks Preservation Commission of
Brinckerhoff Cemetery located at 69-65 to 69-73 182™ Street
(Block 7135, Lots 54 and 60}, (Designation List 458, LP-2087)
Borough of Queens, Community Board 8, Council District no. 24.

November 26, 2012

Thank you for the opportunity to testify here today. I join with residents and civic
associ_ations in expressing strong support for landmarking the Brinkerhoff Cemetery which was
founded in the 18™ Century.

As you know, this cemetery had been ‘calendared’, and essentially left in limbo, for over
a decade despite its rich history and significant importance to the community. Landmarking the
property has been long overdue.

It is a private plot used by the Brinckerhoff famﬂy who are considered one of the first
settlers in this section of Queens. Ihave been given to understand that the remaining cemetery

contains 77 graves of settlers who were laid to rest between 1730 and 1898.



As the State Senator who now represents this cemetery, I am in full support of preserving
this historical site as an official landmark. I strongly urge you to approve this application to
grant landmark status to the Brinckerhoff Cemetery, so that it will be preserved as part of Queens
history.

Respectfully submitted,

7 et

Tony Avelia
State Senator — 11t Senatorial District




We, the undersigned, are in opposition to designating the properties
located at 69-65 and 69-73 182™ Street, Fresh Meadows, NY (Block
7135 Lots 54 and 60) as the Brinckerhoff Cemetery by the New York
City Landmark Preservation Commission.

Name Signature Address Phone # and Email
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SCA

School Consirustfon Authority

Department o
Education

November 15, 2012

The Honorable Christine C. Quinn
Speaker of the Council

City Hall

New York, New York 10007

Dear Speaker Quinn:

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

s P.S. 320, Queens

New, Approximately 472-Seat Primary School Facility

» Block 3425, Lot7

s Southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb Avenue and
Stockholm Street

o Community School District No. 24
s Queens Community Board No, 5

The project site contains a total of approximately 29,000 square feet {(0.67 acres)
of lot area located at the southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb
Avenue and Stockholm Street in Ridgewood, Queens. It currently contains a two-
story building that was formerly used as a parochial school. Under the proposed
project, the SCA would acquire the site, demolish the existing on-site structure,
and construct a new, approximately 472-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 March 20, 2012. Queens Community Board No. 5 was notified on
March 20, 2012, and was asked to hold a public hearing on the proposed Site
Plan. Queens Community Board No. 5 held a public hearing on April 10, 2012
and submitted written comments in favor of the proposed Site Plan. The City
Planning Commission was also notified on March 20, 2012, and récommended in
favor of the proposed site.

30-30 Themson Avenue. 7184728000 T
Long lsland City, NY {1101 718 AT28BBA0 F
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Schab] Construction Authority

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. [n
accordance with §1732 of the Public Authorities Law, the SCA is submitting the
enclosed Site Plan to the Mayor and the Council for cansideration. Enclosed also
= are copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement that has been prepared
Department of 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) 472-8001 af your convenience.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

orraine Grill

i

President and CEQ
Encl.

c. Hon. Michael R. Bloomberg (w/o attachments)
Hon. Leroy G. Comrie, Land Use Commitiee
Hon. Brad Lander, Subcommittee on Landmarks,
Public Siting and Maritime Uses
Hon. Diana Reyna, District Councilmember
Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
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Schoo! Construction Autherity

Department

0
Education

November 15, 2012

The Honorable Michael R. Bloomberg
Mayor

City Hall

New York, New York 10007

Dear Mayor Bloomberg:

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

« P.S. 320, Queens

New, Approximately 472-Seat Primary School Facility
« Block 3425, Lot 7

+ Southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb Avenue and
Stockholm Street

s  Community School District No. 24
» Queens Community Board No.5

The project site contains a total of approximately 29,000 square feet (0.67 acres)
of lot area located at the southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb
Avenue and Stockholm Street in Ridgewood, Queens. It currently contains a two-
story building that was formetly used as a parochial school. Under the proposed
project, the SCA wauld acquire the site, demolish the existing on-site structure,
and construct a new, approximately 472-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 March 20, 2012. Queens Community Board No. 5 was notified on
March 20, 2012, and was asked to hoid a public hearing on the proposed Site
Plan. Queens Community Board No. 5 held a public hearing on April 10, 2012
and submitted written comments in favor of the proposed Site Plan. The City
Planning Commiission was also nofified on March 20, 2012, and recommended in
favor of the proposed site.

'80-30 Thomson Avenue 71847280007
Long Island City, NY 11101 7184728840 F



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. [n

. 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

i ; also are copies of the Final Environmental Impact Statement that has been

Department of prepared for this project.

Education

The SCA looks forward to your favorable consideration of the proposed Site
Plan. If you have any questionis regarding this Site Plan or would like further
information, please contact me at (718) 472-8001 at your convenience.
Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

uee

orraine Grillo /
President and CEO

Encl.

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



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 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-seat primary school facility in Community School District No.
24, :

The proposed site is located at 360 Seneca Avenue, on the southwest side of
Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street in the
Ridgewood section of Queens. [t contains approximately 29,000 square feet
(0.67 acres) and is currently occupied by a former parochial schoel building. 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

Aftention: Ross J. Holden

Comments on the proposed actions are to be sent to the New York City School
Construction Authority at the above address and will be accepted until May 5,
2012, '

For publication in the New York Post (5 Borough Edition) and the City Record on
Tuesday, March 20, 2012



Y

SITE PLAN FOR A NEW, APPROXIMATELY 444-SEAT PRIMARY SCHOOL FACILITY, QUEENS
SCA| Queens Block 3425, Lot 7
mmmmmme Community School District No. 24




ALTERNATE SITES ANALYSES

NEW, APPROXIMATELY
444-SEAT PRIMARY SCHOOL FACILITY

360 SENECA AVENUE, QUEENS
BLOCK 3425, Lot 7

Community School District No. 24

An Alternate Sites Analyses was not conducted for this proposed new site for a
new primary school facility for School District 24 in the Borough of Queens. This
new school will be constructed on a site that contains a former parochial school
building. This is the location of an existing educational facility that was
constructed in 1966. The existing parochial school building is insufficient to meet
current educational facility requirements and will be demolished. The acquisition
of this property presented a unique opportunity to the New York City Department
of Education to continue the educational use of the site in an area in need of

additional classroom seats.



Community Board No. 5

Borough of Queens
Ridgewood, Maspeth, Middle Village and Glendale

61-23 Myrtle Avenue « Glendale, NY 11385

(718) 366-1834
Fax (718) 417-5799
E-mail: gnscb5@nyc.rr.com
Vincent Arcuri, Jr. ) Gary Giordano
Chairperson o . : ) _ . District Manager

April 27, 2012

‘Lorraine Grillo

President & CEO

NY City School Construction Authority
30~30 Thomson Avenue

Long Island City, NY 11101

Re: CB5Q Recommendation for
Proposed Primary School at
360 Seneca Avenue in
- . ‘ ' Ridgewood, Queens, NY'

Dear President-Grillo:

" On Tuésday,.April 10, 2012 (7:30pm), Community Board 5, ‘
Queens, through its Eduéation Services Committee, comnducted a
Public Hearing regarding a Proposal by the NY City School
Construction Authority and -the NY City Dept. of Education teo-:
construct a new primary public school at 360 Seneca Avenue.
(Block 3425, Lot 7), in Ridgewood, Queens. Mr., Christopher
Persheff, Manager of Operations—-Real Estate Services for the
SCA and Monica Guittierez, Community Relations Representative for
the SCA were present to explain the proposal for the construction
of this approximately 444 seat primary school. The site proposed
is the location of the former Saint Aloysius School, and they.
said that the plan is to demolish the.existing school building
prior to constructing a new school.

There were more than 100 adults, primarily parents from
the nearby community in attendance at the hearing, and about
20 children. The hearing was conducted in the cafeteria of
P.S. 305, at 378-384 Seneca Avenue, in Ridgewood. Mr. Persheff
explained that an Environmental Impact Analysis would be done
for the proposed site. Ms. Gutierrez stated that ahatement of
all asbestos .and any PCBs at the existing Saint Aloysius School
site would have to be performed before any building demolition -
takes place.

At the public hearing, residents stated the following concerns:

- That every precaution be taken during demolition and construction
.of the proposed.new school for minimum adverse impact-to-the
students of neighboring P.S. 305, lecated across Stockholm St.
on Seneca Avenue. ' '



April 27, 2012 .
COMMUNITY BOARD 5, QUEENS

Lorraine Grillo : i
President & CEO .
NY City School Construction Authority

Re: CB5¢ Recommendation for
Proposed Primary School at
360 Seneca Avenue in
Ridgewood, Queens, NY

— Whether this proposed new school would be for very young
children (i.e. Pre K to Grade 2), similar to nearby P.S. 305
"where students attend P.S. 81 after P.S. 305, or whether
the proposed new school would be for older elementary school
students ?

— That there are already congested traffic conditions in this
area of Seneca Avenue, which will be added to with the new
school proposed. Some emphasized that a traffic safety Study
be performed, especially for the Seneca Avenue/Stockholm S5t.
intersection.

— That the construction staging area for the proposed new school
not be on the Stockholm Street side of the property, so as to
minimize construction noise and other negative impacts on the
children attending P.S. 305.

Scme suggestions made by parents and others at the 4/10/12
Public Hearing included:

— That the proposed new school have large enough bathrooms in
the cafeteria area.

— That the proposed new school have an auditorium and a stage ‘
a bit taller than that in P.S. 305, to accomodate performances.

There was an overwhelming sentiment expressed at the hearing
in favor of this new school proposal for 360 Seneca Avenue, since )
local schools are still overcrowded and relief is needed. ;

At the April 11, 2012 monthly meeting of Community Board 5,
Queens, the members unanlmously voted in favor of the Proposed New
Primary School at 360 Seneca Avenue in Ridgewood, Queens.

—37- in favor, -0—- ' opposed, -0- abstaining, and -0- not #oting:

/i%ocereég,

GaryfGiordano
District Manager

CC: Chancellor Dennis M. Walcott, NYC Dept. of Education
‘Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor ‘for Operations-Dépt. 6f Education
JKenrlck Qu, NYC SCA Director of Real Estate Services
Hons. . Helen Marshall, Diana Reyna, and Catherine Nolan
Community Education Council, School District 24
V. Arcuri, P. Grayson & A. Maggio - CB5Q



CITY PLANNING COMMISSION
CITY OF NEW YORK

OFFICE OF THE CHAIR

April 23, 2012

Lorraine Grillo

President and CEO

New York City School Construction Authority
30-30 Thomson Avenue

Long Island City, NY 11101-3045

Dear Ms. Grillo,

This is in response to your letter of March 20, 2012 in which notice was given to the City

" Planning Commission of the proposed site selection of Block 3425, Lot 7 in the borough of
Queens (Community Disirict 5) for the construction of a 444-seat Primary School fac1]1ty 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
CSD 24

Very sincerely,
Amanda M. Burden

C: Kathleen Grimm
Ross Holden

Amanda M. Burden, FAICF, Chair
22 Reade Street, New York, NY 10007-1216
{212) 720-3200 FAX (212} 720-3219
nyc.goviplanning
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SCA

Schoal Gonstruction Authority ©

Pepartment ofm
Education

March 20, 2012

Kathleen Grimm

Deputy Chancellor for Operations

New York City Department of Education
52 Chambers Street

New York, New York 10007

Re: New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community 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 3425, Lot 7 located in the Borough
of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately 444-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 notifications 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 wili accept public comments on this
proposed action until May 5, 2012. All commentis 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.

Sincerely,

el
rraine Grillo .
President & CEOQ

Attachments

30-30 Thomsan Avenue 7184728000 T
Long Island City, NY 11101 7184728840 F
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SCA

School Gonstruction Authertty

Department ofb
Education

March 20, 2012

Amanda M. Burden, FAICP
Chairperson

City Planning Commission
22 Reade Street

New York, New York 10007

Re:  New, Approximately 444.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 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

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 5, 2012, All comments will be taken into consideration in
the Authority’s final declslon regarding this matter.

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

Sincerely,

Lérraine Grillo
President & CEO

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Sarah Goldwyn, NYC Department of City Planning

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7i8 4728000 1
Long Island Gity, NY 11101 7184728840 F
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SCA

Sehool Construction Authority March 20, 201 2

M. Vincent Arcuri, Jr.

Chairperson
; ; Queens Community Board No. 5
Department of 61-23 Myrtle Avenue
Education Glendale, New York 11385

Re: New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Mr. Arcuri:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-

‘ seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Siockholm Stireet.

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 comments on the
Site Plan. 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 5, 2012. 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, EXecutive Vice President and General Counsel, at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely,

Lorraine Grillo
President & CEO

Aftachments

c Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Gary Giordano, District Manager, Queens Community District No. 5

30-30 Thomson Avenue 718 4728000 T
Lona Island City, NY 11101 718 472 8840 F
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March 20, 2012

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

Kew Gardens, New York 11427

Re:  New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear 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 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 5 and the City Planning
Commission. The Notice of Filing for this site selection wilt be published in the New
York Post and City Record on March 20, 2012, and the SCA will continue to accept
public comments until May 5, 2012.

| 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, Executive Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely,

Le.
Lefraine Grillo-
President & CEO
Attachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations

30-30 Thomson Avenue 71647280007
Long Isiand City; NY 11101 718 472 8840F
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Scheal Constructon Autherity "

Departiment of
Education

March 20, 2012

The Honorable Christine G. Quinn
Speaker of the City Council

City Hall -

New York, New York 10007

Re: New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Speaker Quinn:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is

‘hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. § 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 March 20, 2012, and the SCA will continue fo accept
public comments until May 5, 2012.

| 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, Executive Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely,

orraine Grillo
President & CEQ

Attachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
Hon. Leroy G. Comrie, Jr. Land Use Committee
Hon. Brad Lander, Subcommittee on Landmarks,
Public Siting and Maritime Uses
Hon. Diana Reyna, Disfrict Councilmember
Gail Benjamin, Director, Land Use Division
Alonzo Carr, Land Use Division

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T
Long Island Glty, NY 11101 718 4728840 F
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Seheol Canstruction Authority

Education

Depariment t:;fm“

March 20, 2012

The Honorable Catherine Nolan

New York State Assembly, 37" District
District Office

61-08 Linden Street

Ridgewood, New York 11385

Re: New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facilify, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear Assemblywoman Nolan: -

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Construction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 3425, Lot 7, and any other
property in the immediate vicinity which may be necessary for the proposéd project,
located in the Borough of Queens, for the construction of a new, approximately 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 5 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 March 20, 2012, and the SCA will continue to accept
public comments until May 5, 2012.

| 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, Executive Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincergly,

Kene
Lorraine Grillo
President & CEO
Attachments

c: Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations

30-30 Thomson Avenue 7184728000 T
Long [sland City, NY 11101 7184728840 F

——
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Schaol Construction Authority March 20, 2012

The Honorable Michael Gianaris
New York State Senate, 12" District

N District Office
Departl'nent of 21-77 31st Street
Education Astoria, New York 11105

Re: New, Approximately 444-Seat Primary School Facility, Queens
Community School District No. 24

Dear State Senator Gianaris:

Pursuant to §1731 of the New York City School Coristruction Authority Act, notice is
hereby given of the proposed site selection of Block 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 5 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 March 20, 2012,-and the SCA will continue to accept
public comments until May 5, 2012. '

| 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, Executive Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely,

Ll

Lorraine Grillo

President & CEQ

Attachments

v Kathleen Grimm, Deputy Chancellor for Operations
30-30 Thomson Avenue 718 4728000 T

Long Island Clty, NY 11101 718 472 8840 F
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SCA |
Schoal Canstruation Authority March 20, 2012

Mr. Nick Comaianni

President
N < Community Education Council No. 24
Department of 68-10 Central Avenue
Education Glendale, New York 11385

Re: New, Approximat'e.ly 444-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 3425, Lot 7, 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 444-
seat primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The proposed site is
located on Seneca Avenue between De Kalb Avenue and Stockholm Street.

This notification was sent to Queens Community Board No. 5 and the City Planning
,Commission. We have requested that Queens Community Board No. § 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 5, 2012.

| 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, Executive Vice President and General Counsel at (718) 472-8220.

Sincerely;

LAl

Lorraine Grillo

President & CEO

Attachments

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

Long Island City, NY 11101 7184728840 F




Pepartment of
Education

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW
NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

DATE: ~ October 15, 2012
SEQR PROJECT NO.: 13-004
LEAD AGENCY: New York City Schoal Construction Authority

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

Pursuant to the State Environmental Quality Review Act (Article 8 of the New
York State Environmental ‘Conservation Law) and the regulations adopted
pursuant thereto (6 NYCRR Part 617), a Final Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIS) has been prepared covering the action described below and is available
for public inspection at the office of the Lead Agency and applicant as set forth
below. Pursuant to §1730.2 .of the Public Authorities Law, the New York City
School Construction Authority (SCA) is SEQR Lead Agency. The FEIS is also
available af the SCA’s website (www.nycsca.org).

A Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the proposed project was
issued on August 22, 2012. A public hearing on the DEIS was held on
September 10, 2012, at P.S. 305, located at 378 Seneca Avenue, Ridgewood,
Queens, in order to accept comments from the public on the environmental
issues considered therein. The public comment period remained open for fifteen
(15) days following the hearing, and closed on September 25,2012,

NAME OF ACTION: P.S. 320, Queens
New, Approximately 472-Seat Primary School

LOCATION: 360 Seneca Avenue
Tax Block 3425, Tax Lot 7

SEQR STATUS: Unlisted

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

On behalf of the New York City Department of Education (DOE), the New York
City School Consfruction Authority (SCA) proposes the design and construction
of a new primary school facility in Community School District No. 24. The

. proposed new facility would contain a fotal of approximately 472 seats serving

students in pre-kindergarten through fifth grade.

30-30 Thomson Avenue 71847280007
Long Island City, NY 11101 718472 8840 F
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The proposed school would serve Community School District (CSD) 24 and
would accommodate children in pre-kindergarten through fifth grades. The
project site, an approximately 29,000- square-foot (sf) lot located on the
southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb Avenue and Stockholm
Street (Block 3425, Lot 7), currently contains a two-story building that was
formerly used as a parochial school.

Under the proposed project, the existing on-site structure would be dernolistied
and a new public schaol facility would be constructed on the site. Although
design plans for the new building have not been finalized, it is expected that the
proposed school building would contain approximately 65,930 gross square feet
(gsf) and would be four stories and approximately 69 feet in height
{approximatelty 85 feet to the top of the bulkhead). It is anticipated that the main
enfrance to the school would be located on Seneca Avenue. At the rear of the
building there would be two outdoor playground areas: a 12,000-sf outdoor
playground area located near Stockholm Street, and a 3,000-sf early childhood
center {ECC) outdoor playground area near DeKalb. Avenue. Site acquisition and
demolition would occur in late 2012, with student occupancy of the new building
anticipated in 2015.

POTENTIAL SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTS

NOISE

The proposed school would not generate sufficient traffic to have the potential to
cause a significant noise impact, and would incorporate design measures to -
meet indoor sound attenuation requirements for new building construction.

In addition, the potential noise impact of thé school’s playground on neighboring
properties was assessed. With the proposed site plan; the change in noise levels
at the school at 378 Seneca Avenue and residences at 1763 DeKalb Avenue
during those portions of the school day when the playground is in use would not
exceed the SCA impact threshold of 5 dBA. However, when the playground is in
use, the change in noise levels &t thé residence at 1760 DeKalb Avenue would
range from 8.1 dBA to 8.7 dBA. These noise-level increases would constitute a
readily noticeable increase and would be considered significant under SCA
criteria.

The change in noise levels at the residence at 459 Stockholm Street would range
from 11.9 dBA to 12.6 dBA during those portions of the school day when the
playground is being used. These noise level increases would constitute a
perceived doubling of loudness and would be considered significant under SCA
criteria.

The significant noise level increases predicted to occur at 1760 DeKalb Avenue
and 459 Stockholm Street during the hours that the proposed: playground is
being used are primarily a result of the difference between the low, existing noise
levels at these residences compared with the future predicted playground noise
levels from the new school. The resultant noise levels at these properties during
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the hours that the proposed playground is being used would be expected to be in
the low 70s of dBA. These levels do constitute significant increases in noise
level; however, they are moderate for locations in New York City near heavily
frafiicked roadways. Furthermore, the times when these elevated noise levels
occur would be limited to the daytime school hours when the playground is in
use, and would not occur during nighttime hours when people are generally
sleeping and most sensitive to noise.

However, the potential for significant adverse noise impacts at 1760. DeKalb
Avenue and 459 Stockholm Street could be fully mitigated by the installation of
through-the-wall air conditioning units at 1760 Dekalb Avenue, and a window air
conditioning unit at 4598 Stockholm Street. Should these units not be installed,
significant noise impacts would occur to these residences during periods when
the playground is in use.

TRANSPORTATION

For the intersections bordering the project site, capacities at most of the
approaches would be sufficient to accommodate these volume increases in the
future. However, based on the CEQR impact criteria, the proposed project would
result in significant adverse traffic impacts at the following two intersection
approaches during the peak periods analyzed:

» The northbound approach of Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street
during the weekday AM and PM peak hours; and :

« The northbound approach of Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street
during the weekday AM peak hour.

As discussed above, two approaches/lane groups in the study area would
experience significant adverse traffic impacts in the 2015 Build condition as a

result of the project-generated traffic. The specific improvement measures

proposed for the impacted intersections are summarized below:

Seneca Avenue and Sfockholm Sireet

The impact at the northbound approach during the weekday AM and PM peak
hours could be mitigated by changing the operation from a Two-Way to an All
Way stop control at this intersection.

Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Sireet

The impact at the northbound approach during the weekday AM peak hour could
be mitigated by changing the operafion from a Two-Way to an All-Way stop
control at this intersection.

With these improvement measures in place, all of the impacted intersection
approaches and lane groups would operate at the same or at better service
conditions than the No Build conditions, subject to review and approval by the
New York City Department of Transportation (NYCDOT).
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SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and a Phase Il Environmental
Site Investigation (ESI} were completed between February 2011 and July 2012 to
evaluate the environmental conditions of the site. The site encompasses an area
of approximately 29,000 square feet improved by a two-story building with a
basement with a building footprint of approximately 11,200 square feet, and a
fenced-in asphalt paved play area. The site was formerly occupied by the St
Aloysius parochial school, which ceased operations in 2011. Prior to construction
of the parochial school building in 1966, the site was primarily undeveloped with
the exception of a one-story building containing a store on the northwest corner
of the property between 1936 and 1950.

The Phase | ESA was prepared by Langan Engineering and Environmental
Services, P.C. (Langan) for the SCA in February 2011. The Phase | ESA
identified on-site Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) related to a
10,000-gallon fuel oil underground storage tank {(UST) with a closed, leaking tank
incident, and suspect buried structures and construction debris associated with a
former site building. Off-site RECs include open and closed spill cases at
adjoining and surrounding properties; historical clothing manufacturing, knitting
mills, and transit company faciliies with repair operations at adjoining and
surrounding properties; and petroleum bulk storage at surrounding properties.
The Phase | ESA also revealed environmental concerns associated with suspect
asbestos-containing materials (ACM), suspect interior and exterior lead-based.
paint (LBP), and suspect polychlorinated bipheny! (PCB)-containing light ballasts
and caulking material.

A Phase [l ESI was completed by TRC Engineers, Inc. (TRC) on behalf of the
SCA in July 2012 to-assess whether the RECs identified in the Phase | ESA have
affected the suitability of the site for construction of a public school facility. Phase
Il ESI field activities consisted of a geophysical survey, the advancement of soil
borings, and the collection and analysis of soil vapor and soil samples.

The results of the geophysical survey confirmed the presence of the 10,000-
gallon UST under the site parking lot. No visual or olfactory indications of
contamination were observed in any of the soil samples collected. Additionally,
no elevated photoionization detector (PID) readings were detected during field
screening of the soil. Soil samples did not contain concentrations of organic or
inorganic constituents above regulatory criteria for unrestricted use with the
exception of semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) in one sample. The
concentrations of SVOCs can be atiributed to the characteristics of fill material at
the site since there was no evidence of contamination observed in the soll
samples collected from this soil boring. The results of the analyses of the soil
vapor samples revealed the presence of petroleum and chlorinated solvent
related volatile organic compounds at concentrations exceeding published
background indoor air levels. However, there were no compounds detected in
soil vapor at concentrations greater than the corrésponding New York State
Depariment of Health (NYSDOH) Air Guideline Values (AGVs). The specific
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Sevoet Consirastion sathern . COMpounds detected in soil vapor above published background indoor air levels

were not detected at concentrations exceeding their respective regulatory
. standards in soil samples collected at the site. Therefore, the compounds
c detected in soil vapor are atfributed to an off-site source in the surrounding area.

Department of The proposed project would not result in impacts from contaminated media and

Education building materials. As a preventative measure, a soil vapor barrier would be
installed under the new school building. Any suspect ACM, LBP, and PCB-
containing materials affected by the preparation of the site for use as a public
school would be identified prior to construction and properly managed during
construction activities, The 10,000-gallon UST, access vauit, all associated
piping and petroleum-contaminated soil (if any) would be excavated,
decommissioned, and/or disposed of in accordance with all federal, state, and
local regulations, and the NYSDEC Fetroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) registration
would he updated to reflect the closed status of the tank. All scil excavated
during building construction would be properly managed in accordance with all
applicable local, State and Federal regulations. For areas of the site where
exposed soil may exist after building construction (i.e., landscaped areas), a two-
foot thick layer of environmentally clean fill would be placed over the sail in these
areas. In addition, to minimize the potential for exposure by construction workers
and the surrounding public, standard industry practices, including appropriate
health and safety measures, would be utilized.

BENEFICIAL IMPACTS
Development of the proposed project would provide approximately 472 additional

permanent public school seats at the primary level to serve Community School
District No. 24.

.CONTACT:
Lead Agency Contact: Ross J. Holden
Executive Vice President and General Counsel
Address: New York City Schoaol Construction Authority
30-30 Thomson Avenue
Long Island City, New York 11101-3045
Telephone: (718) 472-8220
%WM&%M October 15. 2012
Lofraine Grillo Date
President and CE
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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 a new Primary School (P.S.)
facility with the capacity of approximately 472 seats in the Ridgewood section of Queens. The
proposed school would serve Community School District (CSD) 24 and would accommodate
children in pre-kindergarten through fifth grades. The project site, an approximately 29,000-
square-foot (sf) lot located at located on the southwest side of Seneca Avenue between DeKalb
Avenue and Stockholm Street (Block 3425, Lot 7), currently contains a two-story former
parochial school that is now occasionally used for parish activities.

Although design plans for the new building have not been finalized, it is expected that the
proposed school building would contain approximately 65,930 gross square feet (gsf) and would
be four stories and approximately 69 feet in height (up to 82 feet to the top of the mechanical
space). It is anticipated that the main entrance to the school would be located on Seneca Avenue.
At the rear of the building there would be two outdoor playground areas: a 12,000-sf outdoor
playground area located near Stockholm Street; and a 3,000-sf early childhood center (ECC)
outdoor playground area near DeKalb Avenue.

The site is located in a mixed-use area that is predominantly residential with institutional uses
nearby, including P.S. 305, which is located across Stockholm Street from the project site. The
proposed project is located within an R6B residential zoning district, with a C1-3 commercial
overlay. While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans show that the project
would result in zoning bulk non-compliances, including permitted floor area and requirements
related to maximum building height. Therefore, SCA would seek zoning bulk overrides from the
Deputy Mayor for Economic Development. Funding for design and construction of this project
would be provided in the New York City Department of Education’s (DOE) 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 school
capacity at the primary school level in CSD 24. According to the latest DOE school utilization
profile for 2011 to 2012, Primary schools in CSD 24 are operating at 104 percent capacity, with
a district-wide capacity of 20,830 and a district-wide enrollment of 21,726. The primary school
located in closest proximity to the project site is the P.S. 305/Learners and Leaders, located
across Stockholm Street from the project site. P.S. 305, which opened in 2008, is currently
operating at 131 percent capacity, with 392 seats. P.S. 81/Jean Paul Richter School is located
approximately 0.4 miles from the project site at 559 Cypress Avenue. P.S. 81 (Q081) is
operating at 104 percent capacny, with 729 seats. T . 81 Annex, O848, is operati
rcent capaci ith nd the P.S. 81 trans rtable unit, i tin

percent capacity with 141 geats.
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C. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK

For the purpose of this environmental review, it is assumed that construction of the proposed
project would begin in 2013 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 underutilized state (the “No Action” scenario).

D. PROBABLE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
LAND USE, ZONING, AND PUBLIC POLICY

LAND USE

With the proposed project, the existing two-story building on the project site would be
demolished and a new four-story primary school building (up to approximately 69 feet high)
would be constructed on the site. The new school would have its main entrance on Seneca
Avenue and two outdoor playground areas at the rear of the building. The proposed project
would be compatible with land uses in the study arca, most notably P.S. 305, which is located
southeast of the project site on the adjacent block. The proposed project would improve land use
conditions in the study area by redeveloping a site now occupied by an underutilized building.
The proposed project would be consistent with the height of other structures in the study area,
compatible with the mix of uses, and supportive of existing land uses and ongoing land use
trends in the study area. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to significantly and
adversely affect adjacent land uses.

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

The proposed project is located within an R6B residential zoning district, in which schools are
allowed as-of-right. While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans show that
the project would result in zoning bulk non-compliances, including permitted floor area and
requiremnents related to maximum building height. Therefore, the SCA would seek zoning bulk
overrides from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development. If the zoning waivers are granted,
they would only apply to the project site and would have no impact on the surrounding zoning.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no significant adverse impacts on zoning in the
study area.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

The proposed project would replace an underutilized building with a new primary school facility
that would be similar in scale to existing buildings and compatible with surrounding land uses as
well as the former educational use on the project site. The increase in traffic volumes expected to
result from the proposed project is not expected to result in any significant adverse impacts to
community character.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Police and fire services would be adjusted as deemed necessary by the New York City Police
Department (NYPD) and the New York City Fire Department (FDNY), and no significant
adverse impacts to police or fire services are expected to result from the proposed project.

§-2
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HISTORIC RESOURCES

ARCHAEQLOGICAL RESOURCES

The July 2012 disturbance memorandum and preliminary archacological assessment prepared
for the site concluded that the project site is not sensitive for archacological resources dating to
either the precontact or historic periods.! The memorandum was submitted to the New York
State Office of Parks, Recreation,. and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) for review and comment
on July 27, 2012. Therefore, the proposed praject is not expected to adversely and significantly
affect archaeological resources.

ARCHITECTURAL RESOURCES

With the proposed project, the existing building on the project site would be demolished and a
new primary school building would be constructed on the site. The existing building on the
project site does not appear to meet the eligibility criteria for State and/or National Register
listing. In addition, the proposed project would not have direct or indirect adverse impacts on the
two historic resources in the study area. Neither St. Aloysius Roman Catholic Church (S/NR-
eligible) nor the portion of the Cypress Avenue West Historic District (S/NR) within the study
area is located close enough to the proposed construction activities to potentially experience
inadvertent construction damage. For the most part, there is no visual relationship between the
project site and the church and historic district due to intervening buildings. Therefore, the
proposed school would not adversely affect the setting or context of those historic resources.
Although the proposed building would partially obscure limited views of the towers of the
church as seen over the project site from Cypress Avenue, there are other, better views of the
church throughout the study area, especially in the view corridors along Onderdonk Avenue and
Stockholm and Stanhope Streets. Therefore, the proposed project would not affect the church’s
visual prominence. Overall, the proposed project would not result in any visual or contextual
impacts on surrounding historic resources.

URBAN DESIGN AND VISUAL RESOURCES

PROJECT SITE

Plans for the proposed project are not yet finalized; however, as currently anticipated, the
proposed project would result in the demolition of the existing two-story, underutilized building
and the development of a new, approximately 65,930-gsf school building. At four stories and up
to 69 feet in height, the proposed building would be approximately 32,428 sf larger and 45 feet
taller than the building currently on the site. The proposed building would occupy 50.2 percent
of the lot, as compared with the 38.7 percent lot coverage of the existing building. The proposed
building would be set back from the Seneca Avenue sidewalk by an 8-ft landscaped area, with
similar setbacks along Stockholm Street and DeKalb Avenue.

As currently contemplated, the proposed project would require zoning overrides for bulk as well
as height related to the street walls. The proposed project would not require any changes to
streets or street patterns, open spaces, or natural features on the project site. With the proposed

! AKRF, Inc. Disturbance Memorandum and Preliminary Archaeological Assessment: Proposed Public
School Q320; 360 Seneca Avenue, Queens, New York. July 2012,
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project, the use on the site would change from an undenitilized building to a school. Although
the proposed project would result in changes to use, bulk, and height on the project site, the
proposed building would be similar in orientation and lot coverage to the existing building and
would reflect the height and bulk of nearby P.S. 305. These changes would therefore not be
considered adverse, and the proposed project would fit with the varied building types, heights,
sizes, and uses in the study area. The anticipated changes to the pedestrian experience would not
be considered likely to disturb the vitality, walkability, or visual character of the project site.
Instead, the proposed project would reactivate a site that is currently underutilized.

There are no visual resources on the project site. The proposed building would not disturb the
view corridor looking northwest on Seneca Avenue or the view of St. Aloysius Church from the
project site. The open space component of the proposed project would create an amenity and
improve the pedestrian experience of the project site.

STUDY AREA

The proposed building would be constructed on an existing block and would not alter streets,
street patterns, or block shapes in the study area. The proposed school would be consistent with
existing uses in the study area.

As currently contemplated, the proposed building would reflect the shape, form, lot coverage,
and setbacks of nearby P.8. 305. The proposed building would be taller than the surrounding
residential and commercial uses in the study area, but would be consistent with the height of the
P.S. 305 building. It would have minimal setbacks from Seneca Avenue, Stockholm Street, and
DeKalb Avenue. These would be similar to setbacks in the study area and represent only a slight
change to the streetwall created by P.S. 305. As a result, the proposed building would not seem
out-of-scale with the surrounding buildings from the pedestrian perspective, but would instead
represent a continuation of the streetwall created by P.S. 305 along Seneca Avenue. The
proposed playground area in the southwestern portion of the project site would also reflect the
similarly aligned playground on P.S. 320,

The proposed project would add a compatible institutional use to a site that is currently
underutilized but surrounded by other institutional uses and compatible residential and
commercial uses. The proposed building and playground areas would enliven the streetscape and
be consistent with the height of the adjacent school building. The proposed school would be
noticeable from views from the immediately surrounding streets. However, the proposed
building would not significantly alter the more significant view corridors along surrounding
streets. The proposed building would not disturb the view corridor looking northwest on Seneca
Avenue or views of St. Aloysius Church from throughout the study area.

Overall, the proposed project would not be expected to result in any significant adverse impacts
to urban design and visual resources on the project site or in the study area.

SHADOWS

The CEQR Technical Manual requires a shadow assessment if a proposed structure is 50 feet or
greater in height, or adjacent to a sunlight-sensitive resource regardless of height. The proposed
school, as cuirently contemplated, would be four stories and approximately 69 feet (up_to

approximately 82 feet to the top of the mechanical space) in height. Additionally, the project site

is located across the street from the Grover Cleveland Athletic Field.
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According to CEQR methodology, the longest shadow that a structure can cast occurs on
December 21, the winter solstice, at the very start of the analysis day, and is equal to 4.3 times
the height of the structure. Therefore, the longest shadow that the proposed school could cast
would be 297 feet (and the shadow from the mechanical space could reach up to 353 feet), and

would extend into portions of the Grover Cleveland Athletic Field.

According to the CEQR Technical Manual, sunlight-sensitive resources of concern include
publicly-accessible open spaces, architectural resources that depend on direct sunlight for their
enjoyment by the public, or important natural resources. The Grover Cleveland Athletic Field
contains outdoor recreational facilities for nearby Grover Cleveland High School, including a
track surrounding two baseball fields and a soccer field, and tennis courts. The facility also
includes a building containing locker rooms and a surface parking area along DeKalb Avenue,
across from the project site. The Grover Cleveland Athletic Field is used only by the students of
the school and for school-sponsored athletic events. The Athletic Field is surrounded by a locked
fence and is not publicly accessible. Therefore, it is not considered a sunlight-sensitive resource
of concern as defined by the CEQR Technical Manual. As no sunlight-sensitive resources of
concern were identified within the longest shadow study area, the proposed project would not
result in any significant adverse shadow impacts, and no further analysis is necessary.

TRANSPORTATION

TRAFFIC

For the intersections bordering the project site, capacities at majority of the approaches would be
sufficient to accommodate volume increases resulting from the proposed project. Based on the
CEQR impact criteria, the proposed project would however result in significant adverse traffic
impacts at two intersections during the peak periods analyzed:

» The northbound approach of Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street during the weekday AM
and PM peak hours; and

e The northbound approach of Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street during the weekday AM
peak hour.

Measures that can be implemented to mitigate these potential significant adverse traffic impacts-

are discussed in “Mitigation.”

TRANSIT OPERATIONS

The project site is served by the L and M subway lines; and the B13, B38, and B57 bus routes.
Based on the travel demand estimates and the availability and service frequencies of the three
bus routes in the study area, it was determined that no individual bus route would experience 50
or more peak hour bus trips in one direction, and no individual station element would experience
200 or more peak hour subway trips, which is the CEQR-recommended threshold for
undertaking quantified bus and subway analysis; therefore, a quantitative analysis of bus and
subway operations is not warranted.

PEDESTRIAN OPERATIONS

Pedestrian trips associated with the proposed project would result in increased volumes at the
analysis locations. Based on the analysis results, all sidewalk analysis locations would however
continue to operate at acceptable levels (maximum pedestrians per minute per foot (PMF)
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platoon flows for sidewalks) during both the weekday AM and PM peak 15-minute periods and
would not result in any significant adverse pedestrian impacts as part of the proposed project.

PARKING

All of the additional parking demand generated as part of the proposed school would be
accommodated by the available on-street parking spaces in the vicinity of the project site. With
the additional parking demand generated by the proposed project, the overall on-street parking
utilization rate in the study area with the proposed project would increase to approximately 93
percent, with 169 available on-street spaces during the weekday morming peak period. Thus, 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

Accident data for the study area intersections were obtained from the New York State
Department of Transportation {NYSDOT) for the time period between January I, 2009 and
December 31, 2011. The data obtained quantify the total number of reportable accidents
(involving fatality, injury, or more than $1,000 in property damage) during the study period, as
well as a yearly breakdown of pedestrian and bicycle-related accidents at each location.
According to the CEQR Technical Manual, a high accident location is one where there were five
or more pedestrian/bicyclist-related accidents or 48 or more total reportable and non-reportable
accidents in any consecutive 12 months within the most recent 3-year period for which data are
available.

During the January 2009 to December 2011 3-year period, a total of 136 reportable and non-
reporiable accidents (including 31 pedestrianvbicyclistrelated accidents), no fatalities, and 121
injuries occurred at the study area intersections. However, a rolling total of accident data
identifies none of the study area intersections as high pedestrian accident location in the 2009 to
2011 period. :

AIR QUALITY

MOBILE SOURCES

The intersection of Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street was selected for microscale analysis
because it is the location where the greatest number of peak hour trips would be generated by the
proposed school. Particiilate matter concentrations were predicted for the 2015 Build Year. The
results indicated that the vehicle trips generated by the proposed school would not result in PM;,
(particles with an aerodynamic diameter of less than or equal to 10 micrometers) concentrations
that would exceed the NAAQS.

Future maximum predicted 24-hour and annual average PM,s concentration increments were
also calculated for comparison with the interim guidance criteria. The results show that the annual
and daily (24-hour) PM, 5 increments are predicted to be well below the interim guidance criteria and,
therefore, the emissions from vehicle trips generated by the proposed school would not result in a
significant adverse impact on air quality.

HEATING AND HOT WATER SYSTEM SCREENING ANALYSIS

A screening analysis was performed to assess the potential for air quality impacts from the
proposed school’s heating and hot water systems. The analysis was based on the total proposed
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school floor area of 65,930 gross square feet, with an exhaust height of approximately 82 feet.
Based on this height, the nearest building of a similar or greater height was determined to be
beyond 400 feet; therefore, this distance was chosen for the analysis in accordance with the
guidance provided in the CEQR Technical Manual. The use of natural gas would not result in a
significant adverse impact on air quality because the proposed school would be below the
maximum permitted size recommended in the CEQR Technical Manual.

NOISE

With the proposed site plan, the change in noise levels at the school at 378 Seneca Avenue and
residences at 1763 DeKalb Avenue during those portions of the school day when the playground
is in use would not exceed the SCA impact threshold of 5 dBA. However, when the playground
is in use, the change in noise levels at the residence at 1760 DeKalb Avenue would range from
8.1 dBA to 8.7 dBA. These noise-level increases would constitute a readily noticeable increase
and would be considered significant under SCA criteria. The change in noise levels at the
residence at 459 Stockholm Street would range from 11.9 dBA to 12.6 dBA during those
portions of the school day when the playground is being used. These noise level increases would
constitute a perceived doubling of loudness and would be considered significant under SCA
criteria. '

The significant noise level increases predicted to occur at 1760 DeKalb Avenue and 459
Stockholm Street during the hours that the proposed playground is being used are primarily a
result of the difference between the low, existing noise levels at these residences compared with
the future predicted playground noise levels from the new school. The resultant noise levels at
these properties during the hours that the proposed playground is being used would be expected
to be in the low 70s of dBA. These levels do constitute significant increases in noise level;
however, they are moderate for locations in New York City near heavily trafficked roadways.
Furthermore, the times when these elevated noise levels occur would be limited to the daytime
school hours when the playground is in use, and would not occur during nighttime hours when
people are generally sleeping and most sensitive to noise.

The proposed project would nonetheless result in significant adverse noise impacts at 1760
DeKalb Avenue and 459 Stockholm Street. Possible mitigation measures are described in
“Mitigation.”

INFRASTRUCTURE

WATER SUPPLY

The proposed project would generate a total demand for 15,928 gallons per day {gpd) of water.
Compared with the future without the proposed project, the proposed project would create an
incremental demand for 15,928 gpd. Overall, the proposed school’s incremental demand for
water would represent an insignificant increase in the total demand in Queens, and would not
overburden the City’s water supply system. The proposed project would also comply with the
City’s water conservation measures as mandated by Local Law 19. Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in a significant adverse impact on the water supply system’s ability to
adequately deliver water to Queens or New York City.
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WASTEWATER CONVEYANCE AND TREATMENT

The proposed development is assumed to generate wastewater at a rate commensurate with
domestic water consumption, or about 4,720 gpd.' This amount of wastewater would not place
such a demand on the Newtown Creek Waste Water Treatment Plant (WWTP) that it would
exceed its design capacity or State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (SPDES) permit
flow limit. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a significant adverse impact on
wastewater conveyance and treatment,

STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

While the majority of the project site would be occupied by the proposed school building or
paved, the proposed project would not result in an increase in the amount of impervious surface
on the project site. The proposed project would utilize roof detention and new detention tanks to
comply with current New York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) regulations.
Stormwater runoff would be stored on site and discharged into the City’s sewer system at a rate
permitted by DEP. Therefore, there would be no significant adverse impacts on stormwater
conveyance or treatment.

SOLID WASTE

Using a solid waste generation rate of 3 pounds per week per student, based on the solid waste
generation rate for public elementary schools provided in the CEQR Technical Manual, the
proposed school would be expected to generate approximately 1,416 pounds of solid waste per
week during the school year. To comply with the City’s recycling plan, which is mandated by
the Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP), the proposed school would be required to
accommodate the source separation of recyclable materials. The proposed school’s disposable
wastes and recyclable materials would be collected by the New York City Department of
Sanitation (DSNY). The total waste generated would be negligible compared with the 16,500
tons per day currently handled by DSNY. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on New York City’s solid waste disposal system and would be consistent with
the SWMP.

ENERGY

Based on the rate provided in the CEQR Technical Manual for an institutional use, the proposed
school is expected to result in annual energy use of 16,529 million British thermal units {BTUs)
over the future without the proposed project. The electrical demand generated by the proposed
project would be minimal and would require no special appurtenances. Con Edison would be
able to meet this demand.

SOIL AND GROUNDWATER CONDITIONS

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and a Phase II Environmental Site
Investigation (ESI} were completed between February 2011 and July 2012 to evaluate the
environmental conditions of the project site.

! This amount does not include water used for air conditioning,
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The Phase I ESA identified on-site Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) related to a
10,000-gallon fuel oil underground storage tank (UST) with a closed, leaking tank incident, and
suspect buried structures and construction debris associated with a former on-site building. Off-
site RECs include open and closed spill cases at adjoining and surrounding properties; historical
clothing manufacturing, knitting mills, and transit company facilities with repair operations at
adjoining and surrounding properties; and petroleum bulk storage at surrounding properties. The
Phase I ESA also revealed environmental concerns associated with suspect asbestos-containing
materials (ACM), suspect interior and exterior lead-based paint (LBP), and suspect
polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB)-containing light ballasts and caulking material.

A Phase II ESI was completed to assess whether the RECs identified in the Phase 1 ESA have
affected the suitability of the project site for construction of a public school facility. Phase Il ESI
field activities consisted of a geophysical survey, the advancement of soil borings, and the
collection and analysis of soil vapor and soil samples.

The results of the geophysical survey confirmed the presence of the 10,000-gallon UST under
the paved area on the project site. No visual or olfactory indications of contamination were
observed in any of the soil samples collected. Additionally, no elevated photoionization detector
(PID) readings were detected during field screening of the soil. Soil samples did not contain
concentrations of organic or inorganic constituents above regulatory criteria for unrestricted use
with the exception of semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) in one sample. The
concentrations of SVOCs can be attributed to the characteristics of fill material at the project site
since there was no evidence of contamination observed in the soil samples collected from this
soil boring, The results of the analyses of the soil vapor samples revealed the presence of
petroleum and chlorinated solvent related volatile organic compounds at concentrations
exceeding published background indoor air levels. However, there were no compounds detected
in soil vapor at concentrations greater than the corresponding New York State Department of
Health (NYSDOH) Air Guideline Values (AGVs). The specific compounds detected in soil
vapor above published background indoor air levels were not detected at concentrations
exceeding their respective regulatory standards in soil samples collected at the project site.
Therefore, the compounds detected in soil vapor are attributed to an off-site source in the
surrounding area.

The proposed project would not result in impacts from contaminated media and building
materials. As a preventative measure, a soil vapor bamrier would be installed beneath the
proposed school building. Any suspect ACM, LBP, and PCB-containing materials affected by
the preparation of the project site for use as a public school would be identified prior to
construction and properly managed during construction activities. The 10,000-gallon UST,
access vault, all associated piping and petroleum-contaminated soil (if any) would be excavated,
decommissioned, and/or disposed of in accordance with all federal, state, and local regulations,
and the NYSDEC Petroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) registration would be updated to reflect the
closed status of the tank. All soil excavated during building construction would be properly
managed in accordance with all applicable local, State and Federal regulations. For areas of the
project site where exposed soil may exist after building construction (i.e., landscaped areas), a
two-foot thick layer of environmentally clean fill would be placed over the soil in these areas. In
addition, to minimize the potential for exposure by construction workers and the surrounding
public, standard industry practices, including appropriate health and safety measures, would be
utilized.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Vehicle use associated with the proposed school, operation of the natural gas backup hot water
boiler, use of grid electricity to supplement on-site renewable electricity production, construction
activities, production of materials used in the construction of the school building, and generation
of waste would result in greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. With the sustainable design elements
that would be included as part of the project, energy efficiency and the use of renewable energy
would be maximized, and GHG emissions would be reduced to the extent practicable. Therefore,
the proposed school would be consistent with the City’s GHG reduction goals.

CONSTRUCTION

It is anticipated that construction of the proposed project would require a total of approximately
29 months to complete, although the major external construction activities are expected to be
completed within less than 24 months. Based on current plans, construction would begin in 2013
and be completed in 2015.

The estimated average number of workers on site by phase would be: 40 workers for
mobilization, demolition, excavation and foundation; 60 workers for superstructure and exterior
work; 100 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, site clearing, excavation, and foundation work would
include excavators, bulldozers, backhoes, chainsaws and tree stump grinders (for tree removal),
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 fa¢ade 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.

Much of the proposed project’s construction staging would occur within the project site, thereby
limiting any effects on surrounding roadways and pedestrian clements. However, certain
construction activities may require the temporary closing, narrowing, or otherwise impeding of
the streets and sidewalks adjacent to the site.

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.
Analyses were undertaken to describe the proposed project’s temporary effects on transportation
systems, air quality, noise, historic resources, hazardous materials, land use and neighborhood
character, socioeconomic conditions, community facilities, open space, and mfrastructure as
well as the economic benefits associated with the construction.

The analyses concluded that the proposed project would not result in extensive construction-
related effects with respect to any of the analyses areas of concern. Therefore, no significant
adverse impacts are expected to occur as a result of construction.
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PUBLIC HEALTH

A screening assessment was performed to examine the proposed development’s potential to
significantly impact public health concerns related to its construction and operation. The initial
screening assessment determined that a full assessment of the proposed development’s potential
impacts on public health is not necessary: the proposed project would not be expected to exceed
accepted City, State, or Federal public health standards in the areas of air quality, construction,
solid waste management practices, odors, and noise. Therefore, the proposed project would not
result in significant adverse impacts on public health.

MITIGATION

The technical analyses summarized above examine the potential for significant adverse impacts
resulting from the proposed school facility. Significant adverse impacts have been identified in
the areas of traffic and noise; measures that would minimize or avoid them are presented below.

TRAFFIC

While capacities at most of the approaches for the intersections bordering the project site would
be sufficient to accommodate the traffic volume increases in the future, the proposed project
would result in significant adverse traffic impacts at the following two intersection
approaches/lane groups during the peak hours analyzed:

¢ The northbound approach of Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street during the weekday AM
and PM peak hours; and

e The northbound approach of Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street during the weekday AM
peak hour.

The specific improvement measures proposed to mitigate the impacted intersections are
summarized in Table S-1 and discussed in detail below:

Table S-1
Recommended Mitigation Measures
Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Seneca Avenue and Stockhelm Street Install All-Way stop control. Install All-Way stop control.
Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street Install All-Way stop control. Install All-Way stop control.

Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street

The impact at the northbound approach during the weekday AM and PM peak hours could be
mitigated by changing the operation from a Two-Way to an All-Way stop control at this
intersection.

Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street

The impact at the northbound approach during the weekday AM peak hour could be mitigated
by changing the operation from a Two-Way to an All-Way stop control at this intersection.

As summarized in Table S-2, with these measures in place, all of the impacted intersection
approaches/lane groups would be fully mitigated.
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Table §-2

2015 No Build, Build and Mitigated Build Conditions
Traffic Level of Service Analysis

2015 No Build 2015 Build 2015 Mitigated Build
Intersection/ Lane vic Delay Lane Delay Lane Delay
Approach Group Ratio (sec) LOS { Group | vicRatio | (sec) LOS Group |vic Ratio| (sec) LOS
Weekday AM Peak Hour
Seneca Avenue and Sfockholm Street
Eastbound LT 0.02 8.1 A LT 0.05 8.2 A LT - 9.8 A
Westbound - - - - - - - - TR - 10.5 B
Northbound LTR 0.24 15.0+ C LTR 0.78 80.2 E+ LTR - 9.0 A
Intersection - - Intersection - - intersection 10.0- A
Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street
Eastbound LT 0.02 9.5 A LT 0.02 9.8 A LT - 94 A
Westhound - - - - - - - - TR - 12.0 B
Northbound LTR 0.48 34.0 D LTR 0.55 411 E+ LTR - 94 A
Intersection - - Intersection - - Intersection 11.0 B
Weekday PM Peak Hour
Seneca Avenue and Stockholm Street
Eastbound LT 0.01 7.7 A LT 0.04 I8 A LT - 10.2 B
Westbound - - - - - - - TR ~ 9.0 A
Northbound LTR 0.28 15.1 [#] LTR 0.93 106.6 F+ LTR - 8.9 A
Intersection - - Intersection - Intersection 2.5 A
Cypress Avenue and Stockholm Street
Eastbound LT 0.03 8.0 A LT 0.03 8.2 A LT - 118 B
Westbound - - - - - - - TR - 10.8 B
Northbound LTR 0.35 16.9 [«] LTR 0.37 18.0 C LTR - 9.8 A
Intersection - - Intersection - Intersection 110 B

Notes: L = Left Turn, T = Through, R = Right Turn, LOS = Level of Service
+ Denotes a significant adverse traffic impact

NOISE

As discussed above, the noise generated from the proposed school’s playground would result in
significant adverse noise impacts at 1760 DeKalb Avenue and 459 Stockholm Street, which are
residential properties that are adjacent to the project site. The potential for significant adverse
noise impacts at 1760 DeKalb Avenue could be fully mitigated by the installation of through-
the-wall air conditioning units in each living room or bedroom on the north fagade of the
building, which would be approximately four to six air conditioning units. With the through-the-
wall air conditioning and the existing double glazed windows, the northern fagade of 1760
DeKalb Avenue would be expected to provide approximately 30 dBA of window/wall
attenuation. This would result in a building facade capable of maintaining interior noise levels
less than the CEQR interior Loy noise level guideline of 45 dBA for residential uses even when
the playground is in use.

Since 459 Stockholm Street has very few windows facing the proposed playground, and the
windows are double glazed, the potential for significant adverse noise impacts at 459 Stockholm
Street could be fully mitigated by the installation of window air conditioning units in each living
room or bedroom on the north fagade of the building, which would be approximately one to two
air conditioning units. With the window air conditioning, the very few existing double glazed
windows, and the masonry wall, the northern fagade of 459 Stockholm Street would be expected
to provide approximately 30 dBA of window/wall attenuation. This would result in a building
fagade capable of maintaining interior noise levels less than the CEQR interior Li¢q) noise level
guideline of 45 dBA for residential uses even when the playground is in use.
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ALTERNATIVES

NQ BUILD ALTERNATIVE

Under the No Build Alternative, the proposed school building would not be constructed. The
project site would remain in its current state—occupied by an underutilized former parochial
school building fronting on Seneca Avenue and a paved area at the rear of the building. Like the
proposed project, this alternative would not result in any significant adverse impacts with respect
to land use, zoning and community character, historic and cultural resources, urban design and
visual resources, shadows, transit, pedestrians, parking, air quality, infrastructure and energy,
greenhouse gas emissions, soil and groundwater conditions, public health, or construction
impacts.

Unlike the proposed project, with the No Build alternative there would be no potential to result
in noise impacts from the playground areas and no additional traffic trips would be generated.

BUILDING RENOVATION ALTERNATIVE

Under the Building Renovation Alternative, SCA would renovate the two-story former parochial
school building on the project site for public school use. At its rear is a paved area that was used
as an accessory parking area and a schoolyard/recreational area. The parking was provided along
the southernmost edge of the site, and vehicular access to the site was provided from DeKalb
Avenue.

Under the Building Renovation Alternative, the existing school building would be renovated to
accommodate a new public primary school to serve CSD 24, with the capacity of approximately
250 seats, The main school entrance would be located on Seneca Avenue, the paved area at the
rear of the existing building would contain a row of accessory parking at the southernmost edge

of the site, accessed from DeKalb Avenue, and a playground area would be constructed in the

area between the school building and the parking. This playground area would be approximately
10,100 square feet (sf), or 16 percent smaller than the playground area provided with the
proposed project.

With 250 seats, the Building Renovation Alternative would provide a little more than half the
capacity of the' proposed project, which would provide 472 seats. Under this alternative, the
school building would contain 12 classrooms and two specialty instruction rooms, while the
proposed project would contain 24 classrooms and three specialty instruction rooms. Unlike the
proposed project, the existing building would not be able to accommodate the gymmatorium or
kitchen facility, but would instead include a cafeteria/exercise room.

Overall, it is expected that this alternative would have similar impacts to the proposed project.
As with the proposed project, the Building Renovation Alternative would not result in any
significant adverse impacts with respect to land use, zoning and community character, historic
and cultural resources, urban design and visual resources, shadows, transit, pedestrians, parking,
air quality, infrastructure and energy, greenhouse gas emissions, soil and groundwater
conditions, public health, or construction impacts,

Although the Building Renovation Alternative has a smaller capacity than the proposed project,
this alternative would result in the same significant adverse ftraffic impacts as the proposed
project. However, with the proposed mitigation measures, no significant adverse traffic impacts
would occur as a result of the proposed project or the Building Renovation Alternative.
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Unlike the proposed project, the Building Renovation Alternative would not result in a
significant adverse noise impact at 1760 DeKalb Avenue. However, both the proposed project
and the Building Renovation Alternative would result in a significant adverse noise impact at
459 Stockholm Street. As with the proposed project, this noise impact could be mitigated
through the installation of window air conditioning units at 459 Stockholm Street.

REDUCED PLAYGRQUND ALTERNATIVE

Under the Reduced Playground Alterative, the proposed four-story, approximately 65,930- gsf
building containing approximately 472 primary school seats would be constructed. The only
change as compared with the proposed project would be the size and location of the playground
areas. Under the Reduced Playground Alternative, the playground area would be set back from
the southern property line. Specifically, the playground area would be set back by at least 22 feet
from the property line where it abuts the residence at 1760 DeKalb Avenue, and would be set
back by at least 44 feet from the property line where it abuts the residence at 459 Stockholm
Street. These setbacks would be landscaped but would not include recreational space. As a result
of these setbacks, the playground areca would be approximately 5,533 sf, and approximately 54
percent smaller than the playground area provided with the proposed project.

Overall, it is expected that this alternative would have similar impacts to the proposed project.
As with the proposed project, the Reduced Playground Alternative would not result in any
significant adverse impacts with respect to land use, zoning and community character, historic
and cultural resources, urban design and visual resources, shadows, transit, pedestrians, parking,
air quality, infrastructure and energy, greemhouse gas emissions, soil and groundwater
conditions, public health, or construction impacts.

As with the proposed project, the Reduced Playground Alternative would have the potential to
generate additional traffic trips. However, with the proposed mitigation measures, no significant
adverse traffic impacts would occur as a result of the proposed project or Reduced Playground
Alternative.

Unlike the proposed project, the Reduced Playground Alternative would not have the potential to
result in any significant adverse noise impacts. However, as noted above, the provision of the
setbacks required to eliminate the potential for significant adverse noise impacts to the
residences directly south of the project site would result in an overall playground area
substantially reduced in size as compared with the proposed project.

UNAVOIDABLE ADVERSE IMPACTS

Unavoidable adverse impacts are defined as those that meet the following two criteria: (1) there
are no reasonably practicable mitigation measures to eliminate the impact; and (2) there are no
reasonable alternatives to the proposed project that would meet the purpose and need of the
action, eliminate the impact, and not cause other or similar significant adverse impacts.

As discussed above in “Mitigation,” the noise generated from the proposed school’s playground
would result in significant adverse noise impacts at 1760 DeKalb Avenue and 459 Stockholm
Street. The potential for significant adverse noise impacts at 1760 DeKalb Avenue could be fully
mitigated by the installation of through-the-wall air conditioning units in each living room or
bedroom on the north fagade of the building, which would be approximately four to six air
conditioning units,
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Since 459 Stockholm Street has very few windows facing the proposed playground, and the
windows are double glazed, the potential for significant adverse noise impacts at 459 Stockholm
Street could be fully mitigated by the installation of window air conditioning units in each living
room or bedroom on the north fagade of the building, which would be approximately one to two
air conditioning units.

If the proposed mitigation measures were not provided, the noise impacts at these residences
would remain unmitigated.

GROWTH-INDUCING ASPECTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed project would introduce a new 472-seat primary school facility to the Ridgewood
section of Queens, which has a growing residential population. The proposed school project is
intended to serve students from the surrounding community and relieve pressure on local
schools. The proposed project is not expected to induce growth in the area.

IRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENT OF RESOURCES

There are manmade resources that would be expended with the proposed project. They are
considered irretrievably and irreversibly committed, since reuse for some purpose other than the
project is either not possible or is highly unlikely.

These resources include the land area used, as well as the materials, energy, and human effort
required to construct the project. The actual construction materials used (concrete and metal,
etc.) are included. In addition, there would also be the added demand of energy to operate the
proposed facility; however, these are not expected to be significant. Furthermore, the proposed
project’s design will include a number of specific components that would help minimize the
project’s energy use. : *
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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 a new Primary School (P.S.)
facility with the capacity of approximately 472 seats in the Ridgewood 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 grades. The project site, an
approximately 29,000-square-foot (sf) lot located.at located on the southwest side of Seneca
Avenue between DeKalb Avenue and Stockholm Street (Block 3425, Lot 7), currently contains a
two-story building that was formerly a parochial school and is now occasionally used for parish
activities (see Figure 1-2).

Although design plans for the new building have not been finalized, it is expected that the
proposed school building would contain approximately 65,930 gross square feet (gsf) and would
be four stories and approximately 69 feet in height (and up to 82 feet to the top of the
mechanical space). It is anticipated that the main entrance to the school would be located on
Seneca Avenue. Two outdoor playground areas would be located to the rear of the school
building (see Figure 1-3). An approximately 12,000-sf outdoor playground arca would be
located near Stockholm Street and a 3,000-sf early childhood center (ECC) outdoor playground
arca would be located near DeKalb Avenue.

The site is located in a mixed use arca that is predominantly residential, with institutional uses
located nearby. The proposed project is located within R6B residential zoning district, with a
C1-3 commercial overlay. While the design of the school is not yet final, preliminary plans show
that the project would result in zoning bulk non-compliances, including permitted floor area and
requirements related to maximum building height. Therefore, the SCA would seek zoning bulk
overrides from the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development. Funding for design and
canstruction 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 school
capacity at the Primary school level in CSD 24, According to the latest DOE school utilization
profile for 2011 to 2012, Primary schools in CSD 24 are operating at 104 percent capacity, with
a district-wide capacity of 20,830 and a district-wide enrollment of 21,726. The Primary school
located in closest proximity to the project site is the P.S. 305/Learners and Leaders, located
across Stockholm Street from the project site. P.S. 305, which opened in 2008, is currently
operating at 131 percent capacity, with 392 seats. P.S. 81/Jean Paul Richter School is located
approximately 0.4 miles from the project site at 559 Cypress Avenue. P.S. 81 (Q081) is
operating at 104 percent capacity, with 729 seats. The P.S. 81 Ann i ting at 104
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C. ANALYSIS FRAMEWORK

For the purpose of this environmental review, it is assumed that construction of the proposed
project would begin in 2013 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 underutilized state (the “No Action™ scenario).

D. PROJECT SITE AND PROPOSED SCHOOL

The project site is located in the Ridgewood section of Queens. The site, Block 3425, Lot 7, is
located on the northeast end of the block bound by Seneca Avenue, Stockholm Street, Cypress
Avenue, and DeKalb Avenue. The site has frontage on Seneca Avenue, DeKalb Avenue, and
Stockholm Street. The project site currently contains an underutilized two-story building that
was formerly a parochial school.

The site is located in a predominantly residential area, though there are also a number of
institutional uses nearby, including P.S. 305, located across Stockholm Street from the project
site.

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 65,930 gsf and would
be four stories and approximately 69 feet in height (82 feet to the top of the mechanical space).
The main entrance to the school would be located on Seneca Avenue. An approximately 12,000-
st outdoor playground area and 3,000-sf ECC playground area would be located to the rear of
the proposed school.

The new school facility would contain approximately 472 seats for students in grades pre-
kindergarten through fifth, and would contain classrooms, administrative spaces, a gymnasium,
library, cafeteria, and kitchen facilities. The new school would employ approximately 47
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 Public Policy

A. INTRODUCTION

This chapter considers the effects of the proposed project on land use, zoning, and community
character. The proposed project would result in the demolition of a two-story underutilized
building and the development of a new 472-seat Primary School (P.S.) facility for students in
pre-kindergarten through fifth grade in Ridgewood, Queens.

As described below, this analysis concludes that 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 charactet.

B. METHODOLOGY

The approximately 400-foot study area is bounded by Onderdonk Avenue, Cypress Avenue,
Hart Street, and Stanhope Street (see Figure 2-1). This is the area in which the proposed project
has the greatest potential to affect land use or community character. This analysis identifies
existing land use, zoning, and community character conditions in the study area, as well as
anticipated changes to these conditions that are expected to occur independently of the proposed
project by its 2015 build year, in order to assess 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 360 Seneca Avenue in Ridgewood, Queens (Block 3425, Lot 7).
The 29,000-square-foot site is on the northeast end of the block bound by Seneca Avenue,
Stockholm Street, Cypress Avenue, and DeKalb Avenue (see Figure 2-1). The project site is
currently occupied by a two-story, approximately 33,500-sf building fronting on Seneca Avenue
that was formerly a parochial school and is now occasionally used for parish activities. At the
rear of the existing building there is a paved area which was formerly used as an accessory
parking area as well as a schoolyard/recreational area for the parochial school.

STUDY ARFA

The study area is defined by a mix of uses, the most predominant of which are residential, with
several institutional and commercial uses, and a large open space usc.
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The project site is on the northern end of a residential block occupied by attached two-family
buildings on the southcast side of the block and detached, mult-family dwellings on the
northwest side of the block. The blocks to the cast and west of the project site contain similar
residential buildings, ranging from attached multifamily walk up buildings to semi-detached and
detached single- and two-family dwellings. These are generally two story residential buildings,
with older, three-story row houses along the northwest side of Stanhope Street. Along
Onderdonk Avenue and on the corner of Stanhope Street and Seneca Avenue, several residential
buildings contain ground floor commercial uses, several of which are vacant.

The largest commercial use in the study area is the Associated supermarket located directly
across from the project site on Seneca Avenue. Associated occupies a one-story, approximately
10,000-sf building adjacent to a surface parking lot. There is one other commercial building in
the study area, located at 377 Seneca Avenue, that is occupied by a restaurant and catering
company. The only industrial use in the study area is Messina Brothers Remanufacturing, a
wholesale automotive parts and repair business, adjacent to the restaurant and catering company
at 379 Sencca Avenue.

There are several institutional and community facility uses in the study area, Directly southeast
of the project site is P.S, 305/Learners and Leaders, a primary school serving students in pre-
kindergarten through third grade. The school occupies a newly-constructed, four-story building
with a playground on the southern portion of the lot. North of P.8. 305, at 385 Seneca Avenue, is
the Ridgewood Dialysis Center. The Dialysis Center occupies a one-story building, and
ambulette vehicles park in front of the building along Seneca Avenue to pick up and drop off
patients. North of the Dialysis Center on the southeast corner of Onderdonk Avenue and
Stockholm Street is St. Aloysius Church, a Roman Catholic parish church, East of the church is
& building owned by the church that is occupied by the rectory office and related facilities. East
of the rectory building is an accessory parking lot for the church.

Grover Cleveland Athletic Field is the only open space use in the study area. The field is located
in the western portion of the study arca, forming a superblock where Seneca Avenue terminates
at DeKalb Avenue. The field is used by Grover Cleveland High School, located at 2127 Himrod
Street outside of the study area, and is not publicly accessible. The field includes tennis courts,
and 2 track surrounding two baseball fields and a soccer field, faced by bleachers on the
northeast side. There is also a locker room facility located near the entrance on DeKalb Avenue.
The field is surrounded by a low gate and a chain link fence along DeKalb Avenue.

ZONING AND PUBLIC POLICY

PROJECT SITE

The project site is located within an R6B contextual residential zoning district, with a C1-3
commercial overlay (see Figure 2-2). R6B zoning districts preserve the scale and streetscape of
traditional rowhouses developed during the 19th century. Many are set back from the street with
stoops and small front yards. R6B districts allow residential and community facility uses with a
maximum floor area ratio (FAR) of 2.0,

STUDY AREA

The R6B zoning district extends through the block that contains the project site and occupies the
southeastern portion of the study arca. The C1-3 commercial overlay also encompasses two lots
directly south of the project site as well as the lot north of the study area containing the
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Chapter 2: Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy

Associated supermarkcet. The northernmost portion of the study area is also mapped with an R6B
district.

In the eastern portion of the study arca, the R6B zoning district is modified by a C2-4
commercial overlay. C2-4 commercial overlays are typically found in lower- and medium-
density areas and generally include local serving retail. The maximuwm commercial FAR in this
district is 2.0.

The northern portion of the study arca contains an R5B contextual district. R5B contextual
districts permit detached and semi-detached buildings, but typically include three-story
rowhouses. The maximum FAR in R5B districts is 1.35 for residential uses and 2.0 for
community facility uses, and the district has height and setback, front yard, and curb cut
regulations that serve to maintain the character of the neighborhood.

The block along the castern side of the study area is located in an R4 zoning district. R4 districts
allow a residential FAR of 0.75, plus an attic allowance of up to 20 percent, or 2.0 for
community facility uses. As a result, these districts tend to include three-story buildings with
pitched roofs.

COMMUNITY CHARACTER

Comnuinity character is defined as the combination 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 project’s
compatibility with its community setting can be presented and assessed.

The community character of the Ridgewood section of Queens is generally that of low- to
medium-density residential arca. The residential blocks vary from attached two- and multi-
family units to semi-detached and detached single- and two-family dwellings, Cypress Avenue is
a two-way street that generally runs east-west along the southern edge of the study area. Within
the study area Cypress Avenue is residential, but carries traffic to retail to the east and west,
Seneca Avenue is also an east-west two-way street, but traffic is lighter as the street terminates
at DeKalb Avenue in the study area. Onderdenk Avenue is a one-way strect generally running
east along the northern edge of the study area. The north-south streets are generally quiet, tree-
lined residential streets with some ground floor commercial uses on the corners. Pedestrian
traffic is relatively light, and concentrated along Cypress Avenue and Seneca Avenue. As noted
above, Grover Cleveland Athletic Field is located on a superblock, which restricts north-south
access along residential streets in the western portion of the study area between DekKalb Avenue
and Willoughby Avenue.

The arca is served by the B38 bus route, which runs along Seneca Avenue, Stanhope Street, and
DeKalb Avenue in the study area. Two blocks south of the study area is the L subway line,
which runs along Wykoff Street. There is a subway station at the corner of Wykoff and
Stockholm Street, just outside of the study area.

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

A new school facifity would provide additional community resources for arca residents. The
proposed project is not expected to place additional demands on hospitals and other health
facilitics, libraries, or public school or day care facilities. This section focuses, therefore, on
police and fire protection services.
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