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Project Information

	Project Name:
	Veddersburg-Apartments



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010163138



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	NEW YORK STATE DIVISION OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY RENEWAL, HAMPTON PLAZA ALBANY NY, 12207



	RE Preparer:  
	David Kubek



	State / Local Identifier:  
	



	Certifying Officer:
	Lori Shirley




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	DePaul Properties, Inc.



	Point of Contact: 
	Tyler Rae Standish



	Consultant (if applicable):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	


	Project Location:
	251 E Main St, Amsterdam, NY 



	Additional Location Information:

	The project site includes parcels at the following addresses: 251, 253, 255, 257, 259-261 East Main Street; 8, 12, 14, 22 Lark Street; 19 John Street




	Direct Comments to:
	Lori.Shirley@nyshcr.org



	Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:

	DePaul Properties, Inc. proposes property acquisition and new construction of a 3-story building for low-income families and individuals, with 62 residential units including 12 studio units, 46 one-bedroom units and 4 two-bedroom units, on a 1.79-acre site at 251-261 East Main Street in the City of Amsterdam, Montgomery County. The building will include an elevator, laundry rooms on each floor, onsite property manager and staff offices, a community room, computer labs, lounges, and in-unit storage. Ten existing interconnected buildings on the site will be demolished to make way for the new construction. Public water and sewer are available at the site. Site work will include demolition, grading and excavation, construction of driveways, parking areas and sidewalks, finish grading and landscaping.



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	The project seeks to provide affordable housing to low-income residents, a resource that is greatly needed in the City of Amsterdam. According to a comprehensive market study by Newmark Knight Frank dated August 25, 2020, a number of factors strongly support the proposed project, including the lack of new affordable housing projects within the area in recent years, superior quality of the units to be offered by the project as compared to existing options, and the site's location near downtown and in proximity to public transit and local employers. The local renter base is rent overburdened with nearly 49% of all renter households in Amsterdam paying more than 35% of their income on rent, and over 53% of renters in the PMA earning less than $30,000. Extensive wait lists exist for all affordable units within the primary market area. The calculated weighted overall capture rate of 4.86% is favorable.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	Local affordable housing options for families consist almost exclusively of older walkup buildings with limited onsite amenities and smaller unit sizes. There are other older local facilities, which are deep subsidy developments that have typical turnover and waitlists. According to the Market Study by Newmark Knight Frank dated August 25, 2020, the project's location just east of downtown provides a desirable setting to accommodate an affordable and supportive housing development, with close proximity to existing commercial conveniences, residential uses, transportation arterial and linkages, and access to health care services. The census tract in which the project is located has a comparatively low median income at around $25,600 compared to $40,000 in the city of Amsterdam as a whole and over $47,000 in Montgomery County. Poverty is more heavily concentrated in the subject tract at 56% compared to the city (26%) and county (20%).



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Google Maps.pdf

Determination:
	
	Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.13] The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of human environment

	
	Finding of Significant Impact



Approval Documents:
20200261 Veddersburg Apts - signature page.pdf

	7015.15 certified by Certifying Officer on:
	



	7015.16 certified by Authorizing Officer on:
	




Funding Information 

	Grant / Project Identification Number
	HUD Program 
	Program Name

	20200261
	Other
	HOME



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$1,933,272.00



	Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]:
	$21,244,621.00



Compliance with 24 CFR §50.4, §58.5 and §58.6 Laws and Authorities

	Compliance Factors: 
Statutes, Executive Orders, and Regulations listed at 24 CFR §50.4, §58.5, and §58.6
	Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
	Compliance determination
(See Appendix A for source determinations)

	STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.6

	Airport Hazards
Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones; 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
	  Yes     No
	The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The nearest airport is Stratton Air National Guard Base/Schenectady County Airport, located 13.75 miles southeast of the site. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.

	Coastal Barrier Resources Act 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC 3501]
	  Yes     No
	This project is not located in a CBRS Unit, according to USFWS Coastal Barrier Resource mapping. Therefore, this project has no potential to impact a CBRS Unit and is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

	Flood Insurance
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 and National Flood Insurance Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 5154a]
	  Yes     No
	According to FEMA FIRM Panel 36057C0216E dated January 19, 2018, the structure or insurable property is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. While flood insurance may not be mandatory in this instance, HUD recommends that all insurable structures maintain flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The project is in compliance with flood insurance requirements.

	STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR §50.4 & § 58.5

	Air Quality
Clean Air Act, as amended, particularly section 176(c) & (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93
	  Yes     No
	According to the US EPA Green Book, the project's county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. The project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act.

	Coastal Zone Management Act
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) & (d)
	  Yes     No
	This project is not located in or does not affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan. The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
24 CFR 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)]
	  Yes      No
	Site contamination was evaluated as follows: ASTM Phase I ESA, ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening. A Phase I Environmental Assessment (ESA), prepared by Bergmann Associates dated October 2019, reported the following Recognized Environmental Conditions: Potential for soil (surface and subsurface) and groundwater to be impacted on the Subject Property from a former dry-cleaning facility on adjacent property; an onsite vehicle repair and sale facility (261 E. Main Street) with documented petroleum use; demolished building materials on adjacent property; adjacent property at 247-249 E. Main Street formerly contained a gasoline station with unknown records concerning its tanks; and presence of a spray booth in one of the onsite buildings. Disposal of existing tanks and drums and their contents, and asbestos and lead within the existing site buildings and/or buried in the remainder of the site, were listed as other environmental concerns.    A Phase II ESA was completed by Bergmann Associates dated November 2019. The assessment found detections of the VOCs chloroform and tetrachloroethene as well as SVOCs and metals at levels below Unrestricted Soil Cleanup Objectives. Given these results, and the absence of detections of VOCs during field screenings, potential for vapor encroachment to off-site locations and or vapor intrusion to future on Site buildings was determined to be low. However, no investigation or sampling was completed within existing site buildings, through building slabs, or within existing building footprints, therefore, current sub-slab soil conditions are unknown at this time. Bergmann recommended that an Environmental Management Plan (EMP) should be developed to detail further investigation/oversight to address potential environmental conditions that may be encountered during site redevelopment after demolition of Site buildings as well as monitor the distribution and/or coordinate the disposal of the on-Site fill material.    On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances were found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property. Asbestos-containing material (ACM) was identified during an ACM survey, and the project is within EPA Radon Zone 2, with a moderate potential for radon to be present at levels that could affect the occupants. The adverse environmental impacts can be mitigated. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements.

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes     No
	This project will have No Effect on listed species because there are no listed species or designated critical habitats in the action area, according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Information for Planning and Consulation (IPaC) website. This project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

	Explosive and Flammable Hazards
Above-Ground Tanks)[24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C
	  Yes     No
	A HUD Explosive and Flammable Hazards Study dated January 29, 2021 was completed by Bergmann Associates. There are no current or planned stationary aboveground storage containers of concern relative to the project site. No containers of 20,000 gallons or more were identified within 1 mile of the project site, although the survey did indicate the presence of tanks of lesser size at distances between 1000 feet and one mile from the site. The survey also did not identify any above-ground (outdoor) tanks which store flammable or explosive gasses (i.e. propane) within 1,000-foot radius of the site, nor any above-ground (outdoor) tanks exceeding 100 gallons which store flammable or explosive liquids within 1,000-foot radius of the site. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.

	Farmlands Protection
Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981, particularly sections 1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658
	  Yes     No
	This project includes activities that could potentially convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use, but an exemption applies. According to the US Census Bureau mapping at TigerWEB, the project site is in an existing designated urbanized area. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.

	Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11988, particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55
	  Yes     No
	This project does not occur in a floodplain, according to FEMA FIRM panel 36057C0216E. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988.

	Historic Preservation
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly sections 106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800
	  Yes     No
	Based on Section 106 consultation there are No Historic Properties Affected because there are no historic properties present. The project is in compliance with Section 106.

	Noise Abatement and Control
Noise Control Act of 1972, as amended by the Quiet Communities Act of 1978; 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart B
	  Yes     No
	A Noise Assessment was conducted. Noise sources taken into account include a roadway with an ADT of greater than 10,000 within 1000 feet of the site (NYS Route 5/Schuyler Street), railroad tracks owned by CSX and also used by Amtrak, located within 3000 feet of the site, and Stratton ANG Base, located within 15 miles of the site. The noise level was calculated using HUD's DNL Calculator and found to be acceptable: 65.0 db. See noise analysis. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.

	Sole Source Aquifers
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, particularly section 1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149
	  Yes     No
	The project is not located on a sole source aquifer area, according to U.S. EPA GIS mapping. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	The project will not impact on- or off-site wetlands. A wetland and watercourse delineation by Bergmann Associates dated January 8, 2021 found that no wetlands or streams are present on the project site. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.

	Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968, particularly section 7(b) and (c)
	  Yes     No
	This project is not within proximity of a NWSRS river. The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

	HUD HOUSING ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS

	ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

	Environmental Justice
Executive Order 12898
	  Yes      No
	Adverse environmental impacts that are disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities have been identified. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with Executive Order 12898.




Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] 

Impact Codes: An impact code from the following list has been used to make the determination of impact for each factor. 
(1)  	Minor beneficial impact
(2)  	No impact anticipated 
(3) 	Minor Adverse Impact – May require mitigation 
(4) 	Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may require an Environmental Impact Statement. 

	Environmental Assessment Factor
	Impact Code
	Impact Evaluation
	Mitigation

	LAND DEVELOPMENT

	Conformance with Plans / Compatible Land Use and Zoning / Scale and Urban Design
	2
	Site Plan Approval and a Special Use Permit were issued for the project by the City of Amsterdam Planning Commission on December 11, 2019. A 1-year extension of these approvals was granted on November 24, 2020. The City of Amsterdam Zoning Board of Appeals granted two area variances for the project on December 5, 2019: for a front setback of 0 feet instead of the required 10 feet and to allow the project to have just 47 parking spaces where 90 are typically required.
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	2
	According to the USDA-NRCS Web Soil Survey, soils at the project site consist of Lansing silt loams with a 3 to 8 percent slope. These soils have a moderate erosion hazard. The project will receive coverage under the SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-20-001) and will abide by a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, which includes erosion and sediment control measures.
	 

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	2
	An air impact analysis demonstrated that building mechanicals and traffic levels will not result in an adverse impact on air resources. According to the NYSDEC SEQR Short EAF Worksheet Manual guidance, a traffic study is required when 150 residential apartment units or greater are created by the project. As only 62 units are proposed in this project, a traffic study is not necessary and traffic impacts are not anticipated. The project will not result in significant impacts due to the length of construction. Heavy construction, including 8 months of excavation and building activity in which heavy construction traffic is anticipated, will last less than 12 months.    The project site is located approximately 550 feet north of an active rail line utilized by CSX and Amtrak. A Rail Emergency and Safety Plan dated February 10, 2021 has been developed for the project by Bergmann Associates, to be utilized throughout project occupancy. In accordance with the Plan, DePaul staff and residents will coordinate with the City of Amsterdam Fire Department in the event of a rail emergency.
	 

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	The project will be designed and constructed in accordance with the NYSERDA Low Rise New Construction program and LEED version 4, BD+C Homes criteria.
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	1
	The proposed project would not negatively impact employment and income patterns within the vicinity of the project site. The project would result in the temporary creation of several construction jobs, and the presence of new residents in the area may help support local commercial businesses.
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	2
	The proposed project would not result in any significant impacts on the demographic character of the area. Occupants of the proposed housing would be predominantly inhabitants of the immediate market area. The site of the proposed Project has easy access to the Amsterdam traditional downtown commercial area located 0.5 mile northwest of the site.
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The Walter Elwood Museum is located approximately 1 mile north of the project site, on Church Street in the center of Amsterdam. Old Fort Johnson, the site of the Montgomery County Historical Society, is about 3 miles northwest of the project site.  The project is to be served by schools within the Greater Amsterdam School District, including Barkley Elementary School at 66 Destefano Ave, Lynch Middle School at 55 Brandt Place, and Amsterdam Middle School at 140 Saratoga Avenue. The school district is currently accepting new enrollments across all grade levels. The primary market area is the City of Amsterdam, so the majority of children who will move into the building are presumably already enrolled in the district. Construction of the project is expected to lead to the addition of 5 to 10 additional students in total.
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	2
	The project site is located approximately 0.4 mile east of the downtown business area of the City of Amsterdam. The downtown includes restaurants, shopping, and grocery stores. An additional commercial area, including chain retail stores and restaurants as well as other services, is located north of the City of Amsterdam on NYS Route 30, about two miles north of the project site.
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Three childcare facilities are present within a 5-mile radius of the project site. Several medical providers are present in the area, primarily concentrated in downtown Amsterdam within one mile of the project site.
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Casella Waste Systems, Inc. is the licensed entity that will provide solid waste disposal services for the project, both during construction and also throughout project occupancy. Waste will be disposed at the Fulton County Transfer Station (847 Mud Road, Johnstown, NY) and Schenectady County Transfer Station (2 Weaver Street, Schenectady, NY). Casella is one of only a few providers in the region that is large enough to handle the demolition capacity of the project. On-site support for source separation will be provided - all recyclable material will be placed in separate containers. Debris including PCB-contaminated building materials, contaminated soil, asbestos, waste  (solid, hazardous, non-hazardous, universal and electronics), sludge and recyclables will be handled using current practices that are safe, efficient and environmentally friendly. Composting will be utilized to provide soil amendments for the finished landscape.
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	According to a letter from the City of Amsterdam Engineering Department, the existing sanitary sewer system can accommodate the projected wastewater flow rate of 20.2 gallons per minute. The project is permitted to discharge to the system on Lark Street under the conditions that a photo inspection of the 24-inch combined sewer line on Lark Street be completed to document its condition, and that the sponsor uses SDR26 pipe for the sewer lateral within the street right-of-way.
	 

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	According to a letter from the City of Amsterdam Engineering Department, the existing water supply system has the capacity to accommodate the projected potable water demand of 7,260 gallons per day and with maximum daily demand of 14,520 gallons per day. Substantial residual pressure and flow exist at the project site.
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	The Amsterdam Police and Fire Departments are located 0.8 mile northwest of the project site. The project is to be served by the Amsterdam Police Department located at 1 Guy Park Extension and the Amsterdam Fire Department located at 10 Guy Park Extension, The nearest emergency room is at Saint Mary's Memorial Health Center, located at 4988 NY-30, 2.2 miles north of the project site. The primary market area is the City of Amsterdam, so the majority of persons moving into the building will already be covered by these emergency services.
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	2
	There are several parks and recreation areas within a short distance from the project site. These include Riverlink Park, which contains a recreation trail and access to the Mohawk River, 0.5 mile west of the project site; Kirk Douglas Park, located 0.7 mile northwest of the project site, which contains a walking trail and waterfall; and Veterans Park, about 1 mile north of the project site, which includes a swimming pool, playing fields, and tennis and basketball courts.
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Montgomery County Mobility-Bus Service, known as Montgomery Area Xpress (MAX), provides bus service on specified routes to Montgomery County residents. The City of Amsterdam is served by Amtrak (station is 2.5 miles northwest of the site), as well as by Greyhound and Adirondack Trailways bus services (stop is 0.4 mile northwest of site), with connections to New York City and other destinations.
	 

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	The Mohawk River is the closest body of water to the project site. In this area, the Mohawk River is a class ''C'' stream, indicating best uses are for fishing and secondary contact recreation. There are no unique natural features in the vicinity of the project site.
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	2
	A Preliminary Threatened and Endangered Species Habitat Study Report by Bergmann Associates dated January 8, 2020, found that the upland habitat encountered within the Study Area consists of developed land. There are no records of state or federally listed threatened or endangered species within the Study Area. As such, the proposed project is not anticipated to have any adverse effects upon vegetation or wildlife on the site.    In accordance with a letter from the project architect (SWBR) dated February 8, 2021, the project will not contain any species listed on the NYS DEC's Prohibited and Regulated Invasive Species regulations located at 6 NYCRR 575.3 and 5784.4.
	 

	Other Factors
	2
	No other factors were identified,
	 



Supporting documentation
20200261 Market Study VeddersburgApartments.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Rail Emergency Plan 021021.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Invasive Species Letter.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Wetland and Endangered Species(1).pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Solid Waste Disposal Recycling.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Water Wastewater Letter 1-4-21.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg water classification Mohawk R.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Planning Board Extension.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Depaul Zoning Decision 19-31PZ.PDF
20200261 Veddersburg Depaul Planning Decision.PDF
20200261 Veddersburg Montgomery County Transportation.pdf
20200261 Veddesrburg museums.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg schools.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg parks.pdf
20200261 Veddesrburg directions emergncy rm.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg directions police.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg direction fire sta.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg child care.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg doctors offices.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg restaurants.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg grocery stores.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg additional commercial.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg stores commercial.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Erosion Hazard Off Road Off Trail.pdf

Additional Studies Performed:
	




	Field Inspection [Optional]: Date and completed by:
	

	 
	 




List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	Bergmann Associates, Phase I Environmental Site Assessment - October 2019  Bergmann Associates, Phase II Environmental Site Assessment - November 2019  Bergmann Associates, Pre-Demolition Asbestos, Lead-Based Paint, and PCB Caulk Survey - May and July 2020  Bergmann Associates, Wetland/Watercourse Delineation & Preliminary Threatened and Endangered Species Habitat Study Report - January 2021  FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map  Globemaster Air Base List  Google Maps  Google Earth  HUD Noise Guidebook  HUD Tribal Directory Assessment Tool  John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources System, New York - Great Lakes map  NPS National Rivers Inventory  NYSDEC Environmental Assessment Mapper  NYSDEC Environmental Justice Mapper  NYSDEC Environmental Remediation Database  NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper  NYSDEC Wild, Scenic and Recreational Rivers List  NYSDOS Coastal Boundary Mapper  NYSDOT Traffic Data Viewer  NY OPRHP Cultural Resource Information System  NY OPRHP State Historic Preservation Office  Saint Regis Mohawk Tribe  US Census Bureau 2010 Census Urban Area Reference Maps  USDA NRCS Web Soil Survey - National Cooperative Soil Survey  USEPA Green Book, Nonattainment/Maintenance Status for Each County by Year for All Criteria Pollutants  USEPA Sole Source Aquifer Mapping  US Dept. of the Interior US Fish and Wildlife Services  USFWS Coastal Barrier Resource System Maps  USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) Trust Resource Website  USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Mapping  US National Wild and Scenic Rivers System  





List of Permits Obtained: 
	SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-20-001)



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	



20200261 Veddersburg NOTICE DISTRIBUTION LIST ALL.doc

Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	The project will replace a series of blighted, delapidated vacant buildings with a single new building for families, containing 62 residential units. The proposed project is not expected to trigger cumulative impacts; including the degradation of important natural resources, socioeconomic resources, human health, quality of life issues, and historic and cultural resources. The proposed project is not of large enough scale to contribute to cumulative impacts.



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	Without the requested funding, the new construction of 62 units of housing for low-income families would not occur. The need for quality, modern housing in an area where it is in short supply, would not be met. The opportunity to improve housing resources for area residents with low incomes in a favorable location would be lost. Demographic data have shown a need for this project, and any potential adverse impacts would be mitigated.


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	The no-action alternative would not achieve any of the benefits attributed to the proposed development. The no-action alternative preserves existing building stock, but would fail to revitalize those structures and in turn would maintain the existence of blight in the neighbrhood. Meanwhile, an opportunity to provide local, sustainable rental housing would be lost. Residents of the community would continue to be limited by existing housing options and the present shortage of housing options, and no revitalization to the neighborhood of the project site would occur.



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	This environmental review was conducted in accordance with requirements of NEPA, the Council on Environmental Quality regulations implementing NEPA (40 CFR 1500) and 24 CFR Part 58 HUD NEPA requirements for Responsible Entities. As discussed in this document, the project required an Environmental Assessment and has been analyzed for compliance with related laws and authorities at 24 CFR 58.5 & 58.6. The analysis concluded that the project creates an opportunity to construct high-quality new low-income housing that will help to revitalize the immediate neighborhood as well as the surrounding community.



Mitigation Measures and Conditions [CFR 1505.2(c)]: 
Summarized below are all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid or eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with the above-listed authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into project contracts, development agreements and other relevant documents. The staff responsible for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be clearly identified in the mitigation plan. 

	Law, Authority, or Factor
	Mitigation Measure or Condition
	Comments on Completed Measures
	Complete

	Environmental Justice
	An Environmental Management Plan (EMP) is to be to be implemented during all ground intrusive activities that encounter impacted material, hazardous materials, and/or solid waste. Potential contaminants of concern (VOCs, SVOCs, metals and ACM) and field screening methods are discussed in the EMP. Procedures for identifying urban fill (regulated solid waste-impacted material) and petroleum-impacted material are detailed. The plan discusses onsite management of impacted material, demolition debris, solid waste, and storage tanks as well as material containing asbestos, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Handling of impacted groundwater from the excavation is described. The procedure for transporting regulated materials to appropriate, legal offsite disposal locations is discussed. 

A radon mitigation system must be incorporated into the building designs during construction of the new buildings. All asbestos-containing material (ACM) removal must conform to the NYS Department of Labor regulations at 12 NYCRR Part 56, as amended January 11, 2006. Fugitive dust control measures must be implemented during project demolition and excavation.
	N/A
	 

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
	An Environmental Management Plan (EMP) by Bergmann Associates dated January 2021 details further investigation/oversight to address potential environmental conditions that may be encountered during site redevelopment after demolition of Site buildings. This EMP should be referenced during all ground intrusive activities that encounter impacted material, hazardous materials, and/or solid waste. Potential contaminants of concern (VOCs, SVOCs, metals and ACM) and field screening methods are discussed. Procedures for identifying urban fill (regulated solid waste-impacted material) and petroleum-impacted material are detailed. The plan discusses onsite management of impacted material, demolition debris, solid waste, and storage tanks as well as material containing asbestos, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Handling of impacted groundwater from the excavation is described. The procedure for transporting regulated materials to appropriate, legal offsite disposal locations is discussed. A radon mitigation system must be incorporated into the building designs during construction of the new buildings. Prior to site altering activities, the sponsor must submit asbestos-containing material (ACM) removal and disposal specifications, to be followed during demolition. All ACM removal must conform to NYS Department of Labor regulations at 12 NYCRR Part 56, as amended January 11, 2006. At the completion of the entire project, evidence of proper ACM removal and disposal must be submitted to the HTFC Environmental Analyst. This must include a report that summarizes the final testing/clearance for the entire project with waste manifests attached. A qualified third-party must complete the final testing/clearance.
	N/A
	 

	Permits, reviews and approvals
	SPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges from Construction Activity (GP-0-20-001)
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	The mitigation measures will be carried out by the project sponsor, and compliance will be confirmed by HCR architects, construction monitors and environmental staff.


20200261 Veddersburg Environmental Mgt Plan(1).pdf

Supporting documentation on completed measures


APPENDIX A:  Related Federal Laws and Authorities

 Airport Hazards
	General policy
	Legislation
	Regulation

	It is HUD’s policy to apply standards to prevent incompatible development around civil airports and military airfields.  
	
	24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D



1.	To ensure compatible land use development, you must determine your site’s proximity to civil and military airports.  Is your project within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport?

	
	No




Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload the map showing that the site is not within the applicable distances to a military or civilian airport below

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The nearest airport is Stratton Air National Guard Base/Schenectady County Airport, located 13.75 miles southeast of the site. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg nearest airport.docx
20200261 Veddersburg no airport RPZ.docx

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Barrier Resources
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD financial assistance may not be used for most activities in units of the Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS). See 16 USC 3504 for limitations on federal expenditures affecting the CBRS.  
	Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of 1982, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 USC 3501) 

	



1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?
	
	No



Document and upload map and documentation below. 

	
	Yes




Compliance Determination
	This project is not located in a CBRS Unit, according to USFWS Coastal Barrier Resource mapping. Therefore, this project has no potential to impact a CBRS Unit and is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Coastal Barrier.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Flood Insurance
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Certain types of federal financial assistance may not be used in floodplains unless the community participates in National Flood Insurance Program and flood insurance is both obtained and maintained.
	Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 as amended (42 USC 4001-4128)
	24 CFR 50.4(b)(1) and 24 CFR 58.6(a) and (b); 24 CFR 55.1(b).




1.	Does this project involve financial assistance for construction, rehabilitation, or acquisition of a mobile home, building, or insurable personal property?

	
	No. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. 



	
	Yes




2.	Upload a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site here: 

	Veddersburg Apts FIRMETTE.pdf






The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).  For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, use the best available information to determine floodplain information.  Include documentation, including a discussion of why this is the best available information for the site. Provide FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, and date within your documentation. 

Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area?   
	
	No



	  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	According to FEMA FIRM Panel 36057C0216E dated January 19, 2018, the structure or insurable property is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. While flood insurance may not be mandatory in this instance, HUD recommends that all insurable structures maintain flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The project is in compliance with flood insurance requirements.



Supporting documentation 
Veddersburg Apts FIRMETTE(1).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Air Quality
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Clean Air Act is administered by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which sets national standards on ambient pollutants. In addition, the Clean Air Act is administered by States, which must develop State Implementation Plans (SIPs) to regulate their state air quality. Projects funded by HUD must demonstrate that they conform to the appropriate SIP.  
	Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401 et seq.) as amended particularly Section 176(c) and (d) (42 USC 7506(c) and (d))
	40 CFR Parts 6, 51 and 93



1.	Does your project include new construction or conversion of land use facilitating the development of public, commercial, or industrial facilities OR five or more dwelling units?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Air Quality Attainment Status of Project’s County or Air Quality Management District 

2.	Is your project’s air quality management district or county in non-attainment or maintenance status for any criteria pollutants?

	
	No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. 



	
	Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance status for the following criteria pollutants (check all that apply): 




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	According to the US EPA Green Book, the project's county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. The project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act.



Supporting documentation 
Nonattainment NY Counties.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Zone Management Act 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Federal assistance to applicant agencies for activities affecting any coastal use or resource is granted only when such activities are consistent with federally approved State Coastal Zone Management Act Plans.  
	Coastal Zone Management Act (16 USC 1451-1464), particularly section 307(c) and (d) (16 USC 1456(c) and (d))
	15 CFR Part 930





1.	Is the project located in, or does it affect, a Coastal Zone as defined in your state Coastal Management Plan?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project is not located in or does not affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan. The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Coastal Z.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Contamination and Toxic Substances
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulations

	It is HUD policy that all properties that are being proposed for use in HUD programs be free of hazardous materials, contamination, toxic chemicals and gases, and radioactive substances, where a hazard could affect the health and safety of the occupants or conflict with the intended utilization of the property.
	
	24 CFR 58.5(i)(2)
24 CFR 50.3(i)




1.	How was site contamination evaluated? Select all that apply. Document and upload documentation and reports and evaluation explanation of site contamination below.

	
	American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)

	
	ASTM Phase II ESA

	
	Remediation or clean-up plan

	
	ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening

	
	None of the Above



2.	Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property?  (Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs identified in a Phase I ESA and confirmed in a Phase II ESA?)

	
	No



	
	Yes





3.	Mitigation
Document and upload the mitigation needed according to the requirements of the appropriate federal, state, tribal, or local oversight agency.  If the adverse environmental effects cannot be mitigated, then HUD assistance may not be used for the project at this site.  

[bookmark: _Toc353375522]Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated? 

	
	Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated.




	
	Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation. Document and upload all mitigation requirements below. 




4.	Describe how compliance was achieved in the text box below. Include any of the following that apply: State Voluntary Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls, or use of institutional controls.

	An Environmental Management Plan (EMP) was prepared for the project and is to be to be implemented during all ground intrusive activities that encounter impacted material, hazardous materials, and/or solid waste. Potential contaminants of concern (VOCs, SVOCs, metals and ACM) and field screening methods are discussed in the EMP. Procedures for identifying urban fill (regulated solid waste-impacted material) and petroleum-impacted material are detailed. The plan discusses onsite management of impacted material, demolition debris, solid waste, and storage tanks as well as material containing asbestos, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Handling of impacted groundwater from the excavation is described. The procedure for transporting regulated materials to appropriate, legal offsite disposal locations is discussed.    Also, a Soil Vapor Intrusion (SVI) work plan must be prepared in accordance with the most current NYS Department of Health (NYSDOH) protocol for evaluating soil vapor intrusion, including Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in New York State and all updates. The SVI work plan must be included as a Project Specification and must be submitted prior to site-altering activities. Initial sub-slab soil vapor testing is required to evaluate the potential for area contamination to affect the buildings. Additional indoor air testing must be conducted as warranted by the initial testing results. If levels of concern are identified, the proposed passive sub-slab depressurization system (SSDS) is to be activated.     A radon mitigation system must be incorporated into the building designs during construction of the new buildings. All asbestos-containing material (ACM) removal must conform to the NYS Department of Labor regulations at 12 NYCRR Part 56, as amended January 11, 2006. Fugitive dust control measures must be implemented during project demolition and excavation.



If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it follow?

	
	Complete removal 

	
	Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 










Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Site contamination was evaluated as follows: ASTM Phase I ESA, ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening. A Phase I Environmental Assessment (ESA), prepared by Bergmann Associates dated October 2019, reported the following Recognized Environmental Conditions: Potential for soil (surface and subsurface) and groundwater to be impacted on the Subject Property from a former dry-cleaning facility on adjacent property; an onsite vehicle repair and sale facility (261 E. Main Street) with documented petroleum use; demolished building materials on adjacent property; adjacent property at 247-249 E. Main Street formerly contained a gasoline station with unknown records concerning its tanks; and presence of a spray booth in one of the onsite buildings. Disposal of existing tanks and drums and their contents, and asbestos and lead within the existing site buildings and/or buried in the remainder of the site, were listed as other environmental concerns.    A Phase II ESA was completed by Bergmann Associates dated November 2019. The assessment found detections of the VOCs chloroform and tetrachloroethene as well as SVOCs and metals at levels below Unrestricted Soil Cleanup Objectives. Given these results, and the absence of detections of VOCs during field screenings, potential for vapor encroachment to off-site locations and or vapor intrusion to future on Site buildings was determined to be low. However, no investigation or sampling was completed within existing site buildings, through building slabs, or within existing building footprints, therefore, current sub-slab soil conditions are unknown at this time. Bergmann recommended that an Environmental Management Plan (EMP) should be developed to detail further investigation/oversight to address potential environmental conditions that may be encountered during site redevelopment after demolition of Site buildings as well as monitor the distribution and/or coordinate the disposal of the on-Site fill material.    On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances were found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property. Asbestos-containing material (ACM) was identified during an ACM survey, and the project is within EPA Radon Zone 2, with a moderate potential for radon to be present at levels that could affect the occupants. The adverse environmental impacts can be mitigated. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Vapor Encroachment Survey 020921.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Environmental Mgt Plan.pdf
20200261 VeddersburgApartments Phase II ESA-ACM-lead.pdf
20200261 VeddersburgApartments Phase I ESA 10-2019.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Endangered Species 
	General requirements
	ESA Legislation
	Regulations

	Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) mandates that federal agencies ensure that actions that they authorize, fund, or carry out shall not jeopardize the continued existence of federally listed plants and animals or result in the adverse modification or destruction of designated critical habitat. Where their actions may affect resources protected by the ESA, agencies must consult with the Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the National Marine Fisheries Service (“FWS” and “NMFS” or “the Services”). 
	The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); particularly section 7 (16 USC 1536).
	50 CFR Part 402



1.	Does the project involve any activities that have the potential to affect specifies or habitats? 

	
	No, the project will have No Effect due to the nature of the activities involved in the project. 



	
	No, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office



	
	Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats.



2.	Are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area? 

	
	No, the project will have No Effect due to the absence of federally listed species and designated critical habitat



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below. 
Documentation may include letters from the Services, species lists from the Services’ websites, surveys or other documents and analysis showing that there are no species in the action area.

	
	Yes, there are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area.  






Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project will have No Effect on listed species because there are no listed species or designated critical habitats in the action area, according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Information for Planning and Consulation (IPaC) website. This project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Veddersburg Apts Environmental Resource Mapper.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Species List  New York Field Office.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Explosive and Flammable Hazards
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD-assisted projects must meet Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) requirements to protect them from explosive and flammable hazards.
	N/A
	24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C



1.	Is the proposed HUD-assisted project itself the development of a hazardous facility (a facility that mainly stores, handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals such as bulk fuel storage facilities and refineries)?

	
	No

	
	Yes



2.	Does this project include any of the following activities:  development, construction, rehabilitation that will increase residential densities, or conversion?


	
	No



	
	Yes





[bookmark: _GoBack]3.	Within 1 mile of the project site, are there any current or planned stationary aboveground storage containers that are covered by 24 CFR 51C?  Containers that are NOT covered under the regulation include:
•	Containers 100 gallons or less in capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels OR  
•	Containers of liquified petroleum gas (LPG) or propane with a water volume capacity of 1,000 gallons or less that meet the requirements of the 2017 or later version of National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Code 58.
If all containers within the search area fit the above criteria, answer “No.”  For any other type of aboveground storage container within the search area that holds one of the flammable or explosive materials listed in Appendix I of 24 CFR part 51 subpart C, answer “Yes.”

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.

	
	Yes






Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	A HUD Explosive and Flammable Hazards Study dated January 29, 2021 was completed by Bergmann Associates. There are no current or planned stationary aboveground storage containers of concern relative to the project site. No containers of 20,000 gallons or more were identified within 1 mile of the project site, although the survey did indicate the presence of tanks of lesser size at distances between 1000 feet and one mile from the site. The survey also did not identify any above-ground (outdoor) tanks which store flammable or explosive gasses (i.e. propane) within 1,000-foot radius of the site, nor any above-ground (outdoor) tanks exceeding 100 gallons which store flammable or explosive liquids within 1,000-foot radius of the site. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Explosive and Flammable Hazards Technical Memo.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Farmlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) discourages federal activities that would convert farmland to nonagricultural purposes.
	Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.)
	7 CFR Part 658



1.	Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of undeveloped land or conversion, that could convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use?

	
	Yes

	
	No



2.	Does your project meet one of the following exemptions?

· Construction limited to on-farm structures needed for farm operations.
· Construction limited to new minor secondary (accessory) structures such as a garage or storage shed
· Project on land already in or committed to urban development  or used for water storage. (7 CFR 658.2(a)) 

	
	Yes



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.

	
	No




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project includes activities that could potentially convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use, but an exemption applies. According to the US Census Bureau mapping at TigerWEB, the project site is in an existing designated urbanized area. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Veddersburg Apts TigerWEB census map.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Floodplain Management
	General Requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, requires federal activities to avoid impacts to floodplains and to avoid direct and indirect support of floodplain development to the extent practicable.
	Executive Order 11988
	24 CFR 55



1.	Do any of the following exemptions apply? Select the applicable citation? [only one selection possible]

	
	55.12(c)(3)

	
	55.12(c)(4) 

	
	55.12(c)(5) 

	
	55.12(c)(6) 

	
	55.12(c)(7) 

	
	55.12(c)(8) 

	
	55.12(c)(9) 

	
	55.12(c)(10) 

	
	55.12(c)(11) 

	
	None of the above 	



2.	Upload a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site here:

 
Veddersburg Apts FIRMETTE.pdf

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).  For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, use the best available information to determine floodplain information.  Include documentation, including a discussion of why this is the best available information for the site.

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
	
	No




Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. 

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project does not occur in a floodplain, according to FEMA FIRM panel 36057C0216E. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988.



Supporting documentation 
 
Veddersburg Apts FIRMETTE(2).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Historic Preservation
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Regulations under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) require a consultative process to identify historic  properties, assess project impacts on them, and avoid, minimize,  or mitigate adverse effects   
	Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470f)
	36 CFR 800 “Protection of Historic Properties” http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html





Threshold
Is Section 106 review required for your project? 

	
	No, because the project consists solely of activities listed as exempt in a Programmatic Agreement (PA ). (See the PA Database to find applicable PAs.)


	
	No, because the project consists solely of activities included in a No Potential to Cause Effects memo or other determination [36 CFR 800.3(a)(1)].


	
	Yes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or indirect).




Step 1 – Initiate Consultation
Select all consulting parties below (check all that apply):

	
	

	 State Historic Preservation Offer (SHPO)
	Completed



	
	




	
	Indian Tribes, including Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs)



	
	

	  St. Regis Mohawk Tribe
	In progress


	

	
	Other Consulting Parties




Describe the process of selecting consulting parties and initiating consultation here: 

	The HUD TDAT GIS database was queried to determine tribes that must be consulted due to potential interests in the project area.



Document and upload all correspondence, notices and notes (including comments and objections received below).


Step 2 – Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties
1. Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) or uploading a map depicting the APE below:
	251, 253, 255, 257, 259-261 East Main Street; 8, 12, 14, 22 Lark Street; 19 John Street



In the chart below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE. Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be included in the chart.

Upload the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or objection(s), notes, and photos) that justify your National Register Status determination below.  

	Address / Location / District
	National Register Status
	SHPO Concurrence
	Sensitive Information



Additional Notes:
	





1. Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project?

	
	Yes


	
	No



Step 3 –Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties 

Only properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places receive further consideration under Section 106.   Assess the effect(s) of the project by applying the Criteria of Adverse Effect. (36 CFR 800.5)]  Consider direct and indirect effects as applicable as per guidance on direct and indirect effects.

Choose one of the findings below - No Historic Properties Affected, No Adverse Effect, or Adverse Effect; and seek concurrence from consulting parties.  

	
	No Historic Properties Affected



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload concurrence(s) or objection(s) below.

         Document reason for finding: 
	
	No historic properties present.

	
	Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them.







	
	No Adverse Effect



	
	Adverse Effect




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Based on Section 106 consultation there are No Historic Properties Affected because there are no historic properties present. The project is in compliance with Section 106.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Tribal Consultation Cook.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Tribal Consultation Bonaparte.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Consultation SHPO.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Noise Abatement and Control 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD’s noise regulations protect residential properties from excessive noise exposure. HUD encourages mitigation as appropriate.
	Noise Control Act of 1972

General Services Administration Federal Management Circular 75-2: “Compatible Land Uses at Federal Airfields”
	Title 24 CFR 51 Subpart B




1.	What activities does your project involve? Check all that apply:

	
	New construction for residential use



NOTE: HUD assistance to new construction projects is generally prohibited if they are located in an Unacceptable zone, and HUD discourages assistance for new construction projects in Normally Unacceptable zones.  See 24 CFR 51.101(a)(3) for further details.

	
	Rehabilitation of an existing residential property



	
	A research demonstration project which does not result in new construction or reconstruction

	
	An interstate land sales registration

	
	Any timely emergency assistance under disaster assistance provision or appropriations which are provided to save lives, protect property, protect public health and safety, remove debris and wreckage, or assistance that has the effect of restoring facilities substantially as they existed prior to the disaster

	
	None of the above



4.	Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the vicinity (1000’ from a major road, 3000’ from a railroad, or 15 miles from an airport).  

Indicate the findings of the Preliminary Screening below:

	
	There are no noise generators found within the threshold distances above. 



	
	Noise generators were found within the threshold distances.  




5.	Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the


	
	Acceptable:  (65 decibels or less; the ceiling may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))  



	Indicate noise level here: 

	65



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.  Document and upload noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis below.

	
	Normally Unacceptable:  (Above 65 decibels but not exceeding 75 decibels; the floor may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))



	
	Unacceptable:  (Above 75 decibels)



HUD strongly encourages conversion of noise-exposed sites to land uses compatible with high noise levels. 
	
	Check here to affirm that you have considered converting this property to a non-residential use compatible with high noise levels. 



	Indicate noise level here: 

	65



Document and upload noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis below.


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	A Noise Assessment was conducted. Noise sources taken into account include a roadway with an ADT of greater than 10,000 within 1000 feet of the site (NYS Route 5/Schuyler Street), railroad tracks owned by CSX and also used by Amtrak, located within 3000 feet of the site, and Stratton ANG Base, located within 15 miles of the site. The noise level was calculated using HUD's DNL Calculator and found to be acceptable: 65.0 db. See noise analysis. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Apts DNL Calc.pdf
20200261 Veddersburg Summary Letter Noise 0012021.pdf
Worksheet D Railroad DePaul Veddersburg rev.pdf
Worksheet C Highway DePaul Veddersburg.pdf
Worksheet B Aircraft DePaul Veddersburg.pdf


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Sole Source Aquifers 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 protects drinking water systems which are the sole or principal drinking water source for an area and which, if contaminated, would create a significant hazard to public health.
	Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 201, 300f et seq., and 21 U.S.C. 349)
	40 CFR Part 149



	
1.	Does the project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing building(s)? 

	
	Yes


	
	No





2.	Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)?
A sole source aquifer is defined as an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water consumed in the area overlying the aquifer. This includes streamflow source areas, which are upstream areas of losing streams that flow into the recharge area.

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload documentation used to make your determination, such as a map of your project (or jurisdiction, if appropriate) in relation to the nearest SSA and its source area, below.

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project is not located on a sole source aquifer area, according to U.S. EPA GIS mapping. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Apts Sole Source Aq.pdf


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wetlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11990 discourages direct or indirect support of new construction impacting wetlands wherever there is a practicable alternative. The Fish and Wildlife Service’s National Wetlands Inventory can be used as a primary screening tool, but observed or known wetlands not indicated on NWI maps must also be processed Off-site impacts that result in draining, impounding, or destroying wetlands must also be processed. 
	Executive Order 11990
	24 CFR 55.20 can be used for general guidance regarding the 8 Step Process.



1.	Does this project involve new construction as defined in Executive Order 11990, expansion of a building’s footprint, or ground disturbance? The term "new construction" shall include draining, dredging, channelizing, filling, diking, impounding, and related activities and any structures or facilities begun or authorized after the effective date of the Order

	
	No


	
	Yes


2.	Will the new construction or other ground disturbance impact an on- or off-site wetland? The term "wetlands" means those areas that are inundated by surface or ground water with a frequency sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances does or would support, a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds.

"Wetlands under E.O. 11990 include isolated and non-jurisdictional wetlands."

	
	No, a wetland will not be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new construction.



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload a map or any other relevant documentation below which explains your determination 

	
	Yes, there is a wetland that be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new construction.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project will not impact on- or off-site wetlands. A wetland and watercourse delineation by Bergmann Associates dated January 8, 2021 found that no wetlands or streams are present on the project site. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Wetland and Endangered Species.pdf
Veddersburg Apts NWI.pdf
Veddersburg Apts ERM.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides federal protection for certain free-flowing, wild, scenic and recreational rivers designated as components or potential components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System (NWSRS) from the effects of construction or development. 
	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287), particularly section 7(b) and (c) (16 U.S.C. 1278(b) and (c))
	36 CFR Part 297 



1.	Is your project within proximity of a NWSRS river?  

	
	No


	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Designated Wild and Scenic River or Study Wild and Scenic River.

	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) River.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project is not within proximity of a NWSRS river. The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 Veddersburg Apts WSR.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Environmental Justice
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Determine if the project creates adverse environmental impacts upon a low-income or minority community.  If it does, engage the community in meaningful participation about mitigating the impacts or move the project.  
	Executive Order 12898
	



HUD strongly encourages starting the Environmental Justice analysis only after all other laws and authorities, including Environmental Assessment factors if necessary, have been completed. 

1.	Were any adverse environmental impacts identified in any other compliance review portion of this project’s total environmental review?

	
	Yes

	
	No



2.	Were these adverse environmental impacts disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities?

	
	Yes


Explain:
	The project site contains existing contamination that is planned to be addressed through an Environmental Management Plan. The site also is located in an area with a moderate potential for radon levels to exceed EPA action levels for residential construction. Asbestos-containing material (ACM) was identified in the buildings at 259-261 East Main Street, 14 Lark Street, and 253 East Main Street. The site is located in a NYSDEC-designated Potential Environmental Justice Area as well as a HUD-designated Qualifying Census Tract.



Document and upload any supporting documentation below. 

	
	No



3.	All adverse impacts should be mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation. This information will be automatically included in the Mitigation summary for the environmental review. If negative effects cannot be mitigated, cancel the project using the button at the bottom of this screen.  

	
	Mitigation as follows will be implemented:



	An Environmental Management Plan (EMP) is to be to be implemented during all ground intrusive activities that encounter impacted material, hazardous materials, and/or solid waste. Potential contaminants of concern (VOCs, SVOCs, metals and ACM) and field screening methods are discussed in the EMP. Procedures for identifying urban fill (regulated solid waste-impacted material) and petroleum-impacted material are detailed. The plan discusses onsite management of impacted material, demolition debris, solid waste, and storage tanks as well as material containing asbestos, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Handling of impacted groundwater from the excavation is described. The procedure for transporting regulated materials to appropriate, legal offsite disposal locations is discussed. 

A radon mitigation system must be incorporated into the building designs during construction of the new buildings. All asbestos-containing material (ACM) removal must conform to the NYS Department of Labor regulations at 12 NYCRR Part 56, as amended January 11, 2006. Fugitive dust control measures must be implemented during project demolition and excavation.


	




	
	No mitigation is necessary. 




4.	Describe how the affected low-income or minority community was engaged or meaningfully involved in the decision on what mitigation actions, if any, will be taken.

	The affected community was provided an opportunity to participate in the review process for the project through City of Amsterdam Planning Board meetings.




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Adverse environmental impacts that are disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities have been identified. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with Executive Order 12898.



Supporting documentation 
 
20200261 QCTs DDAs.pdf
20200261 Montgomery PEJAs.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No
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