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Appendix L: Eight-Step Decision Making Process

Eight-Step Decision Making Process
Executive Order 11988: Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11990: Wetlands Protection
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project — New York City, NY
New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)

This decision making process addresses the requirements of E.O. 11988 and 11990, as provided
by 24 CFR Part 55.20 and contains eight steps, including public notices and an examination of
practicable alternatives. This document pertains to proposed project activities in the 100-year
floodplain (AE Zone) and mapped wetlands, as identified on the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) preliminary (2015) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) and New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) 1974 Tidal Wetland Mapping (Map 1D
586 506 and 586 _508), respectively.

Step 1. Determine whether the proposed action is located in a 100-year floodplain (or a 500-
year floodplain for a Critical Action) or results in new construction in a wetland. If the proposed
action would not be conducted in one of those locations, then no further compliance with this
part is required.

According to the FEMA Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (DFIRM) ID 360497, the proposed
project is located within the 100-year floodplain, designated as Zone AE, as well as the 500-year
floodplain, designated as Zone X. The Base Flood Elevation (BFE) is 10 feet (NGVD 1929).
Figure 1.0-5 of the DEIS illustrates the proposed project area in relation to the 100- and 500-year
floodplains.

The NYSDEC 1974 Tidal Wetland Mapping (Map ID 586 506 and 586 508) indicates that
certain project elements—relocation of existing embayments, installation of support structures for
a new shared-used flyover bridge, installation of cofferdams for outfall construction, and
temporary placement of mooring spuds for construction barges—would be located within Littoral
Zone, a NYSDEC tidal wetland. Additionally, the East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal
wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on United States Fish and Wildlife Service
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps.

Step 2. Notify the public at the earliest possible time of a proposal to consider new construction
or substantial improvement actions in the 100-year floodplain (or in the 500-year floodplain for
a Critical Action), and thus involve the affected and interested public in the decision making
process.

A 15-day “Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain” was
published in eight City-wide and local newspapers on February 5, 2016, and complied with the
requirements for public comment per 24 CFR 55.20(b)(2). Published in English, Chinese, Spanish,
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and Russian languages, this notice served to inform and update interested agencies, groups, and
individuals about the proposed project activities within the floodplain, thus engaging the public in
the decision-making process. This notice included a description of the proposed project, and
invited the public to provide comments by February 22, 2016. The notice was also posted to
OMB’s website for review (http://wwwl.nyc.gov/sitre/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-
records.page). No comments on this notice were received.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and
the City has identified a project alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred
Alternative. This alternative involves in-water work to a greater extent than previously expected,
and therefore, a greater potential to impact wetlands. An “Early Notice and Public Review of a
Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland” was published on February 22, 2019,
in the aforementioned papers, and an additional paper, the Brooklyn Daily Eagle, in Southern
Brooklyn. This notice invited the public to provide comments by March 11, 2019 (later extended
to March 22, 2019). Multiple public comments were received on this revised notice; however,
these comments were largely related to the nature of the proposed project itself, rather than the
content of the notice.

Step 3. Identify and evaluate practicable alternatives to locating the proposed action in a
floodplain (or the 500-year floodplain for a Critical Action).

According to 24 CFR Part 55.20 (c), alternatives considered include:
1) No Action Alternative - No new flood protection.

2) Proposed Action Alternatives — Flood Protection System with a Raised East River Park
(Preferred Alternative/Alternative 4); Flood Protection on the West Side of East River Park —
Baseline (Alternative 2); Flood Protection System on the West Side of East River Park —
Enhanced Park and Access (Alternative 3); Flood Protection System East of FDR Drive
(Alternative 5).

As noted in Chapter 2.0, “Project Alternatives,” of the DEIS, four “With Action” alternatives (i.e.,
all alternatives except the No Action alternative) have been advanced. These four With Action
Alternatives were identified as a result of a design and planning process that considered the four
factors noted above (natural environment, social concerns, economic aspects, and legal
constraints), among other considerations as discussed in Chapter 1.0, “Purpose and Need” of the
DEIS.

No Action Alternative — The project purpose and need would not be met with the No Action
alternative. The No Action alternative assumes that no new comprehensive coastal protection
system is installed in the proposed project area. In the absence of this system, the existing
neighborhoods within the protected area would remain at risk to coastal flooding during design
storm events. Independent of the proposed project, there would be limited improvements to open
space resources and access to East River Park and the East River waterfront from other planned
projects or targeted resiliency projects.

Proposed Action Alternatives — The Flood Protection System with a Raised East River Park
Alternative (Preferred Alternative) proposes to move the line of flood protection further into East
River Park, thereby protecting both the community and the park from design storm events, as well
as increased tidal inundation resulting from sea level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise
the majority of East River Park. This plan would reduce the length of wall between the community
and the waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood connectivity and integration. Between
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the park amphitheater and East 13th Street, the park would be raised by approximately eight feet
to meet the design flood elevation criteria, with the floodwall installed below-grade. The park’s
underground water and drainage infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and existing park
structures and recreational features, including the amphitheater, track facility and tennis house,
would be reconstructed as part of the raised park. Relocation of two existing embayments along
the East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan improve access, enhance the park
user experience, and provide for improved aquatic habitat conditions. This alternative would
include drainage components to reduce the risk of interior flooding and construction of the
foundations for the shared-use flyover bridge to address the narrowed pathway (pinch point) near
the East River Dock between East 13th Street and East 15th Street, substantially improving the
City’s greenway network and north-south connectivity in the project area. The Preferred
Alternative would also include reconstruction of 10 outfalls located along the park shoreline that
discharge to the East River, as well as wastewater and water supply piping and associated features
such as manholes and regulators.

The Flood Protection System on the West Side of East River Park — Baseline Alternative
(Alternative 2) would provide flood protection using a combination of floodwalls, levees, and
closure structures (i.e., deployable gates) from Montgomery Street to East 25th Street. As the line
of protection would generally be located on the western side of East River Park in a portion of the
project area, the park would not be protected from the design storm event under this alternative.
The neighborhoods to the west of the line of protection would be protected from the design storm
event under this alternative. This alternative also includes modifications of the existing sewer
system. A shared-used flyover bridge would be built cantilevered over the northbound FDR Drive
to address the pinch point.

The Flood Protection System on the West Side of East River Park — Enhanced Park and Access
Alternative (Alternative 3) provides flood protection using a combination of floodwalls, levees,
and closure structures. As with Alternative 2, the line of protection would generally be located on
the western side of East River Park in a portion of the project area, and the neighborhoods to the
west of this line would be protected from the design storm event under this alternative. However,
under this alternative, there would be more extensive use of berms and other earthwork in
association with the flood protection along the FDR Drive to provide for more integrated access,
soften the visual effect of the floodwall on park users, and introduce new types of park experience.
The landscape would generally gradually slope down from high points along the FDR Drive
towards the existing at-grade esplanade at the water’s edge. Due to the extent of the construction
of the flood protection system, this alternative would include a more extensive reconfiguration
and reconstruction of the bulk of East River Park and its programming, including landscapes,
recreational fields, playgrounds, and amenities. Even with these East River Park enhancements,
the park itself would not be protected from the design storm event under this alternative. As
proposed in Alternative 2, this alternative would include drainage components to reduce the risk
of interior flooding and the shared-use flyover bridge to address the pinch point.

The Flood Protection System East of FDR Drive (Alternative 5) proposes a flood protection
alignment similar to the Preferred Alterative, except for the approach between East 13th Street
and Avenue C. This alternative would raise the northbound lanes of the FDR Drive in this area by
approximately six feet to meet the design flood elevation, then connect to closure structures at the
south end of Stuyvesant Cove Park. This alternative would include drainage components to reduce
the risk of interior flooding and the construction of the shared-use flyover bridge to address the
pinch point.
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Step 4. Identify the potential direct and indirect impacts associated with the occupancy or
modification of the floodplain (or 500-year floodplain for a Critical Action).

The Preferred Alternative includes the reconstruction of East River Park as well as the existing
water and sewer infrastructure within the park. The Preferred Alternative would raise the majority
of East River Park by approximately eight feet and would install a floodwall below-grade to meet
the design flood elevation criteria. Therefore, there would be an elevation change in the proposed
project area as a result of implementation of the Preferred Alternative.

The floodplain in the proposed project area is located in an urban area that is heavily developed;
installation of the proposed project is necessary for the protection of the adjacent communities and
the East River Park from design storm events. During construction, there would be temporary
disturbance of the floodplain due to excavation, grading, and storage of construction materials and
equipment. Once implemented, the flood protection system is designed to withstand storm surge
velocities and wave action for the 100-year-storm event assuming sea level rise to the 2050s. The

Preferred Alternative would therefore minimize the potential effects that could be expected to

occur within the floodplain. The Preferred Alternative would install new flood protection
structures in the floodplain. However, no permanent commercial or residential structures would

be introduced to the project area as part of the Preferred Alternative. While the proposed project

includes construction of two new, one-story industrial structures for the operation and
maintenance of certain drainage components, these structures would be located behind the flood
protection alignment and along City right-of-way. These industrial structures would therefore
neither increase potential for damages to these buildings due to flooding nor reduce the capacity
of the floodplain to manage storms. The structures proposed under the Preferred Alternative are
designed to reduce the risk of flood loss; to minimize the effect of floods on human safety, health,
and welfare; and to preserve the beneficial value of the existing floodplain.

The Preferred Alternative would result in approximately 29,825 square feet of permanent effects
to NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetlands associated with construction of permanent support structures
for a shared-use flyover bridge, as well as filling of two existing embayments and at the edges of
the proposed embayments to accommodate park programming. The existing embayments would
be relocated elsewhere along the shoreline of East River Park, creating 24,868 square feet of new
embayments within the project area, and additional wetland restoration to mitigate for permanent
effects would be implemented through wetland mitigation credits purchased from a wetland
mitigation bank operated by New York City’s Economic Development Corporation (EDC), in
consultation with New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), or off-site wetland restoration, pursuant to NYSDEC
and USACE permit requirements. Overall, the study area is already highly developed, and the
project area is already largely designated parkland and City right-of-way and would remain as
such following implementation, and the project would not encourage new development within the
floodplain or wetlands.

Step 5. Where practicable, design or modify the proposed action to minimize the potential
adverse impacts within the floodplain (including the 500-year floodplain for a Critical Action)
and to restore and preserve its natural and beneficial values. All critical actions in the 500-year
floodplain shall be designed and built at or above the 100-year floodplain (in the case of new
construction) and modified to include (1) Preparation of and participation in an early warning
system; (2) An emergency evacuation and relocation plan; (3) ldentification of evacuation
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route(s) out of the 500-year floodplain; and (4) Identification marks of past or estimated flood
levels on all structures.

To function as a flood protection system, the proposed project must be sited and constructed within
the floodplain. Disturbance to the floodplain during construction would be temporary. Once
implemented, the flood protection system is designed to withstand storm surge velocities and wave
action for the 100-year-storm event assuming sea level rise to the 2050s. The Preferred Alternative
would therefore minimize the potential effects that could be expected to occur within the
floodplain. No permanent commercial or residential structures would be introduced to the project
area as part of the Preferred Alternative. Two new, one-story industrial structures for the operation

and maintenance of certain drainage components and would be located behind the flood protection
alignment. As discussed in Step 4 above, the structures are designed to reduce risk of flood loss;
to minimize the effect of floods on human safety, health, and welfare; and to preserve the
beneficial value of the existing floodplains.

In addition, to meet the stated goals for protecting, improving, and enhancing access to recreational
resources, implementation of the Preferred Alternative will necessarily result in some temporary
and permanent effects to tidal wetlands. The Preferred Alternative design will seek to reduce
effects to wetlands to the maximum extent practicable while still meeting the goals of the proposed
project. The Preferred Alternative would result in approximately 29,825 square feet of adverse
effects to NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetland habitat from the installation of the permanent support

structures for the shared-use flyover bridge and fill placed within the existing embayments and at
the edges of the proposed embayments. The existing embayments that are proposed to be filled
would be replaced with new embayments of comparable size (approximately 24,868 square feet)
along East River Park shoreline. The new embayments would provide improved habitat
conditions, including the elimination of bridges that shade aquatic habit, which can reduce benthic
productivity and biomass. Moreover, the provision of habitat enhancements designed for the
recruitment of shellfish and other aquatic life is also being explored as design advances. Specific
elements of the new embayments that would improve habitat include ECOncrete® tidal pools,
ECOncrete® pile jackets installed on the existing steel esplanade piles, as well as an ECOncrete®
armor block breakwater at the southern embayment. Further, permanent tidal wetland effects
would be mitigated under general 2:1 ratio recommendations for unvegetated tidal wetland

impacts. Continued coordination with NYSDEC will determine the total extent of mitigation
required for the Preferred Alternative. Some of this mitigation would be in the form of replacement

in kind of existing embayments, as described above, and the rest would be accomplished through
the purchase of tidal wetland mitigation bank credits or with off-site tidal wetland restoration or

creation. The New York City Economic Development Corporation (EDC) operates the Saw Mill
Creek Wetland Mitigation Bank in Staten Island, NY, where credits may be purchased to mitigate
adverse effects to tidal wetlands. As the proposed project is within the Primary Service Area for
the mitigation bank, this option is being explored to fulfill the tidal wetland mitigation
requirements. NYC Parks has also identified potential tidal wetland restoration sites. Selection
and implementation of off-site tidal wetland mitigation will be coordinated with EDC, NYC Parks,
and other involved agencies. Off-site tidal wetland mitigation would likely include the restoration
or creation of open water, mud flats, low marsh, high marsh, and coastal upland habitats. It is

anticipated that the design and construction of the off-site tidal wetland mitigation would be
completed by the proposed construction end date of 2023. Therefore, the natural and beneficial
values of wetlands affected by the Preferred Alternative would be restored through mitigation.

Step 6. Reevaluate the proposed action to determine (1) Whether it is still practicable in light of
its exposure to flood hazards in the floodplain, the extent to which it will aggravate the current
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hazards to other floodplains, and its potential to disrupt floodplain values; and (2) Whether
alternatives preliminarily rejected at Step 3 (paragraph [c] of this section are practicable in light
of the information gained in Steps 4 and 5 (paragraphs [d] and [e]) of this section.

It has been determined that the Preferred Alternative would provide flood protection for vulnerable
populations and critical city infrastructure and amenities located within the floodplain, including
East River Park and existing neighborhoods adjacent to the park, which are all currently at risk to
coastal flooding during design storm events. While the Preferred Alternative would change the
elevation of the floodplain in the vicinity of the proposed project, it would not change the
occupancy of the floodplain and would not have effects on flood velocities upstream or
downstream.

The Preferred Alternative would result in a permanent loss of approximately 29,825 square feet
of littoral zone tidal wetland habitat. The majority of these effects are the result of filling existing

embayments in order to increase community access to the water’s edge, a principal objective of

the proposed project, and to provide adequate space to site heavily utilized active recreation
facilities within East River Park. These embayments will be replaced with comparably sized

embayments within the project area. In addition, these elements would not affect the tidal
exchange or tidal patterns in the study area. All adverse effects to NYSDEC and USACE regulated
tidal wetlands would be mitigated for in accordance with all NYSDE and USACE permit
conditions. Therefore, while there would be adverse effects to regulated tidal wetlands resulting
from construction of the proposed project, the Preferred Alternative would not significantly
adversely affect tidal wetland resources in the area. Furthermore, the project area is already highly
developed, and the implementation of the Preferred Alternative would not encourage new
development within the floodplain or wetlands in the proposed project area.

Step 7. If the reevaluation results in a determination that there is no practicable alternative to
locating the proposal in the floodplain (or the 500-year floodplain for a Critical Action), publish
a final notice.

It is our determination that there is no practicable alternative to locating the proposed project in
the floodplain and within or adjacent to wetlands. A final Notice and Public Explanation of a
Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetlands will be published in accordance with
24 CFR Part 55 for a minimum 7-day comment period. The notice shall be published in the nine
newspapers mentioned in Step 2, in English, Chinese, Spanish, and Russian languages. This notice
will also be published in three additional papers which are local to the project area. The notice
shall state the reasons why the project must be located in a 100-year floodplain and mapped
wetlands, provide a list of alternatives considered, and all mitigation measures to be taken to
minimize adverse impacts and preserve natural and beneficial floodplain and wetland values. All
comments received during the comment period will be responded to and fully addressed prior to
funds being committed to the proposed project, in compliance with Executive Order 11988,
Executive Order 11990, and 24 CFR Part 55.

Step 8. Upon completion of the decision making process in Steps 1 through 7, implement the
proposed action. There is a continuing responsibility to ensure that the mitigating measures
identified in Step 7 are implemented.

The New York City Department of Design and Construction (DDC), which is the primary City
agency that will oversee implementation and construction of the proposed project, will review the
final design plans and will to ensure compliance with all applicable federal laws, executive orders,
and regulations, as well as state and local laws, regulations, codes and standards prior to and
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throughout project construction. DDC and its consultants will obtain all required federal, state,
and local building and site development permits, such as a State Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (SPDES) permit and a Joint Permit Application for impacts to jurisdictional waters (i.e.,
tidal wetlands) to preserve the environment, and to minimize risk and harm to life and property.
As noted above, effects to tidal wetlands will be mitigated for in compliance with all USACE and
NYSDEC requirements.



New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation (Parks)
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Final Notice and Public Explanation of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain or Wetland

To: All Interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals:

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) has conducted an evaluation as required by
Executive Orders (EOs) 11988 and 11990, and as implemented by U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
(HUD) Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20, to determine the potential affect that its activity in the
floodplain and wetland would have on the human environment, for the proposed East Side Coastal
Resiliency (ESCR) Project, in New York County, New York City. HUD has allocated Community
Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) funds, which would be dispersed through the
New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed
project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review. The
proposed project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City
Department of Parks & Recreation (Parks); therefore, Parks is the Lead Agency pursuant to the New York
State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review
(CEQR).

This document pertains to proposed project activities in the 100-year floodplain (AE Zone) and mapped
wetlands, as identified on the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) preliminary (2015) Flood
Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) and New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) 1974 Tidal Wetland Mapping (Map ID 586_506 and 586_508), respectively. According to the
FEMA Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map (DFIRM) ID 360497, the proposed project is located within the
100-year floodplain, designated as Zone AE, as well as the 500-year floodplain, designated as Zone X. The
Base Flood Elevation (BFE) is 10 feet (NGVD 1929). The proposed project area intersects with
approximately 78 acres of the 100-year floodplain.

The NYSDEC 1974 Tidal Wetland Mapping (Map ID 586_506 and 586_508) indicates that certain project
elements — relocation of existing embayments, installation of support structures for a new shared used
flyover bridge, installation of cofferdams for outfall construction, and temporary placement of mooring
spuds for construction barges — would be located within unvegetated Littoral Zone, a NYSDEC tidal
wetland. Additionally, the East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated
bottom (E1UBL) on United States Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps.
The proposed project would involve 1.02 acres of temporary disturbance, and 0.69 acres of permanent
disturbance to these wetlands.

The City has considered the following alternatives and mitigation measures to be taken to minimize adverse
effects on the floodplain and / or wetlands and to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial values they
offer:

No Action Alternative: The project purpose and need would not be met with the No Action alternative.
The No Action alternative assumes that no new comprehensive coastal protection system is installed in the
proposed project area. In the absence of this system, the existing neighborhoods within the protected area
would remain at risk to coastal flooding during design storm events.

Proposed Action Alternatives:

The Flood Protection System with a Raised East River Park Alternative (Preferred Alternative)
proposes to move the line of flood protection further into East River Park, thereby protecting both the
community and the park from design storm events, as well as increased tidal inundation resulting from sea
level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise the majority of East River Park. This plan would reduce
the length of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood
connectivity and integration. Between the park amphitheater and East 13th Street, the park would be raised



by approximately eight feet to meet the design flood elevation criteria, with the floodwall installed below-
grade. The park’s underground water and drainage infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and existing
park structures and recreational features, including the amphitheater, track facility and tennis house, would
be reconstructed as part of the raised park. Relocation of two existing embayments along the East River
Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan to facilitate direct connection to the water and allow for
siting of active recreation fields within the park. This alternative would include drainage components to
reduce the risk of interior flooding and construction of the foundations for the shared-use flyover bridge to
address the narrowed pathway (pinch point) near the Con Edison facility between East 13th Street and East
15th Street, substantially improving the City’s greenway network and north-south connectivity in the
project area. The Preferred Alternative would also include reconstruction of 10 outfalls located along the
park shoreline that discharge to the East River, as well as wastewater and water supply piping and associated
features such as manholes and regulators.

The Flood Protection System on the West Side of East River Park — Baseline Alternative (Alternative
2) would provide flood protection using a combination of floodwalls, levees, and closure structures (i.e.,
deployable gates) from Montgomery Street to East 25th Street. As the line of protection would generally
be located on the western side of East River Park in a portion of the project area, the park would not be
protected from the design storm event under this alternative. The neighborhoods to the west of the line of
protection would be protected from the design storm event under this alternative. This alternative also
includes modifications of the existing sewer system. A shared-used flyover bridge would be built
cantilevered over the northbound FDR Drive to address the Con Edison pinch point.

The Flood Protection System on the West Side of East River Park — Enhanced Park & Access
Alternative (Alternative 3) provides flood protection using a combination of floodwalls, levees, and
closure structures. As with Alternative 2, the line of protection would generally be located on the western
side of East River Park in a portion of the project area, and the neighborhoods to the west of this line would
be protected from the design storm event under this alternative. However, under this alternative, there would
be more extensive use of berms and other earthwork in association with the flood protection along the FDR
Drive to provide for more integrated access, soften the visual effect of the floodwall on park users, and
introduce new types of park experience. The landscape would generally gradually slope down from high
points along the FDR Drive towards the existing at-grade esplanade at the water’s edge. Due to the extent
of the construction of the flood protection system, this alternative would include a more extensive
reconfiguration and reconstruction of the bulk of East River Park and its programming, including
landscapes, recreational fields, playgrounds, and amenities. Even with these East River Park enhancements,
the park itself would not be protected from the design storm event under this alternative. As proposed in
Alternative 2, this alternative would include drainage components to reduce the risk of interior flooding
and the shared-use flyover bridge to address the Con Edison pinch point.

The Flood Protection System East of FDR Drive (Alternative 5) proposes a flood protection alignment
similar to the Preferred Alternative, except for the approach between East 13th Street and Avenue C. This
alternative would raise the northbound lanes of the FDR Drive in this area by approximately six feet to
meet the design flood elevation, then connect to closure structures at the south end of Stuyvesant Cove
Park. This alternative would include drainage components to reduce the risk of interior flooding and the
construction of the shared-use flyover bridge to address the Con Edison pinch point.

It has been determined that the Preferred Alternative would provide flood protection for vulnerable
populations and critical city infrastructure and amenities located within the floodplain, including East River
Park and existing neighborhoods adjacent to the park, which are all currently at risk to coastal flooding
during design storm events. While the Preferred Alternative would change the elevation of the floodplain
in the vicinity of the proposed project, it would not change the occupancy of the floodplain and would not
have effects on flood velocities upstream or downstream. Once implemented, the flood protection system
is designed to withstand storm surge velocities and wave action for the 100-year-storm event assuming sea
level rise to the 2050s. The Preferred Alternative would therefore minimize the potential effects that could
be expected to occur within the floodplain. While there would be adverse effects to regulated tidal wetlands



resulting from construction of the proposed project, the Preferred Alternative would not significantly
adversely affect tidal wetland resources in the area. Furthermore, the project area is already highly
developed, and the implementation of the Preferred Alternative would not encourage new development
within the floodplain or wetlands in the proposed project area.

Therefore, the City determines that the proposed project complies with EOs 11988 and 11990, and 44 CFR
60.3(a)(4-6). Environmental files that document compliance with steps 3 through 6 of EO 11988 are
available for public review with Mr. Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director, CDBG Disaster Recovery, New
York City Office of Management and Budget, 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, NY 10007,
(212) 788-6024, and may be examined or copied on weekdays between 9:00 AM and 5:00 PM. The
documents may also be found at http://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

PUBLIC COMMENTS

Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 55, an Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year
Floodplain and Wetland, was published on February 22, 2019. Publication of this notice was followed by
a 28 day comment period, in which several public comments were received. Many of these comments did
not substantively address the proposed use of federal funds to support the construction of the proposed
project in a floodplain and / or wetland, but primarily referred to alternatives within the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS). These comments will be included as an appendix to the Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS).

All interested persons, groups and agencies are invited to submit written comments to OMB, regarding the
proposed use of federal funds to support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or
wetland, at the following email address: CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov or the address listed above. OMB
will consider all comments received by close of business on September 23, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
New York City Office of Management and Budget: Melanie Hartzog, Director
September 13, 2019
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Appendix L: Comments on the Early Notice of a Proposed Activity in a 100-
Year Floodplain and Wetland

A. INTRODUCTION

This document presents and responds to comments on the Early Notice of a Proposed Activity in
a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland for the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project, which
was published on February 22, 2019. Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of
CDBG-DR grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the
Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. The notice was
required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management, and by
Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is implemented by the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b)
for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland. The comment period
ended on March 22, 2019.

PUBLIC COMMENTS

During the public comment period, all interested persons, groups, and agencies were invited to
submit written comments regarding the proposed use of federal funds to support the construction
of the proposed project in a floodplain and/or wetland. The City was interested in feedback related
to alternatives and public perceptions of possible adverse impacts that could result from the project
as well as potential mitigation measures. Written comments were accepted in the following ways:

e Submittal to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8t Floor, New York, New York 10007,
Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR
e  Submittal via email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov

This Appendix of the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) presents substantive
comments received during the public comment period for the Early Notice.

B. CONTENTS OF THIS APPENDIX

Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 55, an Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-
Year Floodplain and Wetland, was published on February 22, 2019. Publication of this notice was
followed by a 28-day comment period, in which several public comments were received. These
comments did not substantively address the proposed use of federal funds to support the
construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or wetland, but primarily referred to
project details and analyses that were subsequently disclosed within the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) released on April 5. 2019. These comments are included in Section D
of this appendix to the Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS). Section C lists the
organizations and individuals that provided comments on to the Early Notice. Section D presents
these comments.
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Chapter 10 of the FEIS includes all comments received on the DEIS. Many of the DEIS comments
are comparable to those received on the Early Notice. Readers may therefore refer to Chapter 10
of the FEIS to view responses to these comments, which are applicable to the comments presented
in this Appendix. In addition, readers may refer to the relevant sections of the FEIS as directed in
each response below for project details, including project alternatives, potential adverse effects,
project construction details, and mitigation measures.

C. LIST OF ORGANIZATIONS AND INDIVIDUALS WHO
COMMENTED ON THE EARLY NOTICE

ORGANIZATIONS

Lower East Side Power Partnership, letter dated March 6, 2019, and email dated March
11,2019 (LESPP)

Christine Datz-Romero, Lower East Side Ecology Center, email and letter dated March
11, 2019 (Datz-Romero)

Amy Berkov, Biology Faculty, City College of New Y ork; Melinda Billings, Stewardship
Coordinator, Lower East Side Ecology Center; Loyan Beausoleil, Director, University
Plaza Nursery School; and Christine Datz-Romero, Executive Director, Lower East Side
Ecology Center, emails dated March 5 and March 9, 2019 (Berkov, Billings, Beausoleil,
and Datz-Romero)

Charles Krezell, Loisaida United Neighborhood Gardens (LUNGS), email dated March
11,2019

Frank Avila-Goldman, Gouverneur Gardens Resident, East River Alliance Member, email
dated March 11, 2019 (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

GENERAL PUBLIC

Anne Boster, letter dated March 6, 2019 and email dated March 7, 2019 (Boster)
Wendy Brawer, email dated March 8, 2019 (Brawer)

Marie Cenival, email dated March 9, 2019 (Cenival)

Claudia Bina, email dated March 9, 2019 (Bina)

Vaylateena Jones, letter dated March 8, 2019, and email dated March 11, 2019 (Jones)
Dianne Lake, email dated March 11, 2019 (Lake)

Matt Wolf and Carl Williamson, email dated March 27, 2019 (Wolf and Williamson)
Alex Kitnick, email dated March 27, 2019 (Kitnick)

Willa Nasatir, email dated March 27, 2019 (Nasatir)

Fannie Ip, email dated March 10, 2019 (Ip)

Stephen W. Greer, email dated March 22, 2019 (Greer)

Janet Jensen, email dated March 3, 2019 (Jensen)

Harriet Hirshorn, emails dated March 9 and March 10, 2019 (Hirshorn)

Daniel Tainow, email dated March 11, 2019 (Tainow)

Daniel Meyers, email dated March 11, 2019 (Meyers)

Frank Avila-Goldman, email dated March 6, 2019 (Avila-Goldman)

Alexia Weidler, email dated March 11, 2019 (Weidler)

Sarah Hospodar, email dated February 28, 2019 (Hospodar)
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Paul Huckeby, emails dated March 21 and March 22, 2019 (Huckeby)
Carolyn Ratcliffe, email dated March 11, 2019 (Ratcliffe)

Shawn Dahl, email dated March 9, 2019 (Dahl)

Sarah Singer Zaborowski, email dated March 11, 2019 (Zaborowski)
Margot Schaal, email dated March 10, 2019 (Schaal)

Maryanne Byington, email dated March 10, 2019 (Byington)

Tom Kuhn, email dated March 10, 2019 (Kuhn)

Emilie Dishongh, email dated March 22, 2019 (Dishongh)

John Malecki, email dated March 21, 2019 (Malecki)

Elizabeth Maucher, email dated March 10, 2019 (Maucher)

Victor Weiss, email dated March 7, 2019 and March 10, 2019 (Weiss)
Loyan Beausoleil, email dated March 10, 2019 (Beausoleil)

Tommy Loeb, email dated March 10, 2019 (Loeb)

Charles Krezell, email dated March 11, 2019 (Krezell)

Pat Arnow, email dated March 22, 2019 (Arnow)

Mara Lyn Leverett, email dated March 21, 2019 (Leverett)

D. COMMENTS

Comment 1: I’d like a copy of the Envision Rating System used for this design. (Hospodar)

Similar to the MTA L Train plan that was revised after expert review, this new
plan has had no independent review to determine that it will actually protect the
community as projected. (Loeb)

The Public Design Commission is chaired by Signe Neilson. Her company,
Mathews Nielsen is providing landscape architecture consulting on the ESCR
team. This is a conflict of interest. How are you going to address it? (Hospodar)

Who is responsible for mitigation? (Krezell)

I presently can hear whatever music and sounds are coming from the
Amphitheater in my apartment. [ have not complained because it isn’t that often
(generally Spring and Summer). The music and sounds generally stop at 9PM. 1
am advocating no increase in usage of the amphitheater, maintain stopping sounds
at 9PM and meeting with the residents of Gouverneur Gardens and other
developments near the amphitheater for concerns and suggestions about design
and possible adverse impact. (Jones)

Response: Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments.

Comment 2: [ believe in the position of the East River Alliance and allied Waterfront Alliance
in regard to Design, Environment, Construction, Mitigation, Community
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Response:

Comment 3:

Response:

Comment 4:

Response:

Comment 5:

Improvements in addition to plans for future park needs as stated in "Our
Principled Opposition to the Current East Side Resiliency (ESCR) Plan". (Bina)

All great letters ['ve seen! [reference to Tommy Loeb comment] (Weiss)
Comments noted.

We have repeatedly asked to be able to review the ‘value added engineering
study’ that representatives of DDC referred to in community board meetings, only
to get vague answers, and have received no commitment from DDC to provide
this information. We think it is important that DDC shows a good faith effort to
rebuild our trust by providing this study. (Datz-Romero)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments.
Additionally, an updated benefit cost analysis will be part of the Substantial
Action Plan Amendment to be released for public comments in the fall of 2019.

Request to extend the comment period due to inability to contact OMB via email
and to confirm the address on file for registering commentary regarding ESCR.
(Avila-Goldman)

The comment period for the floodplain/wetland notice was extended through
March 22, 2019. The correct email address was listed in the notice and is

CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov.

The Lower East Side Community has worked on a plan for the last three years
which, without explanation or discussion, has been disregarded. The Community
plan does not include a flood wall or the destruction of the East River Park.
Instead, we are being given a brutal quick fix treatment. Could it be that the lack
of Community affluence is a factor? (Boster)

The Big U’s final report depicts community preferred option on page 84, decking
over the FDR with ballfields and a more ecological approach to the park,
including a floodplain. On 2/14/19 at CB3’s Park Committee, ESCR staff said
this was not pursued as community had rejected that option. That misinformation
is alarming and detrimental to the future of this community. To restore trust, all
contracts and letters of intent between the City and those who will profit from the
Preferred Alternative should be made publicly available now. (Brawer)

It looks like it invited for further development in front of NYCHA, it looks like
money changed hands. (Cenival)
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This plan was put together in six months, where the previous plan was developed
over years. How can I trust that a plan made so hastily is actually properly thought
out? (Lake)

The City has had 6 years to come up with a plan. Six years to develop a
meaningful, inclusive solution to make use of the $400 million from HUD, to
protect our neighborhood, made available after Sandy. Now the time to spend the
money is running out and the City is in a panic. Why has the City been so derelict?
(Krezell)

The fact is, this mayor and administration has done so little since Hurricane Sandy
and then rolls out a plan radically changing the input and community effort which
made it feel so engaged. There were no mitigation plans in effect. And there was
no concern for the people who live nearby and rely on the park daily. (Avila-
Goldman/ERA)

21st century problems cannot be solved with seemingly hastily thought out, short-
term thinking of the 20th century. (Weidler)

The plan is based on expediency, not practicality. We deserve better from NYC.
(Ratcliffe)

We in the community don't even believe there is any proof that this plan would
be effective against major flooding. We are hoping that this disaster can be
prevented, it is wrong on so many levels, there has to be a better way. (Weiss)

The plan is for there to be a tie-back and gate at Gouverneur Gardens (next to 605
Water Street). I am advocating a meeting with residents of Gouverneur Gardens
to get ideas for potential mitigation measures. (Jones)

I am writing to oppose the City’s current Preferred Alternative plan expressed in
the Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) East
Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project Early Notice and Public Review of a
Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland. This new Preferred
Alternative plan may protect the neighborhood from future coastal flooding and
sea level rise, but it does it by burying an existing floodplain in the form of East
River Park and not expanding coastal wetland restoration opportunities which can
serve as a natural defense against coastal flooding. The previous ESCR plan that
was produced for comment in 2016, and preferred by the community surrounding
the project, used a wall contained in a planted berm that accomplished
neighborhood coastal flood protection while turning the park into a floodplain and
adding wetland areas that could hold millions of gallons of water that would
recede after a storm surge and/or extreme high tide and leave the estuarine water
tolerant plants in the park intact and the park usable within 24 hours after
inundation. The previous neighborhood preferred plan also included upland green
infrastructure that would be able to absorb storm water to avoid flooding and
combined sewer overflow events if a future coastal storm produced more rain
instead of storm surge. (Tainow)
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I would like to express my vehement objection to and environmental and social
concerns about the “City’s Preferred Alternative” plan for East River Park. Itis a
plan which deviates significantly from what was proposed originally and
approved by community after significant community engagement. The plan that
the City has discarded involved protecting a wetland, planting marshland native
plants, and shoring up the current East River Park using parts of the park as
floodplains. This original idea was exciting and consistent with current climate
change science including new climate change data that was highly publicized in
the press as of last year. It is also this innovative idea which won the bid from
HUD. I believe that given the amount of funding this project will receive the City
should be able to find engineers and urban planners competent enough to tackle
the complex engineering issues of protecting our community from flooding
without sacrificing an entire ecosystem. Please do not adopt this “preferred” plan.
(Hirshorn)

Please follow the beautiful park plan originally offered for the East River Park.
I’m on the Environmental committee to save the East River Park. I’'m going to
study the hydrology and consult w brilliant minds to prove this new plan is a bad
idea. It crazy minded. We also will prove it’s not economical. No matter what the
future plans are for the park the best choice, that doesn’t harm the existing people,
is to stick with the first plan. (Maucher)

The cost has gone from about $700 million to $1.4 billion. Had the community
been advised that these funds were available a more innovative and less intrusive
plan might have been developed. (Loeb)

The cost of this project ballooned with the close and destroy plan. Where are these
funds coming from? What happens if there is another economic downturn like
2008, for example the student loan debt balloon, job lost to continued automation,
a hostile Federal government, and funds run out? (Leverett)

“These projects are typically expensive — the project in Nijmegen cost $500
million — and often require sacrifices; people are displaced from homes in flood
zones and formerly productive land is fallowed or repurposed. In return, natural
floodplains are restored to serve as sponges during floods. The rest of the time,
these areas can be used for recreation or allowed to return to a natural state. This
“softer” approach to water engineering issues has gained traction with designers,
planners and architects around the world.”
https://www.earthmagazine.org/article/dutch-masters-netherlands-exports-flood-
control-expertise (Huckeby)

The plan for destroying East River Park in order to transform it into a flood barrier
is one of the most unbelievably bad ideas I’ve heard in a long time. The waste of
the Houston Street remodel? It pales in comparison. This takes me back to the
neverending work under the East River FDR trestle decades ago. (Malecki)
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It seems that our neighborhood, which is not an affluent one, is being
shortchanged with the most temporarily expedient, destructive and backward-
looking plan possible. By now we all know that building walls and levees against
flooding does not work in the long run. Creating wetlands which act as sponges
and soak up water does. Trees and plantings do. We know that thoughtful,
experienced flood management experts in other parts of this country and the world
do not build walls to try to contain rivers any longer. In Europe walls are being
removed from riverbanks and flood accommodating parks and plazas built. The
ESCR is way off track with this proposal. (Boster)

Why does the Preferred Alternative abandon the original ESCR option that
restored more wetlands and created a new floodplain? In Europe getting rid of
walls and restoring flood plains is now considered the best way to protect
communities from flooding. Where is the scientific justification for building hard
infrastructure over green infrastructure? Climate research points to restoring
wetlands/'blue carbon' habitats as the most efficient biological reservoirs to store
carbon. The Preferred Alternative will destroy all the carbon-sequestering trees in
the park. Mature trees are 70 times more absorbent of GHGs and emissions than
saplings, thus reducing the Park’s capacity as a carbon sink for decades to come.
And it will take years before the microbial health of the soil is reestablished.
(Weidler)

The idea of unnecessarily trucking in mountains of rubble as fill-in which will
bury the existing park on which millions of dollars have recently been spent,
makes no sense financially or ecologically. How did this version of a solution
come to be promoted? (Boster)

We had a great plan, we had a consensus, it was beautiful, and it used nature as a
barrier rather than an enemy to destroy. The City imposed its brutal vision, full of
concrete, and lied to us about the reasons why. It is a waste, of money, of land, of
people’s engagement and trust. (Cenival)

I was distressed to learn of the city’s revised ESCR plan — the Preferred
Alternative for the East River Park — a regressive plan that will destroy the
existing mature trees and plants; severely harm the wildlife; rely on building a
hard structured wall instead of the more efficient green infrastructure; and
completely separate local residents from enjoying their Park for three or more
years! (Weidler)

The development of a better, more comprehensive plan that will actually protect
our neighborhood is needed before any damage is done to East River Park.
Consider our residents in this matter, reject this ill-conceived design and allocate
our tax dollars wisely. Your concern for this matter would be most appreciated.
(Ratcliffe)

Please make a plan that will keep our park the wonderful place it is while also
providing flood protection. (Arnow)
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The new Preferred Alternative plan notice from the City does not mention the
inclusion of deployable walls where the ESCR plan crosses roads at-grade, but
according to the drawings, deployable walls are still part of the plan. The
deployable walls are the weakest part of any resiliency plan, and in the case of
ESCR, they are placed in the locations where storm surge actually entered the
residential areas and streets of the neighborhood during Super Storm Sandy: 13th
St and the FDR, Avenue C and 20th St, and Avenue C and 23rd St. These areas
where deployable walls are used and where storm surge water actually entered
the neighborhood must be included for environmental review in any plan.
(Tainow)

The area where the ESCR is to be built was once a floodplain and wetland that
could accept and release tidal and storm flooding, clean the storm water coming
off the land, and protect the upland communities. The community preferred the
previous (2016) ESCR plan because it replicated that system of floodplain and
wetlands to protect the neighborhood while preserving a waterfront park that is
heavily used by residents and visitors for relaxation, nature study, and every type
of recreation. The City’s current Preferred Alternative plan is short-sighted
because it buries the park/floodplain/wetlands and only addresses flooding of the
neighborhood by storms that push in tidal storm surges without providing any
natural defenses. I hope that the City returns to the 2016 plan for ESCR to begin
the restoration of a protecting floodplain and wetlands along the East River. If the
City is concerned about building the berm on top of important electrical and sewer
infrastructure under the East River Park Greenway, then the berm could be built
in the easternmost lane of the FDR Drive or incorporated into a tunnel wall
covering the FDR Drive. (Tainow)

New York City should be a global leader in urban adaption to rising sea levels
based on the best and latest scientific understandings - by building more flood
plains, restoring and protecting wetlands and addressing the health of ecosystems
within these flood plains. (Weidler)

We demand a design based on the best available climate science. Designs and
decisions must be backed by verified data. Significant changes to the community-
led plan, if justified by data, should lead to discussion of the alternative solutions,
including green decking over the FDR. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

This plan is proposing a hard wall, not a soft absorbent one such as a wetland. It
proposes to cut all of the trees, level the park to raise it 8-10" and to use it as a
staging area-supposedly for 3.5 years. The last work in East River Park that was
supposed to take 2 years, took 10 years. The proposal is a disaster in the making.
Please do not fund this proposal. It would be a disservice to all of the residents of
the Lower East Side. (Ratcliffe)

If the goal is to protect the FDR highway road, why not elevate the whole FDR
and use the highway as the wall? The Catherine Slip bioswale seems a perfect
model. From a previous iteration of the plan, this quote is a much better idea:
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Response:

“The Bridging Berm — rises 14 feet tall by [under] the highways, connecting the
coast and community with greenways and eventually capping the highway.”
Then pedestrian bridges and flyovers can be replaced with underpasses, allowing
more access to the Park from the surrounding community. The underpasses
would be fitted with Dutch-style flood gates (as seen in previous plan
documentation). (Huckeby)

There is no compelling reason for a vertical wall on the water. At the very least
is should be a sloped or terraced revetment with a texture like Quarrystone or a
Gabion. A flexible revetment is very good at minimizing wave action to reduce
wave erosion. A flood wall requires a sawtooth-like pattern. (Huckeby)

Relocation of two existing embayments along the East River Park esplanade is
also proposed under this plan”-
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/cdbgdr/documents/public-
notices/escr Early Floodplain 3 13 19.pdf — if the plan uses “embayments”
there should be at least a dozen of them to minimize seawall battering and erosion.
I only see two features labeled “embayment” - a straight wall is vulnerable to
erosion by wave action; the current plan maintains the long straight sections
which makes no sense if the idea is to build an impervious seawall, especially
since current ship traffic (transport and industrial) up and down the East River
produces waves which batter, crack, and overflow/splash — all during normal
weather, not hurricanes, not King Tides, every day! Pictures in the plan show
damage to the current seawall without remediating the design flaw which resulted
in premature damage to the seawall. (Huckeby)

If the plan insists on building a wall, it would make more sense to increase the
current seawall by 16.5°, make it a levee of minimum thickness, and improve
diversion west of the FDR, where the people live. During the Sandy flooding
interceptors / storm drains / sewers were completely inundated, and given
increased rainfall (climate change) the interceptors need improvement anyway,
why not fold it into this project? - spend less money building a huge waterfront
wall, use more for extant infrastructure remediation? (Huckeby)

Millions were just spent on renovating some ballfields in the park. Now they
would be completely destroyed, and for what? (Weiss)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives.”

As described in Appendix L of the FEIS, “Eight-Step Decision Making Process,”
to function as a flood protection system, the proposed project must be sited and
constructed within the floodplain. Disturbance to the floodplain during
construction would be temporary. Once implemented, the flood protection system
is designed to withstand storm surge velocities and wave action for the 100-year-
storm event assuming sea level rise to the 2050s. The Preferred Alternative would
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Comment 6:

therefore minimize the potential effects that could be expected to occur within the
floodplain. It has been determined that the Preferred Alternative would provide
flood protection for vulnerable populations and critical city infrastructure and
amenities located within the floodplain, including East River Park and existing
neighborhoods adjacent to the park, which are all currently at risk to coastal
flooding during design storm events. While the Preferred Alternative would
change the elevation of the floodplain in the vicinity of the proposed project, it
would not change the occupancy of the floodplain and would not have effects on
flood velocities upstream or downstream. The Preferred Alternative would result
in a permanent loss of approximately 29,825 square feet of littoral zone tidal
wetland habitat. The majority of these effects are the result of filling existing
embayments in order to accommodate critical active space amenities within East
River Park. These embayments will be replaced with comparably sized
embayments within the project area. In addition, these elements would not affect
the tidal exchange or tidal patterns in the study area. All adverse effects to
NYSDEC and USACE regulated tidal wetlands would be mitigated for in
accordance with all NYSDE and USACE permit conditions. Therefore, while
there would be adverse effects to regulated tidal wetlands resulting from
construction of the proposed project, the Preferred Alternative would not
significantly adversely affect tidal wetland resources in the area. Furthermore, the
project area is already highly developed, and the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative would not encourage new development within the floodplain or
wetlands in the proposed project area

The City’s priority is to ensure that flood protection is delivered as quickly as
possible, so that the tens of thousands of Lower East Side residents are protected
and the risk of damage from coastal storms in the area proposed for protection is
reduced. The Preferred Alternative provides the best opportunity to achieve this
priority and enables the City to deliver the project faster, with fewer construction
risks to the schedule, less overall disruption to the surrounding community, and
dramatic enhancements to East River Park — in line with the community’s stated
goals throughout the design process. In addition, as described in DEIS Chapter 2,
“Project Alternatives,” with the implementation of the Preferred Alternative, East
River Park would be reconstructed to protect this valuable resource from flooding
during coastal storm events as well as inundation from sea level rise and enhance
its value as a recreational resource in addition to providing flood protection to the
inland communities.

The Preferred Alternative appears to have an inadequate drainage plan - it must
be reviewed via an established rating system such as the Institute for Sustainable
Infrastructure Envision System. (Brawer)

I am uncertain about the urgency and magnitude of this project for Project Area
One (Montgomery St to E 13th St), as during the Sandy event most flooding
seems to have flowed inland from Project Area Two (13th-25th St) along Avenue
C and Avenue D; East River Park would seem to me less of a priority, unless
coupled with wholesale infrastructure upgrades inland, to include Avenues C and
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Response:

Comment 7:

D. Indeed, infrastructure upgrades would seem logically inclusive of the entire
Design Study Area as shown on
https://www1.nyc.gov/assets/cdbgdr/documents/public-notices/ESCR-
draftscopeofwork.pdf page 14, and the most crucial part of the puzzle appears to
be the afterthought Alternative Flood Protection System Alignment / Reach Q /
Asser Levy Park. I realize discussion of Sandy flooding around 14th Street is
politically off the table but I do not see upgrades to that location in this plan, so I
am skeptical that upgrades to Montgomery-13th St will have any beneficial effect.
For the amount of money budgeted there should be a significant benefit for the
enormous cost; the plan as presented February 22, 2019 has enormous downsides
without effectively preventing flooding in perpetuity. (Huckeby)

I live just west of Avenue B and we already have flooded basements during heavy
rainfall. Now this plan places an 8-foot, 1.7-mile-long barricade between my
home and the river, with a concrete wall at the water. How will that affect
drainage? What difference will it make to me if my home is destroyed by
rainwater rather than a storm surge? (Lake)

This proposed plan will not protect the LES, it will turn it into a soup bowl
creating havoc in our neighborhood. (Ratcliffe)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives” and Chapter 5.8, “Water and Sewer
Infrastructure.”

I am writing to express my opposition to the ESCR Plan for 4 years which would
cause the destruction of 50 protected wildlife and plant species and would close
the East River Park with no alternatives in recreation for the community.

Destroying a habitat that has evolved over generations, attracted birds (I see
crows, geese, bay gulls regularly in the park and in park’s trees) and other living
things carries a significant environmental and emotional human cost. It is
demoralizing to us, the adults, children and senior citizens who relax and play in
the park and have for generations and sometimes just watch the wind in the trees
and the birds flying by. In this city of concrete and tar it is our neighborhood’s
one real connection to nature. This park is our neighborhood’s treasure. A treasure
to approximately the 163,000 people living in Community Board 3. It is
impossible to accept a plan that completely destroys nature (our park) in the name
of nature (climate change). It is in fact an oxymoron. (Hirshorn)

With the Preferred Alternative, the loss of habitat in the East River Park will be
profound. Year round there is always abundant wildlife living in the Park, from
beautiful wild birds that overwinter in the densely planted areas of Holly and
Dawn Redwood trees in the ball fields; the fascinating hawks that make the park
their home; and the aquatic birds feeding in the river. In the fall, there is an
amazing amount of migrating birds and butterflies that visit the Park while
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traveling on The Atlantic Flyway. Several times I have observed Monarch
butterflies which have been tagged by Monarch Watch as part of their Monarch
migration/tracking program. The world’s leading biologists warn that Earth is
losing biodiversity at an alarming rate. At the same time, climate scientists
understand that protecting and sustaining ecosystems is key to fighting climate
change. (Weidler)

This plan would separate almost 300,000 residents from their waterfront parks for
a minimum of three years. It would also destroy or displace every living thing that
makes a home there; over 350 species counted thus far, including wildflowers,
shrubs and trees, butterflies, bees, and birds. New York constantly reinvents itself,
but is there any precedent for a city killing or displacing every living thing within
a large municipal park? If destruction on this massive scale was caused by a
natural process, we would call it a natural disaster. If it was caused by anyone
other than ourselves, we would call it an act of war. (Berkov, Billings, Beausoleil,
and Datz-Romero)

Can you imagine if a fire demolished every living thing, every playground, every
building, on East River Park, which is the second largest park in Manhattan? It
would be seen as a major tragedy. Yet that is what the ESCR will do. This plan
will perpetrate an environmental disaster. (Arnow)

Before blindly accepting this new plan, we need to consider the costs: lost
educational opportunities, lost ecosystem services, and lost benefits—to people
and the environment. Our East River parks are the backyards for children of the
Lower East Side; they learn, play, make observations, ask questions, and even
transform their attitudes towards nature. Access to green space during childhood
is associated with a decreased risk of various psychiatric disorders later in life. In
addition, the vegetation sequesters carbon, purifies air, moderates climate, and
controls floods. Our waterfront parks also play critical roles in sustaining global
biodiversity—they are teaming with life. At least eleven animal species included
in New York’s 2017 Rare Animal Status List have been recorded in the East River
Park. Urban open spaces can be refuges because we plant for diversity and
minimize pesticide use; our urban parks give native species a fighting chance.
(Berkov, Billings, Beausoleil, and Datz-Romero)

The plan entails not only razing the park, but closing it for a scheduled 3 1/2 years.
Judging from other rebuilding projects in the city, it’s likely to be much longer.
Here are the horrible consequences of completely bulldozing our park: more than
100,000 children, adults, and old people will be deprived of space to play, run,
walk dogs, see green space and our East River, and to get fresh air for years; trees,
gardens, and wildlife including Monarch butterflies, which are returning after
years of decline, will be gone. New trees and gardens will take years to grow,
provide shade, and attract habitat; the park does provide some storm protection.
While our neighborhoods sustained widespread damage from Hurricane Sandy, it
would be much worse if another storm comes along while the park is flattened.
(Arnow)
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Response:

Comment 8:

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in in
Chapter 5.6 of the FEIS, “Natural Resources,” Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Open Space”, and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS, “Construction —
Natural Resources.”

ERA strongly objects to entire Parks being closed for the duration of any
construction. - See "Construction" section on ERA Opposition paper with all
positions! (Bina)

Concerning project mitigation, the East River Alliance’s positions are: at least
five percent (5%) of the budget for the ESCR project must be dedicated towards
the mitigation of the project's impact for the lifetime of the project; a Mitigation
Task Force should be formed to coordinate a plan and provide oversight. The Task
Force should be made up of community representatives and city agencies; keep
the 6th Street bridge which provides access to the running track area, and the
running track, open as long as possible; utilize additional neighborhood spaces
and provide transportation to alternative recreation areas; and provide safe access
to the Park across the FDR Drive ramps at Houston St. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

What is the city doing to mitigate the loss of the park during construction—and
loss of usable space afterward if this Preferred Alternative is eventually
completed? (Dahl)The following park stewardship items should be provided:
sufficient funding, staff, and training for sustainable park maintenance; funding
for the formation of an ESCR-wide park stewardship organization; permitting that
provides priority and equity to community schools, leagues and groups; and
additional space for programming and flexible community space. (Avila-
Goldman/ERA)

The East River Park is an essential place in our community because it is where
our friends, families, and neighbors enjoy free outdoor recreational space in a
beautiful setting with beloved plants, trees and historic structures like the
amphitheater. We must have access to sections of the park during construction. In
addition, we must have meaningful alternative park spaces—playgrounds,
ballfields, picnic areas, and more green space—during construction. (Wolf and
Williamson) (Kitnick) (Nasatir)

I'hope the city can think creatively about ways to allow people to still use the park
while construction is in progress. (Greer)

LESPP advocates that the City contact the various youth leagues that use the
fields, alternate sites should be identified, and the City should provide local
residents assistance with access in the form of MetroCard, shuttle bus, or other
form of transportation and financial support. (LESPP)
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The current plan calls for the closure of East River Park for the entire duration of
construction. Residents of Community Board 3 are underserved in terms of open
space, with 1.2 acres of open space per 1,000 residents, half of the citywide
average of 2.5 acres. Youth leagues in the community, from Little Leagues to
Soccer Clubs, are even now hard pressed to secure permits for their members. The
closure of the Park will eliminate 8 ball fields, 2 soccer fields, as well the recently
renovated track and field facilities and the tennis courts and will deprive
community residents, young and old, from recreational resources that cannot be
replaced easily for the duration of the construction. (Datz-Romero)

I understand the importance of this project but downtown Manhattan already
affords little green space. I believe the East River Park is critical to the mental
and physical well-being of the millions of people who use it throughout the year.
(Greer)

We would not be able to use the parks for years during the construction. We don’t
have much parkland in our neighborhood, please don’t destroy it! (Kuhn)

East River Park bordered by NYCHA developments, functions as the back yard
for families to do picnics in the warmer months, and provides youth growing up
in the urban setting with exposure to the natural environment. The Ecology Center
uses the Park as an outdoor classroom, where interactions between species can be
observed and documented by students, emphasizing a science-based hands on
approach to teaching and learning. (Datz-Romero)

As a member of the Lower East Side community for over 30 years I have utilized
East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park in multiple ways. My children were
on sports teams and used the ball fields, I have attended numerous birthday
parties, picnics and BBQ’s there, as an educator the Lower East Side Ecology
Center and surrounding park has served as an important learning lab for my
students, I use the bike path as a commuter and document avian diversity in East
River and Stuyvesant Cove Park. (Beausoleil)

The “upland’ green infrastructure and storm water control work that was indicated
in the prior plan, which included planting hundreds of street trees, should've began
already. Not only it hasn't started, but also why has this been eliminated in the
Preferred Alternative when this is so obviously necessary? (Ip) (Hirshorn)

The Ecology Center is calling on Parks to provide our center with space for
educational programming during the construction/closure of the Park to ensure
that students in the Lower East Side be provided with science-based hands on
educational programs. (Datz-Romero)

The loss of the park and recreation space for over three years is a huge blow to

our community. Nobody would dream of closing Prospect Park or Central Park.
Why should East River Park be any different? (Lake)
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Response:

The park is covered with old trees, grass, flowers, which should be blooming
soon, recreation areas, including the recently upgraded track near 6th street, the
Amphitheater, the Lower East Side Ecology Center, etc. The LES has very few
green spaces, unlike other, wealthier areas of the city, like Brooklyn and Prospect
Park, UWS and UES with Central Park, Riverside Park, Carl Schurz Park, the
Greenway near the West Side Highway. I'm not sure if the LES is viewed as
expendable in terms of providing green areas because of the lower socioeconomic
status of many of our residents, including our neighbors that reside in NYCHA
housing that is next to East River Park and our neighbors that live in Chinatown.
In addition to closing and destroying East River Park, there is discussion of
closing the Elizabeth Street Garden, one of our few green spaces. (Leverett)

This is not good public policy. The East River Park is a pure City park really well
used and well loved. Open space, green space is essential for the health and well-
being of our neighborhood; any disruption must be justified. We will not accept
a plan that hurts us deeply. (Krezell)

Regarding exercise and recreational areas, the following should be provided:
outdoor workout space; at least some clay tennis courts; at least as many ball
fields as in existing parks; state-of-the-art playground equipment; skateboarding
area with structures particular to skateboarders’ needs; more spray showers; and
dog run and designated off-leash hours. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

As an avid runner and biker, I use the park many times a week. I take it up to 38
st and catch the 1st Ave bike lane. I bike down to the ferry stops. I run on the
track, along with my whole running group. I use the outdoor workout space
adjacent to it and further down the park as well. I run unimpeded and loop through
battery park over to the west side. I enjoy the sunrises that start my day and the
fresh air during these outings and especially my view of the water all the time.
For this I also urge you to maintain a path for walkers, bikers and runners so they
may continue their healthy habits everyday outdoors during construction.
(Zaborowski)

The LES Greenway should be rerouted around construction to provide a safe,
uninterrupted corridor for cyclists, bike commuters, runners, and walkers. (Avila-
Goldman/ERA)

Key areas to be included in the planning should be Pier 42, the Compost area,
Corlears Hook Park and amphitheater Fireboat House and Ecology Center,
Stuyvesant Cove Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown walk, Murphy Brothers &
Asser Levy Parks. (Bina)

Regarding the promenade and bike paths, there should be clearly signed and
painted bike lanes, and proper visibility for any step ups and step downs to avoid
cyclist accidents. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
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Comment 9:

additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
5.3 of the FEIS, “Open Space,” and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction —
Open Space.”

Unfortunately, the trust that we have put into this public process has been broken
when the City decided to announced in the fall of 2018 a major departure from
the original design concepts for ESCR without communicating or since then
satisfactorily explaining to the public how these decisions were made. (Datz-
Romero)

As a long-time resident of the Lower East Side who participated in the
development of the "bermed" East Side Coastal Resilency project, I was floored
to learn that the plan so many people had worked on for so long had essentially
been scrapped for what appears to be a hastily conceived alternative. And that the
community is given just two weeks to comment. It certainly appears that there is
some big money calling the shots and a lot of money to be made in the churn of
destruction and construction. (Jensen)

So many things about the revision of this project sound very fishy. I want to see
a thorough environmental impact statement before any work begins. (Jensen)

The challenges of mitigating climate change are enormous. To mobilize society
to address climate change, psychology researchers find that concerned citizens
who are proactive and involved, can override fears and stresses about the
uncertain future. Why is the city squandering the local citizens’ energy,
enthusiasm and expertise that went into developing the original ESCR plan? The
community’s trust has been eroded and they ask questions as to whether the
Preferred Alternative has our long-term health and well-being in mind. (Weidler)

The DDC had another, simpler plan in place, of building a wall along the FDR,
which they suddenly abandoned for this new plan of completely destroying the
park and then elevating it 8 feet, without any input from the surrounding
community. They have made it clear that they are really not interested in the
community's opinion on this project, as they continue to improvise as they give
reasons for this plan being better than the old one. (Weiss)

As you know a plan that was developed in concert with the community over years
was totally abandoned and a totally new and different plan was put forward by
the City. (Loeb)

These and other issues raised in comments submitted by other local residents must

be seriously considered and negotiated with the community if this project is going
to move forward rapidly, be successful and avoid potential litigation. (Loeb)
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Response:

Comment 10:

Response:

Comment 11:

We believe that a flood protection and resiliency plan is necessary to safeguard
our community. The East River Alliance, a coalition of community stakeholders,
is opposed to the current, fast-tracked ESCR plan proposed by the New York City
Department of Design and Construction. This plan calls for the complete
destruction of East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park, including all of their
natural resources. It bars access to the parks for at least 3.5 years, creates
significant health risks associated with living in a construction zone, and impacts
a protected environmental justice community. This is unacceptable. The Mayor’s
lack of transparency in discarding the previous community-led plan has eroded
our trust with the City. After five years of community-based planning sessions,
we insist that design, construction and long-term management of the ESCR plan
be transparent, collaborative and inclusive. The plan must reflect the diverse
needs and values of our community, protect our environment, provide meaningful
alternatives for green space access during construction, and create the most
resilient waterfront possible. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives”, Chapter 5.11 of the FEIS, “Environmental
Justice,” Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction — Open Space,” and Chapter 6.13
of the FEIS, “Construction — Public Health.”

The City’s preferred Alternative violates the conditions of the HUD funding,
which stipulates community process and engagement. We need to get this plan
right, creating flood protection and a resilient open space, which can only happen
through a transparent process where stakeholders and community members have
a voice, which is not something we currently experiencing. We are calling for a
stop in the design process to re-evaluate all options that would provide us with
flood protection and create a resilient park. (Datz-Romero)

Since the release of your plan, the city has been trying to play catch up and instead
of being transparent about your process, we, the neighborhood, are left to piece
together information and intent based on what trickles out of wvarious
"stakeholder" meetings. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
3.0 of the FEIS, “Process, Agency Coordination, and Public Participation.”

There are Con Edison power lines depicted in the East River Park towards the
East River Drive. Concerns about loss of power for residents of the Lower East
Side with mobility challenges and the issues this may present for entering or
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Response:

Comment 12:

Response:

Comment 13:

leaving dwellings with no working elevators. I am advocating for the least
possible risk of a Con Edison power outage. (Jones)

Con Edison power lines have been identified as running a specific course in East
River Park (page 4 of February 3 presentation). LESPP advocates a Flood
Protection plan with limited, minimal or no manipulation of Con Edison power
lines. (LESPP)

The City must provide the public with a construction plan and timeline. (Avila-
Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
6.0 of the FEIS, “Construction Overview.”

I generally go into the East River Park via Corlears Hook Park and the crossover
bridge from Corlears Hook Park to East River Park. I am uncomfortable with the
dimness and traffic at Montgomery and South Street. I am advocating for better
lighting and something to slow traffic at Montgomery and South Street. (Jones)

Given that the City plans to close East River Park for several years, creating
increased use of Pier 42 and increased foot traffic to Montgomery Street, LESPP
advocates for better lighting on Montgomery St under the FDR Drive. (LESPP)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
5.9 of the FEIS, “Transportation.”

Meaningful engagement includes clear and empowering presentations,
opportunity for questions and answers at presentations, response to engagement
session and respectful communication. LESPP advocates that presentations
include: Goals & Origin; What was heard from the community and how this input
was and will be integrated into the design; comparison of previous and current
plan. LESPP advocates that presentations and meaningful engagement continue
with Lower East Side residents, especially developments that have buildings on
the FDR Drive. Access needs to be further discussed with the community as plans
to close the entire park for several years has led to public statements of distrust,
with siting of at least one prior unkept timeline. People have expressed a desire
for portions of the park to be available for community use throughout. (LESPP)

Flood protection is necessary. Please understand that the East River Park area
expected to be in closure for 3+ years in the current plan is THE neighborhood
park for exercise and family gatherings for thousands of residents of the Lower
East Side. It is not viable, meaning not livable, for us to lose the little strip of
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Response:

Comment 14:

Response:

Comment 15:

green and trees and soil that provide us so much for that length of time. I beg you
to listen to my neighbors of the East River Alliance and consider the community's
alternative proposal. (Schaal)

I urge you and your team to really think through what is best for the community
here, not what is expedient for a bunch of transient drivers. The goal is
safeguarding the community and protecting our investment in it. I am sure there
is a bolder, more creative plan out there that can give the families of the area what
they need and deserve. (Dishongh)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Open Space.”

East River Park features a number of historic structures. At the southern end the
Ampbhitheater was the birth-place of Shakespeare in the Park. The tennis court
building and track building are additional structures that were build in the 1940s,
with whimsical design elements referencing the East River and distinct ornate
chimneys. (Datz-Romero)

The Fire Boat House, which sits at the foot of Grand Street, and is closest to the
water’s edge, is the headquarter of the Lower East Side Ecology Center and
accessible to the public for educational programs. During Sandy, the building took
on a few inches of water on the ground floor, largely due to the fact that the water
could flow in the empty crawlspace under the building and drain into the park.
With an 8’ wall surrounding the building, it is hard to image how this structure
will fare in the next major storm. There is no indication from the design team how
this building will be readied to be resilient. (Datz-Romero)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
5.4 of the FEIS, “Historic and Cultural Resources.”

As a longtime resident of the Lower East Side and a regular user of East River
Park (the Park), I was shocked to hear about the Preferred Alternative proposal
for the ESCR selected by the City of New York (the City). After approximately
10 years of renovations, I was very dismayed to find out that, looking at the
proposed Preferred Alternative, it sounds like the Park will close for another 10
years; thereby making the Park inaccessible longer than it was accessible. There
is no way a project of this magnitude would only take 3 years. Why were the
necessary steps, such as informing the community as well as accepting
community input, not taken prior to the selection of this Preferred Alternative?
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Response:

Moreover, why the change of plans to begin with? Especially when the option
that was agreed upon would restore more wetlands and create a new floodplain
that would benefit the community at large. (Ip) (Hirshorn)

As a resident of the Lower East Side and daily visitor to East River Park for over
20 years, I'm distressed about the revised plans, without community input, to the
East Side Coastal Resiliency Project to include closing and destroying our world
class East River Park for 3.5 years (which will probably be much longer than that
if the East Houston Street Reconstruction project is any indicator of timely
completion of reconstruction projects). (Leverett)

I personally, have concerns about the resiliency of the new design and the total
cost for the project. Additionally, based on the city's track record with developing
parks on the LES, your estimation of 3-1/2 yrs leaves me understandably cautious.
I am not convinced that any waterlogged track fields (as would be the case from
the previous design) is any reason to double our taxpayer's monies which isn't
even guaranteed in the first place. I'm also not appreciative of the city's efforts to
scare people with images of flood waters. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

LUNGS (Loisaida United Neighborhood Gardens) would like to register our
opposition to the newly proposed plan by for the East Side Coastal Resiliency
Project for East River Park. Specifically, we question the procedure by which this
new plan was adopted, the disregard of community involvement in its
development and the lack of transparency in the construction plans. (Krezell)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to these comments may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 3.0 of the FEIS, “Process,
Coordination, and Public Participation,” and Chapter 6.0 of the FEIS,
“Construction Overview.”

As described in Appendix L of the FEIS, “Eight-Step Decision Making Process,”
to function as a flood protection system, the proposed project must be sited and
constructed within the floodplain. Disturbance to the floodplain during
construction would be temporary. Once implemented, the flood protection system
is designed to withstand storm surge velocities and wave action for the 100-year-
storm event assuming sea level rise to the 2050s. The Preferred Alternative would
therefore minimize the potential effects that could be expected to occur within the
floodplain. It has been determined that the Preferred Alternative would provide
flood protection for vulnerable populations and critical city infrastructure and
amenities located within the floodplain, including East River Park and existing
neighborhoods adjacent to the park, which are all currently at risk to coastal
flooding during design storm events. While the Preferred Alternative would
change the elevation of the floodplain in the vicinity of the proposed project, it
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Comment 16:

would not change the occupancy of the floodplain and would not have effects on
flood velocities upstream or downstream. The Preferred Alternative would result
in a permanent loss of approximately 29,825 square feet of littoral zone tidal
wetland habitat. The majority of these effects are the result of filling existing
embayments in order to accommodate critical active space amenities within East
River Park. These embayments will be replaced with comparably sized
embayments within the project area. In addition, these elements would not affect
the tidal exchange or tidal patterns in the study area. All adverse effects to
NYSDEC and USACE regulated tidal wetlands would be mitigated for in
accordance with all NYSDE and USACE permit conditions. Therefore, while
there would be adverse effects to regulated tidal wetlands resulting from
construction of the proposed project, the Preferred Alternative would not
significantly adversely affect tidal wetland resources in the area. Furthermore, the
project area is already highly developed, and the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative would not encourage new development within the floodplain or
wetlands in the proposed project area

The City’s priority is to ensure that flood protection is delivered as quickly as
possible, so that the tens of thousands of Lower East Side residents are protected
and the risk of damage from coastal storms in the area proposed for protection is
reduced. The Preferred Alternative provides the best opportunity to achieve this
priority and enables the City to deliver the project faster, with fewer construction
risks to the schedule, less overall disruption to the surrounding community, and
dramatic enhancements to East River Park — in line with the community’s stated
goals throughout the design process. In addition, as described in DEIS Chapter 2,
“Project Alternatives,” with the implementation of the Preferred Alternative, East
River Park would be reconstructed to protect this valuable resource from flooding
during coastal storm events as well as inundation from sea level rise and enhance
its value as a recreational resource in addition to providing flood protection to the
inland communities.

I write to say that our community, as evidenced by a sampling of submissions,
will not be overlooked. We believe in democratic participation concerning matters
sponsored by a government entity that affect the health and wellbeing of
communities. The original project, not the East River Park, should be elevated to
its prior status and the city's proposal not receive any additional government
funds. I write as a nearly daily user of the East River Park, as Vice-President of
the Board of Directors of Village East Towers, located a few hundred yards from
the Park, and as a founding member of the East River Alliance. I write in
agreement with the many who have voiced strong opposition to the city's $1.45
billion proposal to demolish the East River Park, including the natural habitats.
Contrary to the prior design, which has community support, the city will cause
the construction of an environmentally destructive 8-10 foot "sea wall." In
September 2018 the newly invented city $1.45 billion proposal was publicly
revealed by a DDC representative before a CB-3 meeting. It was shocking to be
told that people's years of input into the design of an environmentally sensitive
flood protection barrier system, which reached the final development stage "was
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scrapped" at more than twice the cost. I attended the meeting and heard the city
representative say there was no need for community participation in the proposal,
all that was required was for his department to review two years of past comments.
A statement of bold disregard for the vibrancy of community from a city official
must be repudiated and the project he sponsors. (Meyers)

As a longtime resident of the East Village, I was pleased to see the city's
involvement of the community in creating new plans for the East River Park. The
park's disrepair and extremely slow repair in past decades was atrocious,
especially considering the wide use of the park. It was with great disbelief to find
that the city did a turnaround and discarded the community led plan. And then to
no longer be transparent, collaborative and inclusive about the major changes. I
urge you to share the data and reports that made such drastic changes and instead
make this again, a community involved plan. Please reconsider the path you are
on. (Zaborowski)

Where is the data to support the constructability of this project? (Krezell)

The constructability study that DDC asserts led to the change of design must be
immediately made public. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

I hope you will see this is an opportunity to course correct and start engaging the
community as a whole in order for us to come to a consensus with understanding
what is best for the neighborhood. Not what is best for the legacy or career
advancement of a few at the expense of the many. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

The costs of the City’s “fast-track” plan, to both human and other residents of
East River parks, could only be justified by exceptional benefits. The rationales
for burying our parks under eight feet of fill, rather than creating more natural
wetlands habitats that would act as sponges, change from one meeting to the next.
The “fast-track” plan would minimize future maintenance costs of the athletic
fields. It would speed construction of an already delayed project. It would avoid
nighttime closures of one lane on the FDR and require less interference with Con
Ed infrastructure. The City has provided no documentation to support any of these
claims. (Berkov, Billings, Beausoleil, and Datz-Romero)

We are being steamrolled by a new plan devised in less than 60 days that is being
fast-tracked. Is the goal of this plan to save property? To save Con Ed? To save
the FDR? What is the real goal? (Krezell)

I am a resident of the Lower East Side at 504 Grand Street and I am part of the
community coalition united in demanding that the East Side Coastal Resiliency
project reflect our needs and values while providing flood protection from the
Lower East Side at Montgomery Street to 23rd Street. That includes East River
Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park with more than 100,000 people living nearby. The
sudden change of plans initiated by the city after years of community input is
shocking, upsetting, and unfair. We demand The City returns to a transparent,
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Response:

Comment 17:

Response:

collaborative, and inclusive process to build a resilient waterfront that meets the
diverse needs and values of our community without destroying the unique
character of this wonderful park. Thank you for considering our community’s
needs and we urge you to restore trust by seeking community input. (Wolf and
Williamson) (Kitnick) (Nasatir)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 3.0 of the FEIS, “Process,
Coordination, and Public Participation.”

I’'m a resident near the ERP and don’t agree with the city’s latest plan to destroy
and bury it. Community groups have been working alongside the Big U for the
past several years to come up with a sustainable solution that benefits all residents.
That was suddenly ditched last year and a new plan without community
engagement hustled to the community. The price tag with the new plan is now
$1.45 billion. Double the amount of the community referenced plan. There’s no
justification to cut down trees, plants, destroy ball fields, buildings and shut down
the park for what the city claims “3 1/2 years.” That’s an unrealistic amount of
time for a proposed project of this size. Local residents do not want their park
buried! (Hospodar)

I understand there is a deadline to use the money being supplied by the federal
government, however, it seems there is plenty of work to be done building gates
at the south and north ends, and the "flyover" over the FDR above 13th street,
without even touching the current park. And then in the meantime, the city
government must really include the city residents in a productive, transparent,
discussion and plan for how to best create stormwater mitigation for the East
River Park, and the neighborhood it serves, my neighborhood. This includes
budgeting for the project before it is built, not asking for concessions from our
neighborhood after the unwanted project is begun and when we have no park
access and desperate for open space. Thank you for your attention to my concerns.
I look forward to another, city resident-approved Preferred Alternative for the
East River Park than the one currently being considered. (Dahl)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 3.0 of the FEIS, “Process,
Coordination, and Public Participation,” and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Open Space.”
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Comment 18:

Response:

Comment 19:

I am writing regarding the Community Development Block Grant — Disaster
Recovery (CDBG-DR) East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) partially released
Preferred Alternative. I am a resident of the East Village, one who experienced
flooding and loss in my own home during Hurricane Sandy. Therefore, [ am eager
for disaster stormwater mitigation and sea level rise! I am also a runner who takes
advantage of the unobstructed length of East River Park boardwalk and roadway.
I have dogs that I take for walks there. I love the access to the waterfront and am
there regularly spring, summer, fall, and winter. Over the years that I have lived
in the neighborhood (more than a dozen), I have seen more and more people use
this park. I participated in many of the ESCR public comment meetings,
beginning in May 2015. I know what people from the neighborhood—from Stuy
Town to Alphabet City to Nycha residents to those in the Grand St Co-ops—asked
for, and this Preferred Alternative is NOT what they asked for. The number one
request was to INCREASE the size of the park by decking over the FDR and
adding more open space/floodplain/beach access to the waterfront. I feel, my
neighbors feel, that we are being ignored and information hidden from us. Telling
us that moving construction a few hundred yards to the waterside with no
obstruction is going to be significantly quieter is simply deceiving. Raising the
park 8 feet will require more construction over the entire width of the park, for an
extended period of time (no one believes the timeline that's been floated,
considering it took 10 years to complete a minor reconstruction of the current
park). (Dahl)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 3.0 of the FEIS, “Process,
Coordination, and Public Participation,” and Chapter 5.3 of the FEIS, “Open
Space.”

Based on a presentation to LESPP on January 19, 2019 we understand that there
are drains at the bottom/end of the slope of East River Park down towards the East
River Drive in the depiction of the current plan (page 4 of the February 3, 2019
presentation at the NYCHA Resident Leaders Meeting). LESPP advocates for
flood protection of Lower East Side residents. Does the current plan improve
protection from flooding of the residential developments near the East River
Park? (LESPP)

The new proposed design takes about 100 feet off East River Park by having it
slope down to the FDR, rather than having the park slope up to FDR which would
create more usable space for residents to enjoy as well absorb water from storm
surges The new design creates a hazard for the LES if we experience intense
rainfall as well as storm surge such as happened with Harvey in Houston which
saw 40" of rain in 4 days. The proposed drainage system with its two underground
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Comment 20:

reservoirs and pump stations is not sufficient to handle intense rain as well as a
storm surge. According to what DDC has told me a 9"sewer pipe that is 40' below
the surface is supposed to be able to adapt and handle the increased flow of water
with the addition of the reservoirs and pumps. This sewer could have only been
laid when they were building the projects and Grand Street as it runs underneath
Columbia St. and Ave. D. from the way it is drawn on the DDC presentation.
(Ratcliffe)

I rise in strong opposition to ESCR plan as presented on February 22,2019. From
a “big picture” perspective, the theory of building a large vertical concrete wall
on the water is completely wrongheaded: attempting to keep the water out is a
fool’s errand. Instead of spending hundreds of millions of dollars on a wall,
please spend the money upgrading the already deficient infrastructure of water
diversion / interceptor / storm water drains / sewers. The literature of post-Katrina
New Orleans is especially relevant. (Huckeby)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
5.8 of the FEIS, “Water and Sewer Infrastructure.”

I would like to point out, that in this time of rapid environmental change, many
forward thinking waterfront parks incorporate resilient design elements that let
the water come in, to absorb the water. Why can’t we have a truly resilient park
that does not fight nature, but incorporates natural systems in the design to protect
our community from the next damaging flood. Why do we have to destroy East
River Park to save it? It’s time to go back to the drawing board! (Datz-Romero)

Destroying all of the trees and other flora would actually do away with any
absorption that would be provided in the event of a major storm. The DDC has
shown that they do not care about destroying 59 acres of trees and other flora
(there is not even the tiniest sense of regret on their part), and there is absolutely
no mention of all the animals that would be harmed, or at the very least displaced.
(Weiss)

Like most other opponents of the city's Preferred Alternative, I heartily endorse
the idea of flood protection and resiliency. But I can't see how burying all the
living things in the East River Park under 8-10 feet of fill will solve the problems.
(Jensen)

Also, I know that land is often created from fill, but I've never heard of burying
an existing ecosystem and starting over. It doesn't seem like whoever designed
this scheme had much knowledge of ecosystems. (Jensen)
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Comment 21:

I use the East River Park & Stuyvesant Cove Park frequently & believe the latest
plan to completely destroy them & raise them up is unnecessary. (Kuhn)

Besides losing the amenities of the park which are heavily used by many
residents, it destroys habitats for wildlife. The planting of saplings to replace
mature trees is not going to create shade or habitat or remove carbon dioxide from
the air for a long time. The park needs to be developed in stages as a soft absorbent
surface that will mitigate the impact of the surge and rising sea levels, not act as
water slide into the LES. (Ratcliffe)

I am currently working on a biology degree, focused on the effects of climate
change and avian populations. I understand the need to protect our city from sea
level rise and plan for coastal resiliency. Unfortunately the current ESCR plan
does not suffice for multiple reasons including the reliance on a hard structure
protection instead of soft structures to accommodate the river. (Beausoleil)

There is no question that climate change needs to be addressed, but this project
has gotten off to a bad start. (Loeb)

I understand the need to address the potential for another flood like Super storm
Sandy, I lived in the neighborhood that was impacted by the storm and and
worked as a nurse at NYU during that storm. I know how destructive these storms
can be, but it seems that the current plan is not the proper one for the
neighborhood. This project could be an example of bold changes, such as
reducing vehicles in Manhattan, Solar powered projects, etc, but it's current
version is a disservice to the residents of the Lower East Side. (Leverett)

Where does the water go if this 8-10 elevated 'park’ is created and another storm
hits? Wouldn't the water hit the wall and be displaced to our neighbors in
Brooklyn, like Williamsburg, the Navy Yards, Downtown Brooklyn, DUMBO,
instead of being absorbed by the park and the trees, grass, etc. (Leverett)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 5.6 of the FEIS, “Natural
Resources.”

I can also understand that you may have run up against hurdles rendering the
initial plan difficult to construct and that it would be easier to bring in barges.
Why not move the berm to the river's edge, thereby limiting the inconvenience to
the local residents, that you assert is such an important rationale for the new
design? (Jensen)
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Comment 22:

Response:

Comment 23:

Response:

There appears to be no plan at all for protection from storm surge during
construction. With no trees, buildings, or soil, and a bulkhead under construction,
what will stop a surge if that 100-year storm occurs in September 2020 instead of
waiting until you're finished? What will happen to that exposed coastline and
those of us who live right next to it, or near it? (Lake)

Provide temporary emergency storm barriers now and during construction. We
need protection! (Arnow)

During construction which is scheduled for many years. won’t our community be
more vulnerable to flooding since all our current flood plains are going to be
destroyed? (Krezell)

We don't even understand what the city has planned should a 100-yr storm occur
in the next four years. The loss of all-natural barriers during this construction
period makes our community more vulnerable to increased flooding and
destruction. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 6.0 of the FEIS,
“Construction Overview.”

I am ecstatic to see a flyover for the multi-use path at the Pinch Point (danger
zone for pedestrians/cyclists at ConEd) at 15th St., except the graphic labeled
Pinch Point Flyover Bridge Conceptual Plan has no detail, it’s just an arrow. This
is crucial no matter flood prevention. Please fill in the details, I will help.
(Huckeby)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives” and Chapter 5.9 of the FEIS,
“Transportation.”

Do these studies include noise mitigation to prevent traffic noise in the park —
currently the FDR is in some places elevated and raising the park would make the
park facilities at grade with the road. And what about noise mitigation for the
residents on the west side of the FDR who have noise all day every day? Wouldn’t
it be more efficient to raise the FDR and use it as a flood wall, and the redesign
could include noise mitigation!? (Huckeby)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
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Comment 25:

Response:

“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.12 of the FEIS, “Construction — Noise and Vibration.”

Parkland is being REDUCED in this Preferred Alternative by the fact that there
will now be a slope going toward the FDR. And how is this not going to impact
flooding on the FDR? Again, another reason to deck OVER the FDR. Why not
close half'the FDR, run busses and emergency vehicles exclusively during the day
on the open half? The reduction in CO2 from cars would make up for the increase
from construction of an overhead deck. (Dahl)

Why is there no discussion of reducing the lanes of the FDR to reduce the carbon
dioxide produced by the vehicles that use the FDR, instead of public transit. Trees
and flowers do not increase global warming, which can lead to Super Storms, like
Sandy in 2012, but cars and trucks do. (Leverett)

Other key areas to be considered in planning include: Pier 42; compost area;
Corlears Hook Park; Amphitheater; Fire Boat House and Ecology Center;
Stuyvesant Cove Park and Capt’n Patrick J Brown Walk; and Murphy Brothers
and Asser Levy Parks. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives”, and Chapter 5.3 of the FEIS, “Open
Space.”

I live near East River Park and use it regularly. I was here in 2003 when the City
closed the park for repairs that were supposed to take 18 months but stretched into
10 years. Now, how credible is the City’s estimated 42 months of alienating
closure? (Brawer)

As aresident of the East Village living just 5 minutes from East River Park, which
I visit every weekend, I am very concerned about the new plan for construction
in the park. The entire stretch of park being closed the for the duration of the
construction might make it slightly faster overall, but you're leaving local
residents without any park space for quite a long time. Given how long
previous/ongoing projects for that park have taken under di Blasio (things that
were supposed to be completed by 2017 have not even begun), I do not trust that
any part of the new park will be complete on time either. (Dishongh)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
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Response:

Comment 27:

Response:

Comment 28:

2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 6.0 of the FEIS, “Construction
Overview”, and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction — Open Space.”

The Preferred Alternative, created without community input, is retrogressive,
pouring in tons of concrete (high CO2 burden unless manufactured with fly ash)
and without study on the impacts of imported dirt blowing into homes and the
river, as well as the years of emissions and particulate matter from barges and
construction vehicles, creating an environmental injustice. (Brawer)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
5.11 of the FEIS, “Environmental Justice,” Chapter 6.10 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Air Quality,” and Chapter 6.11 of the FEIS, “Construction —
Greenhouse Gas.”

Its construction and the materials involved will participate in the problem it is
supposed to address: climate change. (Cenival)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 6.11 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Greenhouse Gas.”

Losing all these services the Park is currently providing for the entire duration of
construction is unreasonable and a hard ship for the community. Will a whole
generation of kids growing up on the Lower East Side be denied the experience
of playing ball or exploring nature in their Park? No matter what design plan will
be implemented in the end, a phased approach to construction, and the immediate
reopening of completed sections is imperative for the social well being of our
community. (Datz-Romero)

The ESCR project should be done in phases to allow the community partial access
to the Park. Separating the local community from the Park for three years or more
will be detrimental to the residents’ physical health and psychological well-being.
(Weidler)

The staging of this project, regardless of which plan is chosen must be done so
that the entire park is not closed at once. Thousands of people have no alternative
open space. We need independent review of your construction timetable since the
last renovation, much more limited in scale closed the park for 10 years. (Loeb)

Do not close the entire park during construction. Work in sections and leave the
rest available for people and flora and fauna. (Arnow)
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Comment 29:

Response:

Comment 30:

Why can’t the construction be done in phases? (Krezell)

ERA strongly objects to entire parks being closed for the duration of construction.
Construction should be phased. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Don't pretend you can get the entire park area done at the same time. Please, create
manageable sections, such as the equivalent of ten or 15 blocks, to be destroyed
and then rebuilt before moving on to the next section. In that way most of the park
will remain available throughout the time of your project to the thousands of LES
residents who love and use the park every day. (Byington)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 6.0 of the FEIS, “Construction
Overview,” and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction — Open Space.”

The EIS for the proposed plan has not been published, but here is just one
environmental impact number to think about: it will take 764,844 cubic yards of
soil to raise the park by 8’. Assuming that all the soil will be delivered by barge,
it still will take 25,494 30 yard containers to transport the soil within the
construction area, or in the worst case scenario over 25,000 additional truck trips
into the Lower East Side will be made to just bring in the soil for this project. This
is just one of the many adverse construction impacts this project will impose on
our already overburdened community. (Datz-Romero)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.0 of the FEIS, “Construction Overview,” and Chapter 6.9 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Transportation.”

Another selling point for this revised design is the promise from DDC to get
construction done in 3.5 years, which is touted as a full year shorter than the
previous plan. However the track record of City agencies to deliver any waterfront
project on time in recent history is dismal. Considering the extra ordinary scope
of this project construction duration of 3.5 years is utterly unrealistic. (Datz-
Romero)

The City intends to close the entire park for at least 3 1/2 years beginning next
Spring. In NEW YORK CITY YEARS that probably means 10 years of
construction. That means no baseball, no running, no dog walking, no people
walking, no barbeques, soccer, frisbee, tennis, bicycling, no nothing. This will
disrupt our entire community. Kids, the elderly, families, schools, everyone's life
will be impacted by the shutdown. (Krezell)
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Comment 31:

Response:

Comment 32:

What construction or flood protection precedents can you point to that assure us
you can really finish this incredibly ambitious project within 3.5 years? The last
ERP project was scheduled for 2 years and took 10. (Lake)

What I haven’t heard articulated from anyone related to this project is why the
entire park needs to close for 3.5 years. How can this not be done in phases?
(Greer)

I am writing to ask you to PLEASE reconsider the implementing of this disastrous
plan for East River Park. Besides the prospect of me and thousands of others
having to give this area of enjoyment and fulfillment (and health) up for God
knows how many years (3 1/2 years is a joke, especially considering how long it
took just to re-do the walkway from 10th St. to Jackson St. a few years ago),
consider the impact it would have on the environment, and the entire community.
(Weiss)

The current plan also shows disregard for all living things, human and otherwise,
that use the parks. Completely demolishing and closing the entire area for years
will be disruptive on multiple levels and is unnecessary. (Beausoleil)

We are requesting that the City slowdown this process and examine other ways
that flood protection can be attained without destroying our well being. (Krezell)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction —
Open Space,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS, “Construction — Natural Resources.”

What will our air quality be like during years without ground cover or trees, and
with construction equipment fumes, dust, and dirt constantly present? (Lake)

Air quality would be severely impacted during construction. (Kuhn)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.10 of the FEIS, “Construction — Air Quality.”

There will be extra emissions coming from the barges and construction vehicles
for many years to come; destroying all of the carbon sequestering trees will
definitely be detrimental our residents' health. (Ip) (Hirshorn)

Not only is there no discussion of environmental mitigation steps to reduce causes
of global warming during this project, just a reactive redesign that does not tackle
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Comment 33:

the larger issue of Resiliency, there is also the public health concern of eliminating
a green area for an extended amount of time. As a registered nurse that works in
an Emergency Department and treats patients with asthma, diabetes, other obesity
related health issues, what studies have been conducted regarding the public
health concerns of the potential increase in Asthma, from the increase in Carbon
Dioxide from the FDR with no trees along the East River to absorb it, and obesity
if green spaces that provide recreation are removed for 3.5 years? Has anyone
from the Mayor's office visited East River park to see the children playing soccer,
football, baseball, track and field, etc.? To the see the people riding bikes,
running? (Leverett)

The local residents must now be concerned about the impacts of years of
emissions and particulate matter from barges and construction vehicles creating
an environmental injustice. (Weidler)

The use of concrete produces a high rate of carbon dioxide emissions, again, with
hardly any carbon sequestering trees left, our residents' health will be at risk. (Ip)
(Hirshorn)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.10 of the FEIS, “Construction — Air Quality,” Chapter 6.11 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Greenhouse Gas,” and Chapter 6.13 of the FEIS, “Construction
— Public Health.”

Imported soil blowing into residents’ home during construction is a huge concern.
(Ip) (Hirshorn)

The local residents must now be concerned about the impacts of imported dirt
blowing into their homes creating an environmental injustice. (Weidler)

We of course are also concerned about the pollution created from the demolition,
as well as the toxicity of any landfill and soil that would be brought in (we didn't
even get an answer to where this is all coming from). (Weiss)

The “City’s Preferred Alternative plan” includes decimating all flora and fauna in
the East River Park and burying the majority of the 57.5 acres under landfill and
includes using a significant amount of concrete. No one from either the Parks
Department nor the Department of Design and Construction have ever answered
the question what material will fill the entire park nor where this fill would be
sourced. It has been referred to alternately as, “landfill, infill and soil,” and this is
of deep concern to any citizen living in this neighborhood. What is it that will be
trucked and barged in by the tons and poured onto our park? (Hirshorn)
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Comment 34:

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.6 of the FEIS, “Construction — Hazardous Materials,” and Chapter 6.10 of the
FEIS, “Construction — Air Quality.”

We have flourishing Ecology Center in the park that has developed many
programs I could highlight. Particularly destructive of their work is the
annihilation of the native and saltwater resistant plants and all the attendant
wildlife they attract if this fast track plan is adopted, not to mention the killing of
every tree. (Boster)

The Lower East Side Power Partnership advocates for low allergen & asthma
friendly plants & trees throughout the East River Park. (LESPP)

Since Sandy, when trees and shrubs were lost, the Ecology Center restocked
planting beds with thousands of native plants selected for saltwater tolerance. We
raise money from foundations and corporations and volunteers do the planting,
instilling a sense of ownership in the park, and do not wish to see all these
investments destroyed and disrespected. (Datz-Romero)

I also understand that the East Side Ecology Center has gotten a grant to plant
grasses and shrubs that are resistant to flooding. (Jensen)

By ‘elevating’ the park 8’ the entire eco-system of East River Park is destroyed
in one fell scoop. We have counted over 350 species — both plants and animals —
that make their home in the Park. Stretching for 2 miles along the estuary, East
River Park plays a role in supporting biodiversity in our urban setting and beyond.
There are over 700 trees in East River Park, some of them mature trees that were
planted when the Park was created in the 1940s that will be obliterated. Losing
the environmental and social benefits, such as removing air pollution, providing
shade for Park users and shelter and food to wildlife, will be a blow to the
community and the natural system that will have impacts for a generation. (Datz-
Romero)

Think of all the mature trees that would be sacrificed. There has to be a better
way. (Kuhn)

The park we will get at the end of construction will be shiny and new, but we lose
all of those precious old trees. Where else downtown can anyone enjoy mature
trees like that in a park that size? Nowhere! The saplings in the Hudson River
Park are just sad landscaping. (Dishongh)
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In addition to increasing the amount of carbon dioxide on the LES by destroying
the trees and not decreasing the volume of vehicles in the area, closing and
destroying the park will eliminate the pollinators, which are already under threat,
that are in East River Park. (Leverett)

The Environmental Impact Statement must include plans to reduce/mitigate
effects on the species of wildlife and plants inhabiting East River and Stuyvesant
Cove Parks. All recognized Ecological Complexes and natural and wild areas.
New York Harbor's tributaries, wetlands, and estuarine ecology. To prevent
flooding of the riverine habitat, the coastal shoals, bars and mudflats, the littoral
zone tidal wetlands. One should read about the destruction of "Salt Marsh
Sparrows Fight to Keep Their Heads Above Water" which relates to all this - by
James Gorman, The N.Y.Times, Sept 17, 2018. Fast tracking could cause the
demise of Species. (Bina)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
5.6 of the FEIS, “Natural Resources,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS, “Construction
— Natural Resources.”

As described in Appendix L of the FEIS, “Eight-Step Decision Making Process,”
to function as a flood protection system, the proposed project must be sited and
constructed within the floodplain. Disturbance to the floodplain during
construction would be temporary. Once implemented, the flood protection system
is designed to withstand storm surge velocities and wave action for the 100-year-
storm event assuming sea level rise to the 2050s. The Preferred Alternative would
therefore minimize the potential effects that could be expected to occur within the
floodplain. It has been determined that the Preferred Alternative would provide
flood protection for vulnerable populations and critical city infrastructure and
amenities located within the floodplain, including East River Park and existing
neighborhoods adjacent to the park, which are all currently at risk to coastal
flooding during design storm events. While the Preferred Alternative would
change the elevation of the floodplain in the vicinity of the proposed project, it
would not change the occupancy of the floodplain and would not have effects on
flood velocities upstream or downstream. The Preferred Alternative would result
in a permanent loss of approximately 29,825 square feet of littoral zone tidal
wetland habitat. The majority of these effects are the result of filling existing
embayments in order to accommodate critical active space amenities within East
River Park. These embayments will be replaced with comparably sized
embayments within the project area. In addition, these elements would not affect
the tidal exchange or tidal patterns in the study area. All adverse effects to
NYSDEC and USACE regulated tidal wetlands would be mitigated for in
accordance with all NYSDE and USACE permit conditions. Therefore, while
there would be adverse effects to regulated tidal wetlands resulting from
construction of the proposed project, the Preferred Alternative would not
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Comment 35:

significantly adversely affect tidal wetland resources in the area. Furthermore, the
project area is already highly developed, and the implementation of the Preferred
Alternative would not encourage new development within the floodplain or
wetlands in the proposed project area

The City’s priority is to ensure that flood protection is delivered as quickly as
possible, so that the tens of thousands of Lower East Side residents are protected
and the risk of damage from coastal storms in the area proposed for protection is
reduced. The Preferred Alternative provides the best opportunity to achieve this
priority and enables the City to deliver the project faster, with fewer construction
risks to the schedule, less overall disruption to the surrounding community, and
dramatic enhancements to East River Park — in line with the community’s stated
goals throughout the design process. In addition, as described in DEIS Chapter 2,
“Project Alternatives,” with the implementation of the Preferred Alternative, East
River Park would be reconstructed to protect this valuable resource from flooding
during coastal storm events as well as inundation from sea level rise and enhance
its value as a recreational resource in addition to providing flood protection to the
inland communities.

The City has yet to begin the “upland’ work in the original plan, which included
planting hundreds of street trees in the surrounding neighborhood (page 196 of
Big U Plan, 10/2014 - http://www.rebuildbydesign.org/data/files/675.pdf).
Alienation, resiliency and common sense should have made this tree planting a
priority! I am tired of waiting for this and promulgated a Street Tree and
Stewardship ~ Resolution, passed by CB3 in  February 2019
(http://bit.ly/CB3trees19). (Brawer)

Regarding the Natural Areas: "Ecology Center and Solar One should have the
contract to rebuild, plant, and maintain all-natural areas in ESCR area for long-
term resiliency, adequately funded by the city." Catalogue of Biodiversity should
be used to reconstruct all the new park plantings in partnership with stewardship
organizations. We should "Respect the natural shoreline areas space at 6th St. and
Stuyvesant Cove." Construction should be phased. Green-Decking over FDR.
(Boster)

If we have to lose our park for years, and we have to lose our trees - the need for
which I do understand in terms of sea level rise - we should use that time and
investment to really build a better park for the area. BURY THE FDR! Imagine
how beautiful the space could be, how much additional investment it will bring
to the area, to have a fabulous park instead of a toxic, dangerous highway running
through our neighborhood. I'm not talking a big dig - I'm talking about the creation
of a land bridge over the FDR. If we have to lose our park for years, drivers can
also temporarily lose their road - fair is fair, and we shouldn't be the only ones
who have to pay the price for flood protection. People using that road also rarely
live here, and do not have to suffer through the pollution they cause. (Dishongh)
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Response:

Comment 36:

Look into decking over the FDR drive. It was a plan that was considered earlier
but rejected as too expensive. With the budget now almost quadrupled, this could
be a viable—and a wonderful plan. It would protect our neighborhood from
flooding, provide new park space, and preserve the current park. If the decking
plan is not viable, do not demolish the entire park and raise it eight feet as planned.
Maintain sections of the park as it is (with repairs and improvements as needed to
the promenade and elsewhere), using berms, as in the previous plan. (Arnow)

Why can’t the FDR be decked over to offer more flood protection? (Krezell)

The city’s continuing discounting of resident and neighborhood needs and desires
in favor of the automobile obviously didn’t end with Robert Moses. Better to
destroy the park for at least a generation than inconvenience drivers by building
a barrier that narrows the FDR at all. (Malecki)

I object to this new plan. It is a bad solution to a real problem, a project that will
destroy more fauna and flora than Sandy ever did. (Cenival)

Planning has to accommodate run-off steep places above and from below. Not
only should money be put in high visibility areas but in low visibility areas too to
balance protections. Landscape architecture will help with this too. There could
be staggered narrow, natural terraces filled with environmentally necessary
plants. (Bina)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Natural Resources.”

We need to work with nature, not against it. Nature is resilient. Nature, unlike the
plastic turf proposed for the new athletic fields, can actually use and transform
water and sludge into plants and habitat. Maybe the park will have to eventually
become a kind of wetland — at least that would provide habitat from the more
than 50 protected animal and plant species that rely on Was River and Stuyvesant
Cove Parks. And serve as a natural sponge to deal with the rising waters. (Jensen)

In this time of rapid environmental change, our waterfront parks should be
recognized as successional habitats. We want a park, including athletic fields and
also harboring biodiversity, designed to withstand, absorb and protect from
occasional flooding. The design should be based on best scientific practices. It
doesn’t make sense to disregard the Lower East Side community and turn an
entire waterfront park into a flood wall. A plan to bury Riverside Park would sink
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like a lead balloon. It’s time to go back to the drawing board! (Berkov, Billings,
Beausoleil, and Datz-Romero)

As part of the public comment on the proposed ESCR plan I am submitting
findings from a bird survey conducted for East River Park (including Corlears
Hook Park), initiated in December 2018, beginning with the Audubon Christmas
Day Bird Count. For the survey a 1.5 mile transect is used beginning in Corlears
Hook Park and ending at the North end of East River Park. The survey consists
of 9 transects and one incidental observation, included for photo documentation.
Photo documentation is included where possible. Survey dates: 12/16/18
(Christmas Day Bird Count), 01/05/19 — ERA1, 01/12/19 — ERA2, 01/17/19 —
ERA3, 01/26/19 - ERA4, 02/03/19 — ERAS, 02/06/19 (incidental), 02/10/19 —
ERAG6,02/15/19—ERA7,03/02/19 — ERAS; Total # of species recorded: 31, Total
# of individuals recorded: 1,688. This Bird Survey Report surveys the park in
winter months and does not include migratory birds, which would only be present
in fall and spring and would increase total # of species and individuals. Findings:
- The size of East River Park and Corlears Park combined provides ample space
for multiple raptors (three different species) to utilize different areas of the park
at the same time; -On 6 of 10 survey dates at least two raptor individuals were
identified including at least two individual Cooper’s Hawks, designated as a
species of special concern by NYS Department of Environmental Conservation;
-The coastal shoals, bars, and mudflats tidal wetlands at the South end of East
River Park, as noted in the OMB notice, are important feeding area for multiple
species. Up to six species of bird have been observed feeding in this area at the
same time; - Areas of mature trees around the amphitheater, and North and South
of the track support multiple species; - The compost yard is an important feeding
area. Up to five species of bird have been observed feeing in this area at the same
time; - Within ball fields #3,4,5,6 exist densely planted areas with Holly and
Dawn Redwood trees. These areas support multiple species. Up to six species of
bird have been observed utilizing these plantings at the same time; - The lawns
and plantings North of the boathouse support multiple species; - Introduced
species are commonly seen in the following survey areas only: Corlears Hook
park, compost yard, North end of East River Park. Corlears Hook Park and the
compost yard also support large numbers of individuals of native species. The
complete report is available upon request. Documentation: Overview of East
River Park (53 documented species, 32 with photographic evidence):
https://ebird.org/hotspot/L872559/media?yr=all&m=; Overview of Stuyvesant
Cove Park (56 documented species, 22 with photographic evidence):
https://ebird.org/hotspot/L 1466738/media?yr=all&m=; Report: survey
transects and incidental observation:
https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S53392329;

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S52795691;

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S52794377;
https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S52458715:
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https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S52444307;

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S52116526;

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S51778183;

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S51623683;

Response:

Comment 37:

Response:

Comment 38:

https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S51330978;
https://ebird.org/view/checklist/S50718331; (Beausoleil)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 5.6 of the FEIS, ‘“Natural
Resources,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS, “Construction — Natural Resources.”

Regarding natural areas, the following should be provided: award community
based stewardship organizations contracts to plant and maintain all natural areas
in the ESCR area for long-term resiliency, adequately funded by the City; use a
catalogue of biodiversity to reconstruct all the new park plantings in partnership
with stewardship organizations; respect and expand the natural shoreline areas at
both East 6th St and Stuyvesant Cove. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
2.0 of the FEIS, “Project Alternatives,” Chapter 5.6 of the FEIS, “Natural
Resources,” Chapter 6.0 of the FEIS, “Construction Overview,” and Chapter 6.5
of the FEIS, “Construction — Natural Resources.”

I am writing to express my opposition to the ESCR Plan for 4 years which would
cause the destruction of 50 protected wildlife and plant species and would close
the East River Park with no alternatives in recreation for the community. The
ESCR project constitutes a substantial intrusion on municipal parkland use for
non-park purposes and should be subject to a park alienation vote. (Bina)

The current ESCR plan constitutes substantial intrusion on municipal parkland
and must be subject to park alienation law. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Alternative plans must be made to accommodate the communities open space
needs during construction. As you are aware local Elected Officials have already
pointed out State Legislation regarding alienation of parkland. We need serious
alternative plans like free ferry service to Governors Island. The City has failed
to provide an adequate alternative plan to replace alienated parkland during
construction. (Loeb)
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Response:

Comment 39:

Response:

Comment 40:

Response:

Comment 41:

Make sure that there are lovely alternatives when parts of the park are disrupted.
We live in a densely populated place and we need places to play, bike, walk, and
admire nature. (Arnow)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
3.0 of the FEIS, “Process, Coordination, and Public Participation,” Chapter 5.1 of
the FEIS, “Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy,” and Chapter 6.2 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Open Space.”

Concerning community improvements, the East River Alliance’s positions are:
make improvements and provide resources to existing parks; coordinate
mitigation with residents living in NYCHA and provide them with resources and
access to NYCHA green spaces; establish both pedestrian and play streets;
provide additional support for community gardens; and rescue and transfer plants
from parks under construction to nearby green spaces including in NYCHA,
community and school gardens, and parks. (Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.2 of the FEIS, “Construction — Open Space,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Natural Resources.”

The Preferred Alternative will destroy all the carbon-sequestering trees in the
park. Mature trees are 70 times more absorbent of GHGs and emissions than
saplings, thus reducing the Park’s capacity as a carbon sink for decades to come.
The loss of habitat will be profound! What is the plan for mitigating this?
(Brawer)

I'm not sure if there has been an environmental impact study of destroying all of
the trees, grass and flowers which absorb carbon dioxide that is produced from
the overcrowded, over used FDR. In fact, what are the environmental mitigation
steps that will be taken during this project? (Leverett)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
6.11 of the FEIS, “Construction — Greenhouse Gas.”

The Environmental Impact Statement must include plans to reduce/mitigate
effects on: an environmental justice community protected by state and federal
law; all species (at least 11) inhabiting East River and Stuyvesant Cove Parks that
are included in the NY State Rare Animal Status List, birds covered by the
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Response:

Migratory Bird Treaty Act, and protected plants inhabiting East River and
Stuyvesant Cove Parks; all Recognized Ecological Complexes and natural and
wild areas; and New York Harbor’s tributaries, wetlands, and estuarine ecology.
(Avila-Goldman/ERA)

Many of the DEIS comments are comparable to those received on the Early
Notice. For the comments listed above, please refer to Chapter 10 of the FEIS,
“Responses to Comments on the DEIS,” to view responses to these comments;
additional project information related to this comment may be found in Chapter
5.11 of the FEIS, “Environmental Justice,” and Chapter 6.5 of the FEIS,
“Construction — Natural Resources.”
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New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within both
the 100-year floodplain and a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development’s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program.
President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-2) into law on
January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for
“necessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and
housing, and economic revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane
Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR
Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988
for Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is
implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or
affects a floodplain or wetland.

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and Federal
agencies, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the potential environmental and social impacts of the
project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds, which would be dispersed through OMB as the
Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for the NEPA
review. The proposed project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the
New York City Department of Parks & Recreation (NYC Parks); therefore, NYC Parks is the Lead
Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and
New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in
floodplains and / or wetlands, and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment,
should be given an opportunity to express their concerns and provide information about these
areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important public educational tool.
Commenters are encouraged to offer alternate methods to serve the same project purpose and methods to
minimize and mitigate impacts. The dissemination of information and request for public comment about
floodplains and wetlands can facilitate and enhance federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the
occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the federal
government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains and wetlands, it must
inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between
East 42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to
adequately protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane
Sandy, a presidentially declared disaster, caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant
damages to residential and commercial property, transportation, power, parklands including East River
Park, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn affected medical and other critical services. To
address the vulnerability of this area, the City is proposing to install and operate a flood protection
system, along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery Street and East 25th Street as



part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. This flood protection system would be primarily
integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and
vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, recreational,
natural and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the proposed project to enhance access to
waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. An early floodplain notice for
the ESCR Project was previously published on February 5, 2016 and public comments were accepted
through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and the City
has identified a project alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred Alternative. This
Preferred Alternative proposes to situate the line of flood protection in East River Park, thereby protecting
both the community and the park from design storm events as well as increased tidal inundation resulting
from sea level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise East River Park between the amphitheater and
East 13th Street by approximately eight-feet and install the floodwall below-grade to meet the design
flood elevation criteria. This plan would reduce the length of wall between the community and the
waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood connectivity and integration. In addition to the
Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the Corlears Hook Bridge would be reconstructed to be
universally accessible under the modified design. The park’s underground water and sewer infrastructure,
bulkhead and esplanade, and additional existing park structures and recreational features, including the
amphitheater, track facility, and tennis house, would also be reconstructed. Relocation of two existing
embayments along the East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan to allow for siting of
active recreation fields within the park. In addition, a shared-use flyover bridge would be built
cantilevered over the northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near the Con Edison
facility between East 13th and East 15th Streets, thus providing a more accessible connection between
East River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown Walk. The design for the proposed project was
conceptualized to be between Montgomery and Cherry Streets and between East 13th and East 23rd
Streets. However, as design for this compartment advanced, the project area was extended north to East
25th Street and included the historic Asser Levy Recreational Center. Assuming all approvals are issued,
project construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA)-designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the 100-year flood event.
The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on
United States Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project area also
includes Littoral Zone tidal wetland regulated by the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) and wetlands that are regulated by the United States Army Corps of Engineers
as Waters of the United States. In addition, there are three areas classified by NYSDEC as coastal shoals,
bars, and mudflats tidal wetlands—Ilocated where Pier 42 meets East River Park, at the southern extent of
Stuyvesant Cove Park, and approximately at the middle of Stuyvesant Cove Park.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the
proposed use of federal funds to support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or
wetland. The City is interested in alternatives and public perceptions of possible adverse impacts that
could result from the project as well as potential mitigation measures. Maps of the proposed project area,
schematic design plans, and maps of the proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain and
wetland are available at: https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York
10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-
Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment period will begin the day after


https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB on or
before March 11, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director
Date: February 22, 2019
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Legal Notice # 21458766

NOTICE OF FORMATION of
Department of Sweat LLC.
Arts of Org filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 4/
16/18. _ Office  location:
Queens County. SSNY desig-
nated agent upon whom proc-
ess may be served and shall
mail copy of process against
LLC to principal business ad-
dress: 1503 Jordan Ct., #103,
Bayside, New York 11360.
Purpose: any lawful act.

Legal Notice # 21461790
Notice of Formation of
Nocelie LLC, Articles of Or-
ganization Filed with the Sec-
retary of State of New York
(SSNY) on 10/19/2018. Of-
fice location: Queens,

SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to
Nocelie LLC144-15 123RD
Avenue Jamaica NY 11436.
Purpose: Any lawful purpose.

Legal Notice # 21459116

Notice of formation of S & L
SHI LLC. Arts of Org filed
with Secy of State of NY
(SSNY) on 1/7/19. Office lo-
cation:  Queens  County.
SSNY designated as agent
upon whom process may be
served and shall mail copy of
process against LLC t0:55-10
98th St., Corona, NY 11368.
Purpose: any lawful act.

Legal Notice # 21465303
3225 FULTON LLC. Arts. of
Org. filed with the SSNY on
01/15/19. Office: Queens
County. SSNY designated as
agent of the LLC upon whom
process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to the LLC, 8565
116th Street, Floor 3, Rich-
mond Hill, NY 11418. Pur-
pose: Any lawful purpose.

Legal Notice # 21466483
Notice of Formation of Alaba-
ma Avenue Developer LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy.
of State of NY (SSNY) on 1/
28/19. _ Office  location:
Queens County. SSNY desig-
nated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: ¢/o CB Em-
manuel, 221-10 Jamaica Ave,
Lower Level, Queens Village,
NY 11428. Purpose: any law-
ful activity.

Legal Notice # 21459043
Notice of Formation: Splen-
did Realty LLC. Arts Of Org.
filed with the Sec. of State
NY (SSNY) on 6/7/2018. NY
Office Location: Queens Cou
nty. SSNY has been Desig-
nated for service of Process.
SSNY shall mail a copy of
process to LLC at 133-26 Av-
ery Ave. 4A, Flushing, NY
11355. Purpose: any lawful
purpose.

Legal Notice # 21468500

American Virgin Enterprises,
Ltd. (AVE), a dissolved NY
corporation, that previously
did business in the U.S. Vir-
gin Islands, is winding up its
affairs. It hereby notifies any
person or entity with out-
standing business with AVE,
Ltd. to contact corporate
counsel at (516) 635-7295.

Legal Notice # 21462816
Notice of Formation of
TALUSH LLC. Arts of Org.
filed with New York Secy of
State (SSNY) on 1/24/19. Of-
fice location: Queens County.
SSNY is designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to:
2723 Tammy Dr., Far Rock-
away, NY 11691. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

LCegal 2146790901

on or before March 11, 2019.

Date: February 22, 2019

New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project

To: Allinterested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals
This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within both the 100-year floodplain
and a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Community Development Block
Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public
Law 113-2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for
“necessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic
revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City,
as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for
maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO)
11988 for Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is implemented by HUD
Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director

Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)

Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and Federal agencies, an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine
the potential environmental and social impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds, which would be dispersed
through OMB as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for the NEPA review.
The proposed project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City Department of
Parks & Recreation (NYC Parks); therefore, NYC Parks is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and / or wetlands,
and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment, should be given an opportunity to express their
concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important public
educational tool. Commenters are encouraged to offer alternate methods to serve the same project purpose and methods to
minimize and mitigate impacts. The dissemination of information and request for public comment about floodplains and wetlands
can facilitate and enhance federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special
areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in
floodplains and wetlands, it must inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street and
the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to adequately protect vulnerable populations and
critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane Sandy, a presidentially declared disaster, caused extensive inland
flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial property, transportation, power, parklands including East
River Park, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn affected medical and other critical services. To address the
vulnerability of this area, the City is proposing to install and operate a flood protection system, along a portion of the east side of
Manhattan between Montgomery Street and East 25th Street as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. This
flood protection system would be primarily integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and
protecting a diverse and vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, recreational,
natural and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the proposed project to enhance access to waterfront parkland,
including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. An early floodplain notice for the ESCR Project was previously published
on February 5, 2016 and public comments were accepted through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and the City has identified a project
alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred Alternative. This Preferred Alternative proposes to situate the line of
flood protection in East River Park, thereby protecting both the community and the park from design storm events as well as
increased tidal inundation resulting from sea level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise East River Park between the
amphitheater and East 13th Street by approximately eight-feet and install the floodwall below-grade to meet the design flood
elevation criteria. This plan would reduce the length of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced
neighborhood connectivity and integration. In addition to the Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the Corlears Hook
Bridge would be reconstructed to be universally accessible under the modified design. The park’s underground water and sewer
infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and additional existing park structures and recreational features, including the
amphitheater, track facility, and tennis house, would also be reconstructed. Relocation of two existing embayments along the
East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan to allow for siting of active recreation fields within the park. In addition,
a shared-use flyover bridge would be built cantilevered over the northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near
the Con Edison facility between East 13th and East 15th Streets, thus providing a more accessible connection between East
River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown Walk. The design for the proposed project was conceptualized to be between
Montgomery and Cherry Streets and between East 13th and East 23rd Streets. However, as design for this compartment
advanced, the project area was extended north to East 25th Street and included the historic Asser Levy Recreational Center.
Assuming all approvals are issued, project construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA)-designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the 100-year flood event.

The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on United States Fish and
Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project area also includes Littoral Zone tidal wetland regulated by
the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and wetlands that are regulated by the United States
Army Corps of Engineers as Waters of the United States. In addition, there are three areas classified by NYSDEC as coastal
shoals, bars, and mudflats tidal wetlands—located where Pier 42 meets East River Park, at the southern extent of Stuyvesant
Cove Park, and approximately at the middle of Stuyvesant Cove Park.

Allinterested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the proposed use of federal funds
to support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or wetland. The City is interested in alternatives and
public perceptions of possible adverse impacts that could result from the project as well as potential mitigation measures. Maps
of the proposed project area, schematic design plans, and maps of the proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain
and wetland are available at: https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007, Attention: Calvin
Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment
period will begin the day after publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB

Legal Notice # 21460683
NOTICE OF SALE
SUPREME COURT COUNTY

OF QUEENS

Nationstar Mortgage LLC d/
b/a Champion Mortgage Com-
pany, Plaintiff
AGAINST
Shirley  Turner; et al.,
Defendant(s) Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure and
Sale duly dated December
13, 2018 |, the undersigned
Referee will sell at public auc-
tion at the Queens County
Supreme Courthouse, Court-
room #25, 88-11 Sutphln Bou-
levard, Jamalca, New York
on March 1, 2019at 10:00
AM, premises known as 105-
27 132nd Street a/k/a_105-
27 Van Siclen Street, South
Richmond Hill, NY 11419. All
that certain plot piece or par-
cel of land, with the build-
ings and improvements erect-
ed, situate, lying and being
in the Borough and County of
Queens, City and State of
NY, Block 9591 & 9592 Lot :
70. Approximate amount of
judgment $323,654.76 plus in-
terest and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment
Indexit 704892/2017. Rita So-
lomon, Referee  Shapiro,
DiCaro& Barak, LLC Attorney
(s) for the Plaintiff 175 Mile
Crossing Boulevard Roches-
ter, New York 14624 (877)
430-4792 Dated: January 8,
2019 9

Legal Notice # 21465684
NOTICE OF SALE SUPREME
COURT COUNTY OF QUEENS
HSBC BANK USA, NATION-
AL ASSOCIATION, AS
TRUSTEE FOR THE HOLD-
ERS OF NOMURA HOME
QUITY LOAN, INC. HOME
EQUITY LOAN TRUST, SER-
IES 2007-1, Plaintiff
AGAINST RIGOBERTO PER-
EZ, et al., Defendant(s) Pur-
suant to a Judgment of Fore-
closure and Sale duly dated
January 22, 2018 I, the under-
signed Referee will sell at
public auction at the Queens
County Courthouse in Court-
room #25, 88-11 Sutphin Bou-
levard, Jamaica, New York,
on March 15 2019 at
10:00AM, premises known as
87-43 109TH STREET, JA-
MAICA, NY 11218. All that
certain plot piece or parcel of
land, with the buildings and
|mprovements erected, sit-
uate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Queens, City and State of
New York, BLOCK 9299, LOT
55. Apprommate amount of
judgment $600,969.92 plus in-
terest and costs. Premises
will be sold subject to provi-
sions of filed Judgment for
Indexi# 8388/13. ANTHONY
L. MASCOLO, ESQ., Referee
Gross Polowy, LLC Attorney
for Plaintiff 1775 Wehrle

Drive, Suite 10
Williamsville, NY
60823

0
14221

Legal Notice # 21466736
NOTICE OF SALE SUPREME
COURT COUNTY OF QUEENS
Wells Fargo Bank, N.A.,
PIalntlffAGAINST Stephanle
Jones a/k/a Stephanie Mi-
chelle Jones, Individually and
on behalf of the Estate of
Norma Jones a/k/a Norma E.
Jones;  Anthony  Jones;
Taylor Berjot; et al.,
Defendant(s) Pursuant to a
Judgment of Foreclosure and
Sale duly dated January 19,
2016 1, the undersigned Ref-
eree will sell at public auc-
tion at the Queens County
Courthouse, Courtroom {25,
88-11 Sutphin Boulevard, Ja-
maica, New York on March
22, 2019 at 10:00AM, prem-
ises known as 177-41 Ursina
Road, Jamaica, NY 11434, All
that certain plot piece or par-
cel of land, with the build-
ings and improvements erect-
ed, situate, lying and being
in the Borough and County of
Queens, City and State of
NY, Block: 12482 Lot: 162.
Approxmate amount of judg-
ment $288,115.45 plus inter-
est and costs. Premises will
be sold subject to provisions
of filed Judgment Indexi 103
64/2013. William L. Sena,
Esq., Referee Shapiro, DiCaro
& Barak, LLC Attorney(s) for
the Plaintiff 175 Mile Cross-
ing Boulevard Rochester,
New York 14624 (877) 430-
4792 Dated: January 24,
2019 61010

Legal Notlce # 21455825

SHERIFF’S SALE

BY VIRTUE OF AN EXECUTION ISSUED OUT OF THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK, KINGS COUNTY, in favor of the judgment creditor Amethyst ALT Asset Fund
2016 LLC ( Amethyst ) successor in interest to the claims of plaintiff DLJ Mortgage Capital,
Inc. and agalnst LORING ESTATES LLC judgment debtor, to me directed and delivered, | WILL
SELL PUBLIC AUCTION, by Dennis Alestra DCA#0840217., auctioneer, as the law dlrects,
FOR CASH ONLY, on the 13th day of March 2019 at 11:00 o "Clock in the forenoon, at: Kings
County Sheriff's Office- 210 Joralemon Street, Room 909, Brooklyn NY 11201 in the county of
Kings, all the right, title and interest which LORING ESTATES LLC, the judgment debtor, had
on the 2 day of May, 2011, orat anytime thereafter, of,in andto the following proper-

ties:

METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTIONS
@ : 438 Sapphire Street, Brooklyn, New York 11208
SECTION/BLOCK/LOT 14-4519-119

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ALL that certain plot, piece or parcel of land situated, lying and being in
the Borough of Brooklyn, County of Kings, City and State of New York bounded and described

as follows:
BEGINNING at the point on the Westerly side of Sapphire Street, distant 214.00 feet Northerly
from the corner formed by the intersection of the Northerly side of Stanley Avenue with the
Westerly side of Sapphire Street;
RUNNING THENCE Northerly along the Westerly side of Sapphire Street, 31.00 feet to a point;
RUNNING THENCE Westerly parallel with the Northerly side of Stanley Avenue part of the dis-
tance through a party wall, 100.00 feet to a poin

UNNING THENCE Southerly parallel with the Westerly side of Sapphire Street, 31.00 feet to

point;
RUNNING THENCE Easterly parallel with the Northerly side of Stanley Avenue part of the dis-
tance through ﬁ pNaéty wall, 100.00 feet to the Westerly side of Sapphire Street the point or

place of BEG

ADDRESS 76-05 151st Street a/k/a 1389 Stanley Avenue, Brooklyn, NY 11208
SECTION/BLOCK/LOT 14-4518-128
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ALL that certain plot, piece or parcel of land situated, lying and being in
the bourough of Brooklyn, the County of Kings, City and State of New York, bounded and descri-
bed as follows:
BEGINNING at the point on the northerly side of Stanley Avenue distant 50.00 feet easterly
from the corner formed by the intersection of the northerly side of Stanley Avenue with the
easterly side of Emerald Street; . .
RUNNING THENCE easterly along the northerly side of Stanley Avenue 20.00 feet to a point;
RUNNING THENCE northerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to a

point;
RUNNING THENCE westerly parallel with the northerly side of Stanley Avenue 20.00 feet to a

point;

RUNRNING THENCE southerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to

the point or place of Beglnn sg

(3) RESS: 1391 Stanley Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11208

SECTION/BLOCK/LOT 14-4518-127

LEGAL DESCRIPTION:ALL that certain plot, piece or parcel of land situated, lying and being in

’lt)h?j boufrollljgh of Brooklyn, the County of Kings, City and State of New York, bounded and descri-
ed as follows:

BEGINNING at the point on the northerly side of Stanley Avenue distant 70.00 feet easterly

from the corner formed by the intersection of the northerly side of Stanley Avenue with the

easterly side of Emerald Street;

RUNNING THENCE easterly along the northerly side of Stanley Avenue 20.00 feet to a point;

RUNNING THENCE northerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to a

RUNNING THENCE westerly parallel with the northerly side of Stanley Avenue 20.00 feet to a

RUNNING THENCE southerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to
the point or place of Be inni Sg

1429 tanley Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11208
SEC ION/B K/LOT 14-4519-126
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ALL that certain plot piece or parcel of land situated lying and being in
the Borough of Brooklyn, County of Kings, City and State of New York bounded and described

as follows:
BEGINNING at the corner formed by the intersection on the northerly side of Stanley Avenue
with the westerly side of Sapphire Street;
RUNNING THENCE westerly along the northerly side of Stanley Avenue, 30.00 feet to a point;
RUNNING THENCE northerly parallel with the westerly side of Sapphire Street part of the dis-
tance through a party wall, 94.00 feet to a point;
RUNNING THENCE easterly parallel with the northerly side of Stanley Avenue, 30.00 feet to
the westerly side of Sapphire Street;

RUNNING THENCE southerly along the westerly side of Sapphire Street, 94.00 feet to the cor-
ner the pomt or place of Beginning.
5 ESS: 1432 Loring Avenue, Brooklyn, New York 11208
SECTION/BLOCK/LOT 14-4518-101
LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ALL that certain plot piece or parcel of land situated lying and being in
thefB'Ii)rough of Brooklyn, County of Kings, City and State of New York bounded and described
as follows:
BEGINNING at the point on the southerly side of Loring Avenue, distant 30.00 feet easterly
from the corner formed by the intersection of the southerly side of Loring Avenue with the
easterly side of Emerald Street;
RUNNING THENCE easterly along the southerly side of Loring Avenue, 20.00 feet to a point;
RUNNING THENCE southerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to a

point;
RUNNING THENCE westerly parallel with the southerly side of Loring Avenue 20.00 feet to a

RUNNING THENCE northerly parallel with the easterly side of Emerald Street 94.00 feet to the
southerly side of Loring Avenue the point or place of Beginning.

JOSEPH FUCITO

Sheriff of the City of New York

DEPUTY McCosker

CASE# 18053314

718-488-3545

Legal Notice # 21461361
SUPREME COURT - COUNTY
OF QUEENS

DEUTSCHE BANK NATION-
AL TRUST COMPANY, AS
TRUSTEE UNDER THE POOL-
ING AND SERVICING AGREE-
MENT RELATING TO IMPAC
SECURED ASSETS CORP.,
MORTGAGE PASS-
THROUGH  CERTIFICATES,
SERIES  2006-1, Plaintiff
against

JENNIFER IWUMUNE, et al
Defendant(s).

Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale entered
on May 4, 2018.

I, the undersigned Referee
will sell at public auction at
the Queens County Supreme
Courthouse, 88-11 Sutphin
Boulevard, Court Room # 25,
Jamaica, N.Y. on the 8th day
of March, 2019 at 10:00 a.m.
premises described as fol-
lows: All that certain plot,
piece or parcel of land, with
the building and improve-
ments thereon erected, sit-
uate, lying and being in the
Borough and County of
Queens, City and State of
New York.

Said premises known as 106-
43 156th Avenue, Jamaica,
N.Y. 11433,

(Block: 10124, Lot: 39).
Approximate amount of lien
$ 912,125.68 plus interest
and costs.

Premises will be sold subject
to provisions of filed judg-
ment and terms of sale.
Index No. 32432-09. Barry S.
Seidel, Esq., Referee.
McCabe, Weisberg, & Con-
way, LLC

Attorney(s) for Plaintiff

145 Huguenot Street - Suite
210, New Rochelle, New York
10801

(914) 636-8900

Legal Notice # 21466425
NOTICE OF SALE OF COOP-
ERATIVE APARTMENT
SECURITY BY VIRTUE OF A
DEFAULT under the terms of
a Security Agreement dated
June 6, 2006 executed by Ja-
net Tsivgoulis, debtor(s), to
BNY Mortgage Company,
LLC, secured party, in accord-
ance with its rights as holder
of the Security, Deutsche
Bank National Trust Compa-
ny as Trustee for Residential
Asset Securitization Trust
Series 2006-A14CB Mortgage
Pass-Through  Certificates
Series 2006-N by Jessica
Prince-Clateman, DCA # 1097
640 and/or Vincent DeAnge-
lis, DCA # 1127571 and/or Ka-
ren Loiacano, DCA #1435601
will conduct a public foreclo-
sure sale of the security con-
sisting of 284 shares of stock
of Bay Terrace Cooperative
Section X, Inc., all right, title
and interest in and to a Pro-
prietary Lease between said
Corporation and debtor for
apartment  2A, in building
known as 1870 211th Street,
Bayside, NY 11360 together
with all fixtures and articles
of personal property now or
hereafter affixed to or used
in connection with said apart-
ment on March 15, 2019, at
12:00 PM On the front steps
of the Queens County Court-
house, 88-11 Sutphin Blvd.,
Jamalca, NY 11435 in satis-
faction of an indebtedness in
the principal amount of $139
,691.45 plus interest, late
fees, attorney fees, mainte-
nance in arrears and all other
advanced charges Apart-
ment is sold ”AS IS” and pos-
session to be obtained by
the purchaser. Said sale is
subject to: payment of all
sums due, if any, to Bay Ter-
race Cooperative Section X,
Inc. and the consent if neces-
sary, of said corporation; any
existing tenancy; payment of
all expenses and fees of the
secured party with respect
thereto; terms of the sale
and auctioneer’s fees. The se-
cured party reserves the
right to bid. A 10% down pay-
ment in certified funds or
bank check payable to Sha-
piro, DiCaro & Barak, LLC is
required at sale with a bal-
ance of bid due within thirty
(30) days. File No. 18-077474

96481

Legal Notice # 21463360

Notice of Formation of Child-
rens Lifeskills Development,
LLC. Arts of Org. filed with
NY Secy of State (SSNY) on
1/18/19. Office location:
Queens County. SSNY is des-
ignated as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 91-12 175th St,
Ste 2B, Jamaica, NY 11432.
Purpose: any lawful activity.



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the NY Daily News newspaper for Miller
Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that the
New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement, of

which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said
weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019,

/Q/U‘fw\ Ploo.

Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

/
This 20e%" day of 14y ijl‘ 2019
42

Q... 0

\_') v —e
Notary Public /

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022
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Legal Notices

Notice of formation of Black Star
Marketing Group LLC. Articles
of Org. filed with the Secretary
of State of New York (SSNY) on
10/15/2018. Office located in Queens
County. SSNY has been designated
for service of process. SSNY shall
mail copy of any process served
against the LLC to: 98- 23 HH
expwy Unit #4E Corona, NY 11368.
Purpose: Any lawful activity or
purpose.

Cactus 605 Woodfield LLC Arts
of Org. filed SSNY 4/3/18. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent of
LLC upon whom process may be

Legal Notices

Cactus 733 Amsterdam LLC Arts
of Org. filed SSNY 11/14/18. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent of
LLC upon whom process may be
served & mail to 47-05 Metropolitan
Ave Flushing, NY 11385 General
Purpose

Legal Notices

Notice of Formation of 64-17
Central Ave LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 11/21/18. Office location: Queens
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 64-17 Central Ave,
Glendale, NY 11385. Purpose: any
lawful activity.

Cactus Forest Associates LLC Arts
of Org. filed SSNY 1/7/19. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent of
LLC upon whom process may be
served & mail to 47-05 Metropolitan

Notice of Formation of Chris Chris
Kelly LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY) on
9/12/18. Office location: Richmond
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail

Legal Notices

CJD REALTY CONSULTANTS
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with SSNY
on 08/21/18. Off. Loc.: Queens Co.
SSNY desig. as agt. upon whom
process may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: The LLC, 9921
67th Rd. Apt. 1B Forest Hills, NY
11375. The reg. agt. is US Corp.
Agents, Inc. at 7014 13th Ave. Ste.
202 Brooklyn, NY 11228. General
Purposes

East Coast Horizon, LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 12/21/18. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent of
LLC upon whom process may be
served & mail to Registered Agents
90 State St #700-40 Albany NY 12207
General Purpose

Ave Ridgewood, NY 11385 General

served & mail to 47-05 Metropolitan
Purpose

Ave Ridgewood, NY 11385 General
Purpose

process to:

Purpose: any lawful activity.

The LLC, 462 Villa
Avenue, Staten Island, NY 10302.

New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within both the 100-year
floodplain and a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Community
Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief
Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act
included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recovery,
restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas
resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has
identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR
Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for
Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is implemented by
HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and Federal agencies,
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
to examine the potential environmental and social impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds, which
would be dispersed through OMB as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed project; therefore, OMB is the
Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The proposed project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires
approvals from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation (NYC Parks); therefore, NYC Parks is the Lead
Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City
Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and /
or wetlands, and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment, should be given an
opportunity to express their concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate public notice
program can be an important public educational tool. Commenters are encouraged to offer alternate methods to
serve the same project purpose and methods to minimize and mitigate impacts. The dissemination of information
and request for public comment about floodplains and wetlands can facilitate and enhance federal efforts to reduce
the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when
the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains and wetlands, it must inform
those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd
Street and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to adequately protect
vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane Sandy, a presidentially
declared disaster, caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial
property, transportation, power, parklands including East River Park, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in
turn affected medical and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this area, the City is proposing to
install and operate a flood protection system, along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery
Street and East 25th Street as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. This flood protection system
would be primarily integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a
diverse and vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, recreational,
natural and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the proposed project to enhance access to waterfront
parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. An early floodplain notice for the ESCR Project was
previously published on February 5, 2016 and public comments were accepted through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and the City has
identified a project alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred Alternative. This Preferred Alternative
proposes to situate the line of flood protection in East River Park, thereby protecting both the community and the
park from design storm events as well as increased tidal inundation resulting from sea level rise. The Preferred
Alternative would raise East River Park between the amphitheater and East 13th Street by approximately eight-feet
and install the floodwall below-grade to meet the design flood elevation criteria. This plan would reduce the length
of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood connectivity and
integration. In addition to the Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the Corlears Hook Bridge would be
reconstructed to be universally accessible under the modified design. The park’s underground water and sewer
infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and additional existing park structures and recreational features, including
the amphitheater, track facility, and tennis house, would also be reconstructed. Relocation of two existing
embayments along the East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan to allow for siting of active
recreation fields within the park. In addition, a shared-use flyover bridge would be built cantilevered over the
northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near the Con Edison facility between East 13th and East
15th Streets, thus providing a more accessible connection between East River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown
Walk. The design for the proposed project was conceptualized to be between Montgomery and Cherry Streets and
between East 13th and East 23rd Streets. However, as design for this compartment advanced, the project area was
extended north to East 25th Street and included the historic Asser Levy Recreational Center. Assuming all approvals
are issued, project construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA)-designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the 100-year flood event.

The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on United States
Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project area also includes Littoral Zone tidal
wetland regulated by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and wetlands that
are regulated by the United States Army Corps of Engineers as Waters of the United States. In addition, there are
three areas classified by NYSDEC as coastal shoals, bars, and mudflats tidal wetlands—located where Pier 42
meets East River Park, at the southern extent of Stuyvesant Cove Park, and approximately at the middle of
Stuyvesant Cove Park.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the proposed use of
federal funds to support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or wetland. The City is interested
in alternatives and public perceptions of possible adverse impacts that could result from the project as well as
potential mitigation measures. Maps of the proposed project area, schematic design plans, and maps of the
proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain and wetland are available at:
https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007, Attention:
Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15
calendar day comment period will begin the day after publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such
comments should be received by OMB on or before March 11, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director
Date: February 22, 2019

Notice of Formation of Elite Test
Prep of Staten Island LLC. Art. of
Org. filed Sec’y of State (SSNY)
2/6/19. Office location: Richmond
Co. SSNY designated as agent of
LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: 122 Eylandt St, Staten
Island, NY 10312. Purpose: any
lawful activities.

Emvee Productions, LLC Arts of
Org. filed SSNY 12/11/18. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent of
LLC upon whom process may be
served & mail to 41-41 38 St Long
Island City, NY 11101 General
Purpose

Global Relations And Development,
LLC Arts of Org. filed SSNY 11/13/18.
Office: Queens Co. SSNY design
agent of LLC upon whom process
may be served & mail to Kory Cai
67-57 170 St Fresh Meadows, NY
11365 General Purpose

Notice of Formation of God’s
Little Angels by Faith LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with Secy. of State
of NY (SSNY) on 1/18/19. Office
location: Richmond County. SSNY
designafed as agent of LLC upon
whom process against it may be
served. SSNY shall mail process
to: Faith Bernal, 157 Harbor Road,
Staten Island, NY 10303. Purpose:
any lawful activity.

Notice of Formation of Have U
Covered, LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/8/19. Office location: Queens
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to: P.O. Box 610528,
Bayside, NY 11361. Purpose: any
lawful activity.

Jing Song Property LLC, Arts of
Org. filed with Sec. of State of NY
(SSNY) 5/17/2018. Cty: Queens.
SSNY desig. as agent upon whom
process against may be served &
shall mail process to 73-14 178th St.,
Fresh Meadows, NY 11366. General
Purpose.

JJ WORLDWIDE REALTY LLC.
Filed 12/4/18. Office: Queens Co.
SSNY designated as agent for
process & shall mail to: Jin Chi,
3940 64th St, Woodside, NY 11377.
Purpose: General.

Notice of Formation of Keystone
Assets 1 LLC. Art. of Org. filed
Sec’y of State (SSNY) 1/2519.
Office location: Richmond Co.
SSNY designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process against it may
be served. SSNY shall mail process
to: 1911 Richmond Ave, Ste 200,
Staten Island, NY 10314. Purpose:
any lawful activities.

Notice of formation of Kristen
Riani Movement LLC. Articles
of Org. filed with the Secretary
of State of New York (SSNY) on
01/03/2019. Office located in Queens
County. SSNY has been designated
for service of process. SSNY shall
mail copy of any process served
against the LLC to: 88-10 Whitney
Avenue, Apt 6-A, Elmhurst, New
York 11373. Purpose: Any lawful
activity or purpose.

MARY WALTON (Plaintiff)
against JOSEPH PLAZA
(Defendant) Index No.: 13570/2014
Let all persons interested in the
estate of MARY WALTON, the
deceased plaintiff, or her attorneys
show cause at Part 97, Room
775, located at 360 Adams Street,
Brooklyn, New York, on the 20th
day of March, 2019 at 9:30 a.m.,
why an Order should not be made
pursuant to C.P.L.R. 1021 dismiss-
ing the complaint of plaintiff
MARY WALTON, for failure to
make fimely substitution in the
place and stead of the deceased

plaintiff.

Anyone knowing the whereabouts

of VICTOR MANUEL MORA
GARCIA, last known address,
somewhere in the Bronx, New
York, please contact R. Michael
McHale, McHale Law Firm, 631
Kirby Street, Lake Charles, LA
70601, phone (337) 990-0093.

Legal Notices

PUBLIC NOTICE
J. H. Greer, Il or anyone knowing
the whereabouts of Mr. Greer, last
known address was New haven, CT.
Please contact Jordiene Williams
at 917-891-5121. Ref Divorce.

Notice and Summons in a
Civil Action

United States District Court
for the Eastern District of New
York, Civil Action No. 18-cv-5650
(JBW) (RER), Allstate Insurance
Company, et al. Plaintiffs, v.
Khotenok et. al, Defendants.
To: Grace Ragues Maisel, M.D., 3
Old Phillips Hill Road, New City,
New York 10956.
Within 21 days after service of this
summons upon you by publication
in this newspaper (nof counting
the day vyou received it), you
are hereby summoned to serve
an answer upon Plaintiffs to the
Complaint or file a motion under
Rule 12 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure. The answer or mo-
tion must be served on Plaintiffs’
attorneys, whose name and address
are: Robert Stern, Esd., Morrison
Mahoney LLP, 120 Broadway, Suite
1010, New York, NY 10271. If you
fail to respond, iudgment by default
will be entered against you for the
relief demanded in the Complaint.
You must also file your answer or
motion with the court.
Nature of the Action and Relief
Sought: The lawsuit alleges, among
other things, violations of the
United States Racketeer Influenced
and Corrupt Organizations Act
(”"RICO"), 18 U.S.C.A. § 1961 et seq.
and New York State common law,
resulting from your participation in
a scheme to defraud in which you,
through Performance Plus Medical
P.C., submitted and/or participated
in the submission of fraudulent
insurance claims for medical
services to Plaintiffs for reimburse-
ment under the New York No-fault
Law. As a result of your alleged
participation in the fraud alleged
in the Complaint, the lawsuit seeks
damages in excess of $398,000.00,
which may be trebled as a result
of the violation of the RICO statute.
The foregoing summons is served
upon you by publication pursuant to
an Order of the Honorable Ramon
E. Reyes, Jr., dated January 22,
2019, filed along with supporting
papers with the Clerk of the Court,
in the District Court, of and for the
Eastern District of New York.

HOWARD BEACH MEDICAL OF
NEW YORK LLC Articles of Org.
filed NY Sec. of State (SSNY)
3/19/18. Office in Queens Co. SSNY
design. Agent of PLLC upon whom
process may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to Corporate
Creations Network Inc 15 North
Mill ST Nyack, NY 10960. Purpose:
Any lawful activity.

MEDKON 27, LLC, Arts. of Org.
filed with the SSNY on 01/11/2019.
Office loc: Queens County. SSNY
has been designated as agent upon
whom process against the LLC
may be served. SSNY shall mail
process fo: David Zhang, PO Box
543, Hicksville, NY 11802. Purpose:
Any Lawful Purpose.

Notice of formation of HOUSE
OF VIRASAT. Articles of Org.
filed with the Secretary of State of
New York (SSNY) on LLC. Office
located in Queens County. SSNY
has been designated for service of
process. SSNY shall mail copy of
any process served against the LLC
to: NO SERVICE CO. Purpose:
Any lawful activity or purpose.

31-51 33rd Street LLC Arts of Org
filed with NY Sec of State (SSNY)
on 12/3/18. Office: Queens County.
SSNY designated as agent of LLC
upon whom process may be served.
SSNY shall mail process to: 72 E
Old Country Rd, Mineola, NY 11501.
General Purposes.

Notice of formation of E- BORGE
CAPITAL LLC. Articles of Org.
filed with the Secretary of State of
New York (SSNY) on 3/6/2018. Office
located in Queens County. SSNY
has been designated for service
of process. SSNY shall mail copy
of any process served against the
LLC to: 115-12 125th Street, South
Ozone Park, NY 11420. Purpose:
Any lawful activity or purpose.

Notice of formation of LITTLE
HIKES CO LLC. Articles of Org.
filed with the Secretary of State
of New York (SSNY) on 2/14/2019.
Office located in Richmond County.
SSNY has been designated for
service of process. SSNY shall
mail copy of any process served
against the LLC to: 461 GREELEY
AVE, STATEN ISLAND, NY 10306.
Purpose: Any lawful activity or
purpose.
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SAL JAVA LLC, Arts. of Org. filed
with the SSNY on 01/23/2019. Office
loc: Queens County. SSNY has
been designated as agent upon
whom process against the LLC
may be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 148-29 Cross
Island Pkwy, Whitestone, NY 11357.
Purpose: Any Lawful Purpose.

LLTTF BARD, LLC Art. Of Org.
Filed Sec. of State of NY 1/23/2019.
Off. Loc. : Richmond Co. SSNY
designated as agent upon whom
process against it may be served
and shall mail process to: c/o
Patrice Buffaloe, 264 Bard Avenue,
Staten Island, NY 10310. Purpose:
Any lawful act or activity.

Martian Poets LLC Authority filed
SSNY 10/15/18 Office: Queens Co
LLC formed DE 10/9/18 exists 16192
Coastal Hwy Lewes, DE 19958.
SSNY design agent upon whom
process against the LLC may be
served & mail to 36-14 165 St #5 Bs
Flushing, NY 11358 Cert of Regis
Filed DE SOS 401 Federal St #4
Dover DE 19901 General Purpose

METROLUX LIVING LLC. Arts.
of Org. filed with SSNY on 12/01/16.
Off. Loc.: Queens Co. SSNY desig.
as agt. upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail process
to: The LLC, 5821 256th St. Little
Neck, NY 11362. The reg. agt. is
Posh Living LLC. at the same ad-
dress. General Purposes.

Notice of Formation of P & H Jung
Holdings, LLC. Arts. of Org. filed
with Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 1/17/19. Office location: Queens
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 31-01 21st St.,
Astoria, NY 11106. Purpose: any
lawful activity.

Pearson Assemblage LLC Arts
of Org. filed SSNY 6/22/18. Office:
Queens Co. SSNY design agent
of LLC upon whom process may
be served & mail to Incorp Srvcs,
Inc. One Commerce Plaza 99
Washington Ave #805a Albany, NY
12210-2822 General Purpose

PFC & SRJ Foundation LLC Arts

of Org filed with NY Sec of State
(SSNY) on 1/2/19. Office: Queens
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process may be
served. SSNY shall mail process
to: 136-33 37th Ave, #8B, Flushing,
NY 11354. General Purposes.

Pwd-Ni/Ny, LLC Authority filed
SSNY 12/21/18 Office: Richmond
Co LLC formed IA 7/18/17 exists 80
State St Albany, NY 12207 SSNY
design agent for process & shall
mail fo same address Cert of Regis
Filed IA SOS 1007 East Grand Ave
#105 State Capitol Des Moines, IA
50319 General Purpose

S| DREAM HOMES LLC Art.
Of Org. Filed Sec. of State of NY
10/9/2018. Off Loc.: Richmond Co.
SSNY designated as agent upon
whom process against it may be
served. SSNY to mail copy of
process to The LLC, 27 White Oak
Lane, Staten Island, NY 10309.
Purpose: Any lawful act or activity.

Sleep Comfy LLC, Arts of Org. filed
with Sec. of State of NY (SSNY)
1/11/2019. Cty: Queens. SSNY
desig. as agent upon whom process
against may be served & shall mail
process to 104-15 116th St., South
Richmond Hill, NY 11419. General
Purpose.

Tfit Nyc LLC Arts of Org. filed
SSNY 12/14/18. Office: Queens Co.
SSNY design agent of LLC upon
whom process may be served &
mail to 5025 65 Pl Woodside, NY
11377 RA: US Corp Agents, Inc.
7014 13 Ave #202 Brooklyn, NY 11228
General Purpose

Notice of formation of The Little
Design Shoppe LLC. Articles of
Org. filed with the Secretary of
State of New York (SSNY) on
02/01/2017. Office located in Queens
County. SSNY has been designated
for service of process. SSNY shall
mail copy of any process served
against the LLC to: 90 State Street,
STE 700, Office 40 Albany, NY
12207. Purpose: Any lawful activity
or purpose.

TJAJPCB LLC, Arts of Org. filed
with Sec. of State of NY (SSNY)
1/4/2019. Cty: Queens. SSNY desig.
as agent upon whom process
against may be served & shall mail
process to 23-15 121st St., College
Point, NY 11356. General Purpose.



AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the NY Post newspaper for Miller
Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that the
New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement, of

which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said
weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019.

Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

. tt L
This 2& day of J-<<>rvarg, 2019

) v \-Cr—
Notary Public

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022
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EMPLOYMENT

GENERAL HELP WANTED GENERAL HELP WANTED

Sales opportunities throughout the tri state at our kiosk
in retail stores, grocery stores, convenience stores
& the occasional festival or event.

Join our team with Succeed With Exceed Sales &
Marketing and sell subscriptions for the New York Post!

We offer flexible schedules,
opportunity to advance & enjoyable work
with stable income.

Our successful contractors typically earn between
$15 - $40 per hour with commissions and bonuses.
Pay is weekly. No cold calling. No door to door.

Successful applicants must have a car,
an outgoing personality, and
be responsible enough to work in an
unsupervised environment.

Excellent for college students & retirees.
Sales experience is preferred but not required.

Toinquire call Randy today:
1-610-633-0721

leave amessage with your name, number,
and best time to be contacted.

DISPATCHER/SUPERVISOR
(School Bus Company)
(BROOKLYN)

Long established School Bus Co.
serving the five boroughs of New
York City is currently looking to fill a
Full-Time DISPATCHER position.
LOCATION: IN BROOKLYN, NY.

REQUIREMENTS:

« Prior dispatch experience required
+ Knowledge of five boroughs a plus
« Professional team player

« Excellent communications,
organizational, and customer
service skills.

« Being able to effectively
communicate with drivers,
attendants, parents,

school administrators on

a professional level.

OTHER QUALIFICATIONS:

+ Multi-tasking capability

+ Composure under pressure

+ Detail Oriented

+ Knowledge of computer
dispatching software preferred/
willing to train right candidate.

« Computer literate.

*Willingness to work flexible hours,
weekends and holidays is a must*

APPLY IN PERSON AT:

1 Coffey St., Brooklyn, NY 11231
OR Call 929-270-2560
Monday - Friday 9:00am-4:00pm
www.jofaztrans.com
We are an equal opportunity/
affirmative action employer.

MECHANIC - DIESEL/GAS
School Bus Company
DIESEL & GAS TECHNICIAN

JOB DUTIES INCLUDE:

* Repairs and maintains school buses
and school bus equipment.

« Test drives repaired equipment.

+ Notifies supervisor of potentially
dangerous equipment and takes
corrective action.

« Performs all other duties as
assigned.

DIESEL TECHNICIAN/MECHANIC
JOB REQUIREMENTS:

+Be at least 18 years old

+Have a valid driver’s license

+ Able to obtain a CDL license

« Must be able to pass a background
check and drug test

+ Possess a combination of
education and technical experience
including a minimum of 2 years
diesel service and fleet experience

WE OFFER:

+ Competitive compensation (paid
weekly) ¢ Job stability * Uniforms

« Paid holidays * Sick time
+Vacation time «Medical benefits
« Union shop < Full time and part
time positions available
*Willingness to work flexible hours,
weekends and holidays is a must*

APPLY IN PERSON AT:
1 Coffey St., Brooklyn, NY 11231
OR Call 929-270-2560
Monday - Friday 9:! g
www.jofaztrans.com

Looking For A New
Check Out Your Options in the LAVNCLITIIEY

Career Training Listings

SCHOOL BUS DRIVERS WANTED!
(BROOKLYN)

Start your career as a School Bus
Driver! We need people interested in
launching a Driving Career as a
School Bus Driver to New York City
public school students.

School Bus Drivers provide safe,
reliable, and efficient public
transportation to school

children every day.

WE OFFER:

« Starting Pay up to $20/hr

+Full and Part time positions

« Full Benefits Available

REQUIREMENTS:

* Must be at least 21 years of age

» Must hold a current NY, NJ, CT, or
PA CDL (Commercial Driver's
License)

+ CDL-B or A must have passenger
endorsement (no restrictions) and
an "S" endorsement or be willing to
obtain an "S" endorsement

+ CDL-C applicants must have a
passenger endorsement (N2
Restriction will NOT be considered)
+ Must not exceed 5 points on
driving record.

« Able to pass a DOT Physical,

Drug Screen and a criminal
background check.

Note: Please check your license

to be sure that you do NOT have
an "N2" restriction

Reply by email with your contact
information/or resume attached or...
APPLY IN PERSON AT:

1 Coffey St., Brooklyn, NY 11231
OR Call 929-270-2560
Monday - Friday 9:00am-4:00pm
www.jofaztrans.com
We are an equal
opportunity/affirmative
action employer.

TRUCKER HELPERS & WAREHOUSE
WORKERS PART TIME:
Accepting applications on Wed.,
from 9:30-11AM. Call 718-383-5500
x 9653 for further details

PROFESSIONAL

Marketing: AlixPartners, LLP (New
York, NY) seeks Thought Leadership
Vice President, Marketing w/master’s
in Journalism, Communications or
Media Studies and 1 yr. of exp. in
writing, editing and publishing
business-related content (or BS+5).
Must have some work experience in
each of the following: 1) developing
compelling short- and long-form
content integrating journalistic tech-
niques with print and digital media;
2) coordinating writing, editorial and
publishing teams with a focus on
technology and financial topics;

3) interfacing with teams at multiple
organizational levels including C-
Suite executives. This position quali-
fies for the AlixPartners employee re-
ferral program. Send cover letter and
resume to klongo@alixpartners.com.
No calls. EOE.

Too cute!
Puppies, Kittens, Dogs, and Cats
Sell themin the
New York Post Classifieds
Call 212-930-8100 today

PET PLACE

MALTESE PUPPIES
Adorable males and females, toy or
teacup sizes, shots and papers.
Call 718-614-3968

SHIH-TZU PUPPIES
Beautiful Males & Females
Price to $ell
Call 718-887-5433

YORKIE PUPPIES
ADORABLE, pure bred,
toy & teacup sizes.
Call 718-306-4136

List your property for sale!
Place an ad in the NYP Home section,
the weekly real estate guide
running on Thursdays
Call 212-930-8100 today!

nypost.com

NOTICES

LEGAL NOTICES

New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within both the
100-year floodplain and a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama signed the
“Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other
appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary expenses related to disaster
relief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in the most
impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the
subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible
Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4)
of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection
of Wetlands and is implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is
within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and Federal
agencies, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the potential environmental and social impacts of the project. HUD has allocated
CDBG-DR funds, which would be dispersed through OMB as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed
project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The proposed project is also primarily located
in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation (NYC Parks);
therefore, NYC Parks is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains
and / or wetlands, and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment, should be given
an opportunity to express their concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate
public notice program can be an important public educational tool. Commenters are encouraged to offer
alternate methods to serve the same project purpose and methods to minimize and mitigate impacts. The
dissemination of information and request for public comment about floodplains and wetlands can facilitate and
enhance federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special
areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking
place in floodplains and wetlands, it must inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East
42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to adequately
protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane Sandy, a
presidentially declared disaster, caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential
and commercial property, transportation, power, parklands including East River Park, and water and sewer
infrastructure, which in turn affected medical and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this
area, the City is proposing to install and operate a flood protection system, along a portion of the east side of
Manhattan between Montgomery Street and East 25th Street as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency
(ESCR) Project. This flood protection system would be primarily integrated to City parkland and streets while
reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnerable residential population and safeguarding
critical housing, energy, infrastructure, recreational, natural and transportation systems. It is also an objective
of the proposed project to enhance access to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant
Cove Park. An early floodplain notice for the ESCR Project was previously published on February 5, 2016 and
public comments were accepted through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and the City has
identified a project alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred Alternative. This Preferred
Alternative proposes to situate the line of flood protection in East River Park, thereby protecting both the
community and the park from design storm events as well as increased tidal inundation resulting from sea level
rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise East River Park between the amphitheater and East 13th Street by
approximately eight-feet and install the floodwall below-grade to meet the design flood elevation criteria. This
plan would reduce the length of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced
neighborhood connectivity and integration. In addition to the Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the
Corlears Hook Bridge would be reconstructed to be universally accessible under the modified design. The
park’s underground water and sewer infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and additional existing park
structures and recreational features, including the amphitheater, track facility, and tennis house, would also be
reconstructed. Relocation of two existing embayments along the East River Park esplanade is also proposed
under this plan to allow for siting of active recreation fields within the park. In addition, a shared-use flyover
bridge would be built cantilevered over the northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near the
Con Edison facility between East 13th and East 15th Streets, thus providing a more accessible connection
between East River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown Walk. The design for the proposed project was
conceptualized to be between Montgomery and Cherry Streets and between East 13th and East 23rd Streets.
However, as design for this compartment advanced, the project area was extended north to East 25th Street
and included the historic Asser Levy Recreational Center. Assuming all approvals are issued, project
construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA)-designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the 100-year flood event.

The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on United
States Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project area also includes
Littoral Zone tidal wetland regulated by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) and wetlands that are regulated by the United States Army Corps of Engineers as Waters of the
United States. In addition, there are three areas classified by NYSDEC as coastal shoals, bars, and mudflats
tidal wetlands—located where Pier 42 meets East River Park, at the southern extent of Stuyvesant Cove Park,
and approximately at the middle of Stuyvesant Cove Park.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the proposed
use of federal funds to support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or wetland. The
City is interested in alternatives and public perceptions of possible adverse impacts that could result from the
project as well as potential mitigation measures. Maps of the proposed project area, schematic design plans,
and maps of the proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain and wetland are available at:
https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007,
Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at COBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The
minimum 15 calendar day comment period will begin the day after publication and end on the 16th day after
publication. Such comments should be received by OMB on or before March 11, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director
Date: February 22, 2019

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK
COUNTY OF RICHMOND
SUPPLEMENTAL SUMMONS AND
NOTICE

Index No. 135041/2018
Date Filed: 2/7/2019

JPMorgan Chase Bank, National
Association,
Plaintiff,

-against-

Betty Harville a/k/a Betty M.
Harville; Dary Harville a/k/a Darin
Harville, if he be living or dead, his
spouse, heirs, devisees,
distributees and successors in
interest, all of whom and whose
names and places of residence are
unknown to Plaintiff, New York
State Affordable Housing
Corporation;

Neighborhood Housing Services of
Staten Island, Inc.; Criminal Court
of the City of New York; Richmond
Supreme Court; City of New York
Environmental Control Board; City
of New York Parking Violations
Bureau; City of New York Transit
Adjudication Bureau; State of New
York; and "JOHN DOE", said name
being fictitious, it being the
intention of Plaintiff to designate
any and all occupants of premises
being foreclosed herein, and any
parties, corporations or entities, if
any, having or claiming an interest
or lien upon the mortgaged
premises,

Defendants.

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 73 De Groot
Place, Staten Island, NY 10310

TO THE ABOVE NAMED
DEFENDANTS:

YOU ARE HEREBY SUMMONED to
answer the complaint in this action
and to serve a copy of your answer,
or a notice of appearance on the
attorneys for the Plaintiff within
thirty

(30) days after the service of this
summons, exclusive of the day of
service. The United States of
America, if designated as a
defendant in this action, may
appear within sixty (60) days of
service hereof. In case of your
failure to appear or answer,
judgment will be taken against you
by default for the relief demanded
in the complaint.

THE ABOVE NAMED
DEFENDANTS:  The  foregoing
Summons is served upon you by
publication pursuant to an Order of
the Hon. Desmond Green, a Justice
of the Supreme Court, Richmond
County, entered Feb. 6, 2019 and
filed with the complaint and other
papers in the Richmond County
Clerk’s Office.

NOTICE OF NATURE OF ACTION
AND RELIEF SOUGHT THE OBJECT
of the above captioned action is to
foreclose a Consolidation and/or
Modified Mortgage (hereinafter
"the  Mortgage") to secure
$243,173.17 and interest, covering
premises known as 73 De Groot
Place, Staten Island, NY 10310 a/k/a
Block 201, Lot 77.
The relief sought in the within
action is a final judgment directing
the sale of the premises described
above to satisfy the debt secured
by the Mortgage described above.
Plaintiff ~ designates  Richmond
County as the place of trial. Venue
is based upon the County in which
the mortgaged premises s
situated.
NOTICE
YOU ARE IN DANGER OF LOSING
YOUR HOME
IF YOU DO NOT RESPOND TO THIS
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT BY
SERVING A COPY OF THE ANSWER
ON THE ATTORNEY FOR THE
MORTGAGE COMPANY WHO FILED
THIS FORECLOSURE PROCEEDING
AGAINST YOU AND FILING THE
ANSWER WITH THE COURT, A
DEFAULT JUDGMENT MAY BE
ENTERED AND YOU CAN LOSE
YOUR HOME.
SPEAK TO AN ATTORNEY OR GO TO
THE COURT WHERE YOUR CASE IS
PENDING FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION ON HOW TO
ANSWER THE SUMMONS AND
PROTECT YOUR PROPERTY.
SENDING A PAYMENT TO YOUR
MORTGAGE COMPANY WILL NOT
STOP THIS FORECLOSURE ACTION.
YOU MUST RESPOND BY SERVING
A COPY OF THE ANSWER ON THE
ATTORNEY FOR THE PLAINTIFF
(MORTGAGE = COMPANY)  AND
FILING THE ANSWER WITH THE
COURT.
Dated: August 3, 2018
Frank M. Cassara, Esq.
Senior Associate Attorney
SHAPIRO, DICARO & BARAK, LLC
Attorneys for Plaintiff
175 Mile Crossing Boulevard
Rochester, New York 14624
(585) 247-9000
Fax: (585) 247-7380
our File No. 17-068381
#96489
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the Rockaway Wave newspaper for
Miller Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that
the New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement,

of which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said

weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019.
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Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

Pl
This 2" day of '\é‘wx-v«%‘ 2019

7 ) \i/.
)(/“JLY;_,:_, AL
Notary Public

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022
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LEGAL NOTICES

LEGAL NOTIGES

Notice of Formation of 129-24 Mer-
rick Blvd LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with
Secy. of State of NY (SSNY) on
8/30/18. Office location: Queens
County. SSNY designated as agent
of LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
process to: The LLC, 77-11 164th St,
2nd Fl., Flushing, NY 11366. Pur-
pose: any lawful activity. #2019-033,
6x 2/8-3/15/19.

3636 Main Street 2SE LLC, Arts of
Org. filed with Sec. of State of NY
(SSNY) 1/18/2019. Cty: Queens.
SSNY desig. as agent upon whom
process against may be served &
shall mail process to 3636 Main
Street, Flushing, NY 11354. General
Purpose. #2019-035, 6x 2/8-3/15/19.

Danata Realty LLC, Arts of Org. filed
with Sec. of State of NY (SSNY)
1/16/2019. Cty: Queens. SSNY desig.
as agent upon whom process
against may be served & shall mail
process to 19-19 24th Ave., #L510,
Astoria, NY 11102. General Purpose.
#2019-036, 6x 2/8-3/15/19.

Notice of Formation of PROGRES-
SIVE INVESTORS LLC Arts. of Org.
filed with Secy. of State of NY (SSNY)
on 01/30/19. Office location: Queens
County. Princ. office of LLC: 22-15
43rd Ave., Ste. 300, Long Island City,
NY 11101. SSNY designated as
agent of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served. SSNY shall
mail process to the LLC at the addr.
of its princ. office. Purpose: Any law-
ful activity. #2019-037, 6x 2/15-
3/22/19.

Notice of formation of JASKIRT
MANDAHAR DESIGNS, LLC, Articles
of Organization filed with the Secre-
tary of State of New York (SSNY) on
1/23/2019. Office located in Queens
County. SSNY has been designated
for serving of process. SSNY shall
mail copy of any process served
against the LLC to 80-45 Little Neck
Parkway, Floral Park, NY 11004. Pur-
pose: any lawful purpose. #2019-
039, 6x 2/15-3/22/19.

File No.: 2017-2892/A CITATION THE
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW
YORK BY THE GRACE OF GOD,
FREE AND INDEPENDENT To:
Michael Todd Klafter, Bennet Klafter,
Attorney General of the State of
New York The unknown distributees,
legatees, devisees, heirs at law and
assignees of MITCHELL KLAFTER
A/K/A MITCHELL DAVID KLAFTER,
deceased, or their estates, if any
there be, whose names, places of
residence and post office addresses
are unknown to the petitioner and
cannot with due diligence be ascer-
tained. Being the persons interested
as creditors, legatees, distributees
or otherwise in the Estate of
MITCHELL KLAFTER AIKIA
MITCHELL DAVID KLAFTER, de-
ceased, who at the time of death
was a resident of 53-01 72nd Street,
Ridgewood, NY 11385, in the County
of Queens, State of New York. SEND
GREETING: Upon the petition of
LOIS M. ROSENBLATT, Public Ad-
ministrator of Queens County, who
maintains her office at 88-11 Sutphin
Boulevard, Jamaica, Queens
County, New York 11435, as Admin-
istrator of the Estate of MITCHELL
KLAFTER A/K/A MITCHELL DAVID
KLAFTER, deceased, you and each
of you are hereby cited to show
cause before the Surrogate at the
Surrogate’s Court of the County of
Queens, to be held at the Queens
General Courthouse, 6th Floor, 88-
11 Sutphin Boulevard, Jamaica, City
and State of New York, on the 28th
day of March, 2019 at9:30 o’clock in
the forenoon, why the Account of
Proceedings of the Public Adminis-
trator of Queens County, as Admin-
istrator of the Estate of said
deceased, a copy of which is at-
tached, should not be judicially set-
tled, and why the Surrogate should
not fix and allow a reasonable
amount of compensation to GER-
ARD J. SWEENEY, ESQ., for legal
services rendered to petitioner
herein in the amount of $2,722.56

and that the Court fix the fair and
reasonable additional fee for any
services to be rendered by GERARD
J. SWEENEY, ESQ., hereafterin con-
nection with proceedings on kinship,
claims etc., prior to entry of a final
Decree on this accounting in the
amount of 6% of assets or income
collected after the date of the within
accounting; and why the Surrogate
should not fix and allow an amount
equal to one percent on said Sched-
ules of the total assets on Schedules
A, A1, and A2 plus any additional
monies received subsequent to the
date of this account, as the fair and
reasonable amount payable to the
Office of the Public Administrator for
the expenses of said office pursuant
to S.C.P.A. §1106(3); and why each
of you claiming to be a distributee of
the decedent should not establish
proof of your kinship; and why the
balance of said funds should not be
paid to said alleged distributees
upon proof of kinship, or deposited
with the Commissioner of Finance of
the City of New York should said al-
leged distributees default herein, or
fail to establish proof of kinship.
Dated, Attested and Sealed 5th day
of February, 2019 HON. PETER J.
KELLY Surrogate, Queens County
JAMES LIM BECKER Clerk of the
Surrogate’s Court GERARD J.
SWEENEY, ESQ. (718) 459-9000
1981 Marcus Avenue, Suite 200 Lake
Success, New York 11042 This cita-
tion is served upon you as required
by law. You are not obliged to appear
in person. If you fail to appear it will
be assumed that you do not object to
the relief requested unless you file
formal legal, verified objections. You
have a right to have an attorney-at-
law appear for you. Accounting Cita-
tion. #2019-043, 4x 2/15-3/8/19.

Notice of formation of SHERMAN’S
CONSTRUCTION & RENOVATION,
LLC, Articles of Organization filed
with the Secretary of State of New
York (SSNY) on 11/01/2018. Office lo-
cated in Queens County. SSNY has
been designated for serving of
process. SSNY shall mail copy of any
process served against the LLC to
14914 125TH Street, South Ozone
Park, NY 11420. Purpose: any lawful
purpose. #2019-045, 6x 2/22-3/29/19.

Notice is hereby given that a license,
with a pending Ser No., has been ap-
plied for by, to sell wine, beer and
cider at retail in a restaurant under
the ABC Law at 110-64 Queens
Boulevard, Forest Hills, NY 11375 for
on-premises consumption. #2019-
046, 2x 2/22-3/1/19.

Collins Cab LLC, Arts of Org. filed
with Sec. of State of NY (SSNY)
1/31/2019. Cty: Queens. SSNY desig.
as agent upon whom process
against may be served & shall mail
process to 5411 Queens Bivd.,
Woodside, NY 11377.General Pur-
pose. #2019-047, 6x 2/22-3/29/19.

LYNX TRANSPORTATION LLC Arti-
cles of Org. filed NY Sec. of State
(SSNY) 9/23/15. Office in Queens Co.
SSNY design. Agent of LLC upon
whom process may be served. SSNY
shall mail copy of process to The
LLC 133-12 84th ST Ozone Park
Queens, NY 11417. Purpose: Any
lawful activity. #2019-048, 6x 2/22-
3/29/19.

Notice is hereby given that a license,
number (PENDING) for on-premises
Liquor has been applied for by the
undersigned to sell liquor at retail in
a Hotel under the Alcoholic Bever-
age Control Law at 37-06 36th
Street, Long Island City, NY 11101
for on premises consumption. The
Collective Paper Factory LLC (The
Collective (Living) Inc as Manager)
d/b/a Paper Factory #2019-049, 2x
2/22-3/119.

Kabashi 3 LLC, Arts of Org. filed with
Sec. of State of NY (SSNY) 2/1/2019.
Cty: Queens. SSNY desig. as agent
upon whom process against may be
served & shall mail process to 41-42
42nd St., #1K, Long Island City, NY
11104.General Purpose. #2019-050,
6x 2/22-3/29/19.

New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within
both the 100-year floodplain and a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development’'s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
program. President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-
2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-
DR funds for “necessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration of
infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas
resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the
grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity
for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section
2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO
11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR
55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State
and Federal agencies, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the potential environmental and social
impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds, which would be dispersed through
OMB as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency
for the NEPA review. The proposed project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires
approvals from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation (NYC Parks); therefore,
NYC Parks is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in
floodplains and / or wetlands, and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural
environment, should be given an opportunity to express their concerns and provide information
about these areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important public
educational tool. Commenters are encouraged to offer alternate methods to serve the same project
purpose and methods to minimize and mitigate impacts. The dissemination of information and
request for public comment about floodplains and wetlands can facilitate and enhance federal efforts
to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as
a matter of faimess, when the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking
place in floodplains and wetlands, it must inform those who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan
between East 42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the
City’s ability to adequately protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major
storm events. Hurricane Sandy, a presidentially declared disaster, caused extensive inland
flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial property, transportation,
power, parklands including East River Park, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn
affected medical and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this area, the City is
proposing to install and operate a flood protection system, along a portion of the east side of
Manhattan between Montgomery Street and East 25th Street as part of the East Side Coastal
Resiliency (ESCR) Project. This flood protection system would be primarily integrated to City
parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and
vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure,
recreational, natural and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the proposed project to
enhance access to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. An
early floodplain notice for the ESCR Project was previously published on February 5, 2016 and
public comments were accepted through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and
the City has identified a project alternative, which has been selected as the City's Preferred
Alternative. This Preferred Alternative proposes to situate the line of flood protection in East River
Park, thereby protecting both the community and the park from design storm events as well as
increased tidal inundation resulting from sea level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise East
River Park between the amphitheater and East 13th Street by approximately eight-feet and install
the floodwall below-grade to meet the design flood elevation criteria. This plan would reduce the
length of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood
connectivity and integration. In addition to the Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the
Corlears Hook Bridge would be reconstructed to be universally accessible under the modified
design. The park’s underground water and sewer infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade, and
additional existing park structures and recreational features, including the amphitheater, track
facility, and tennis house, would also be reconstructed. Relocation of two existing embayments
along the East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan to allow for siting of active
recreation fields within the park. In addition, a shared-use flyover bridge would be built cantilevered
over the northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near the Con Edison facility
between East 13th and East 15th Streets, thus providing a more accessible connection between
East River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown Walk. The design for the proposed project was
conceptualized to be between Montgomery and Cherry Streets and between East 13th and East
23rd Streets. However, as design for this compartment advanced, the project area was extended
north to East 25th Street and included the historic Asser Levy Recreational Center. Assuming all
approvals are issued, project construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the
100-year flood event.

The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL)
on United States Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project
area also includes Littoral Zone tidal wetland regulated by the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and wetlands that are regulated by the United States
Army Corps of Engineers as Waters of the United States. In addition, there are three areas
classified by NYSDEC as coastal shoals, bars, and mudflats tidal wetlands—Ilocated where Pier
42 meets East River Park, at the southern extent of Stuyvesant Cove Park, and approximately at
the middle of Stuyvesant Cove Park.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding
the proposed use of federal funds to support the construction of the proposed project in a
floodplain and / or wetland. The City is interested in alternatives and public perceptions of
possible adverse impacts that could result from the project as well as potential mitigation
measures. Maps of the proposed project area, schematic design plans, and maps of the
proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain and wetland are available at:
https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New
York 10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-
Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment period will begin the day after
publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by
OMB on or before March 11, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director
Date: February 22, 2019




AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the

attached advertisement in: the Russkaya Reklama newspaper for

Miller Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that
the New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement,

of which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said
weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019.
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Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

This 2€9 day of \'t°5fu«'rLj 2019
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Notary Public

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022






AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the Staten Island Advance newspaper
for Miller Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and
that the New York City Office of Management & Budget

advertisement, of which the annexed is a true copy, has been

published in the said weekly publication on the following issue

date(s): February 22, 2019.
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Subscribed to and Sworn before me

This 24 day of TeSeuar 42019
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Notary Public

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the Sing Tao newspaper for Miller
Advertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that the
New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement, of

which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said
weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019.
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Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

This 24 day offéﬁ_wm-% 2019
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Notary Public /

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom being duly sworn hereby declares and says, that she
is the Advertising Account Executive responsible for placing the
attached advertisement in: the Brooklyn Eagle newspaper for Miller
Adpvertising Agency, Inc.; located in New York, NY, and that the

New York City Office of Management & Budget advertisement, of
which the annexed is a true copy, has been published in the said
weekly publication on the following issue date(s): February 22,
2019.
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,/'q.*’\. \S (2 C»Lc, i
Alison Bloom

Subscribed to and Sworn before me

This 2¥ day o'ﬂ’E:‘Jruz;ﬁl_t_2019

'\"',_,j g \W- -'J\
Notary Public

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14t - 2022



In this Feb. 4 courtroom sketch, Judge Brian Cogan (upper right) gives instructions to ju-
rors in the trial of Joaquin “El Chapo” Guzman in New York. On Wednesday, El Chapo’s
lawyers raised concerns of potential juror misconduct and said they were reviewing “all
available options” after a juror at the notorious Mexican drug lord’s trial told a news
website that several jurors looked at media coverage of the case against a judge’s orders.

Elizabeth Williams via AP

Lawyers for El Chapo
Concerned by Juror
Misconduct Claims

By Jim Mustian And

Michael R. Sisak
The Associated Press

El Chapo’s lawyers raised
concerns of potential juror
misconduct and were review-
ing their options Wednesday
after a member of the jury at
the Mexican drug lord’s trial
told a news website that sever-
al jurors looked at media cov-
erage of the case.

The juror told VICE News
that at least five members of
the jury at Joaquin Guzman’s
trial followed news reports
and Twitter feeds about the
case, against a judge’s orders,
and were aware of potentially
prejudicial material that jurors
weren’t supposed to see.

Guzman, 61, was convict-
ed Feb. 12 on drug and con-
spiracy charges that could put
him behind bars for the rest of
his life. Jurors deliberated for
six days after three months of
testimony. He is set to be sen-
tenced in June.

Guzman’s lawyer, Eduar-
do Balarezo, said the issues
of potential juror misconduct
raised in the VICE article “are
deeply concerning and dis-
tressing.”

“The juror’s allegations of
the jury’s repeated and wide-
spread disregard and contempt
for the Court’s instructions, if
true, make it clear that Joa-
quin did not get a fair trial,”

Balarezo said in a statement.
“We will review all available
options before deciding on a
course of action.”

The U.S. Attorney’s Office
in Brooklyn declined to com-
ment.

Members of the non-se-
questered jury, whose names
were never released, were
warned repeatedly not to look
at news coverage of the case,
including “anything on TV,
radio, newspaper, websites,
blogs or social media.”

Legal experts say that
while it’s too early to talk
about potentially throwing
out the verdict, this could at
least lead the defense to ask
for a chance to question jurors
about their exposure to news
coverage and whether it affect-
ed their decisions. And it starts
with the juror who spoke out
to VICE.

“This person has got to
come in and answer some
questions,” said former feder-
al prosecutor David S. Wein-
stein.

University of Dayton law
professor Thaddeus Hoffmeis-
ter said Guzman’s lawyers
will have to demonstrate not
only that there was juror mis-
conduct but that it had a prej-
udicial impact. “The challenge
now becomes for the court to
determine whether this some-
how influenced their decision
making.”

VICE reported that the ju-
ror requested anonymity and
would not provide a name to
the reporter. But the jury spoke
to the reporter via video chat
for two hours, and the report-
er said he recognized the juror
from the trial.

The juror told VICE at
least five jurors involved in
deliberations and two alter-
nates heard about allegations
that Guzman drugged and
raped underage girls, even
though that evidence was kept
out of the trial because it was
seen as prejudicial.

The allegations, made
public on the eve of delibera-
tions, appeared in news cover-
age and tweets about the case.
The juror said the revelations
didn’t seem to factor into Guz-
man’s guilty verdict, VICE re-
ported.

“That didn’t change no-
body’s mind for sure,” the ju-
ror said, according to VICE.
“We weren’t really hung up on
that. It was just like a five-min-
ute talk and that’s it, no more
talking about that.”

Asked why the judge
wasn’t told about jurors look-
ing at news reports, the ju-
ror told VICE: “I thought we
would get arrested. | thought
they would hold me in con-
tempt... | didn’t want to say
anything or rat out my fellow
jurors. | didn’t want to be that
person. | kept it to myself.”

New York City Office of Management and Budget (OMB)
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation
Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR)
East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland

To: Allinterested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within both the 100-year floodplain and
a wetland, relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’'s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-
Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013" (Public Law 113-2)
into law on January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary expenses
related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in the most
impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the
grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR
Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management,
and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands and is implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b)
for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

Since the proposed project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and Federal agencies, an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the
potential environmental and social impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds, which would be dispersed through
OMB as the Responsible Entity (RE) for the proposed project; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The proposed
project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation
(NYC Parks); therefore, NYC Parks is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and / or wetlands, and
those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment, should be given an opportunity to express their concerns and
provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important public educational tool.
Commenters are encouraged to offer alternate methods to serve the same project purpose and methods to minimize and mitigate
impacts. The dissemination of information and request for public comment about floodplains and wetlands can facilitate and enhance
federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness,
when the federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains and wetlands, it must inform those
who may be put at greater or continued risk.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street and the
Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to adequately protect vulnerable populations and critical
infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane Sandy, a presidentially declared disaster, caused extensive inland flooding,
resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial property, transportation, power, parklands including East River Park,
and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn affected medical and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this area,
the City is proposing to install and operate a flood protection system, along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between
Montgomery Street and East 25th Street as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. This flood protection system
would be primarily integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnerable
residential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, recreational, natural and transportation systems. It is
also an objective of the proposed project to enhance access to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove
Park. An early floodplain notice for the ESCR Project was previously published on February 5, 2016 and public comments were
accepted through February 22, 2016.

Since the publication of the original notice, the design of the proposed project has advanced, and the City has identified a project
alternative, which has been selected as the City’s Preferred Alternative. This Preferred Alternative proposes to situate the line of flood
protection in East River Park, thereby protecting both the community and the park from design storm events as well as increased
tidal inundation resulting from sea level rise. The Preferred Alternative would raise East River Park between the amphitheater and
East 13th Street by approximately eight-feet and install the floodwall below-grade to meet the design flood elevation criteria. This plan
would reduce the length of wall between the community and the waterfront to provide for enhanced neighborhood connectivity and
integration. In addition to the Delancey Street and East 10th Street Bridges, the Corlears Hook Bridge would be reconstructed to be
universally accessible under the modified design. The park’s underground water and sewer infrastructure, bulkhead and esplanade,
and additional existing park structures and recreational features, including the amphitheater, track facility, and tennis house, would
also be reconstructed. Relocation of two existing embayments along the East River Park esplanade is also proposed under this plan
to allow for siting of active recreation fields within the park. In addition, a shared-use flyover bridge would be built cantilevered over
the northbound FDR Drive to address the narrowed pathway near the Con Edison facility between East 13th and East 15th Streets,
thus providing a more accessible connection between East River Park and Captain Patrick J. Brown Walk. The design for the
proposed project was conceptualized to be between Montgomery and Cherry Streets and between East 13th and East 23rd Streets.
However, as design for this compartment advanced, the project area was extended north to East 25th Street and included the historic
Asser Levy Recreational Center. Assuming all approvals are issued, project construction is anticipated to commence in 2020.

The area that would be protected under the ESCR Project includes land within the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)-
designated special flood hazard area (SFHA) for the 100-year flood event.

The East River is mapped as estuarine subtidal wetlands with an unconsolidated bottom (E1UBL) on United States Fish and Wildlife
Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) maps. The project area also includes Littoral Zone tidal wetland regulated by the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) and wetlands that are regulated by the United States Army Corps
of Engineers as Waters of the United States. In addition, there are three areas classified by NYSDEC as coastal shoals, bars, and
mudflats tidal wetlands—located where Pier 42 meets East River Park, at the southern extent of Stuyvesant Cove Park, and
approximately at the middle of Stuyvesant Cove Park.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the proposed use of federal funds to
support the construction of the proposed project in a floodplain and / or wetland. The City is interested in alternatives and public
perceptions of possible adverse impacts that could result from the project as well as potential mitigation measures. Maps of the
proposed project area, schematic design plans, and maps of the proposed location of activities within a 100-year floodplain and
wetland are available at: https://www1.nyc.gov/site/cdbgdr/documents/environmental-records.page

Written comments should be sentto OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson,
Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment period will
begin the day after publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB on or before
March 11, 2019.

City of New York: Bill de Blasio, Mayor
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Melanie Hartzog, Director
Date: February 22, 2019
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City of New York
Office of Management and Budget
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT - DISASTER RECOVERY PROGRAM
EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT

Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed
Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within the
100-year floodplain relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD)
Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama
signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-2) into law on January 29, 2013.
Among other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary expenses
related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic
revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24
CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record.
This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management,
and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands, and is implemented by HUD
Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or
wetland.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between
East 42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to
adequately protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane
Sandy caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial
property, transportation, critical power, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn affected
healthcare and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this area, the City is proposing to
construct a flood protection system along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery
Street and East 23rd Street (with an alternative alignment to East 25th Street) as part of the East Side
Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. In addition to providing a reliable flood protection system for this
area, the ESCR Project also aims to improve and enhance access to the waterfront.

Within this proposed project area, the City is proposing to install and operate a significant flood
protection system that would be integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood
hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical housing,
energy, infrastructure, and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the ESCR Project to enhance
access to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. The proposed flood
protection system would be comprised of a combination of elevated berms, structures, and deployable
systems that would be integrated into the parkland and streets. Assuming all approvals are issued, project
construction is anticipated to commence in summer 2017.

Since the ESCR Project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and federal
agencies, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the potential environmental and social impacts of the



project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds for the ESCR Project, which would be dispersed through
OMB; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The ESCR Project is also primarily
located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City Department of Parks &
Recreation (DPR); therefore, DPR is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review
(CEQR).

The FEMA Revised Preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Maps for New York City are available at
http://apps.femadata.com/preliminaryviewer.

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in
floodplains and those who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment should be given an
opportunity to express their concerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate
public notice program can be an important public educational tool. The dissemination of information
about floodplains can facilitate and enhance Federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the
occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the Federal
government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains, it must inform those who
may be put at greater or continued risk.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the
proposed use of federal funds to support the construction of the ESCR Project in a floodplain. Written
comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007,
Attention:  Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-
Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment period will begin the day after
publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB on or
before February 22, 2016.

City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Dean Fuleihan, Director
Date: February 5, 2016
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NEWSDAY
AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

CAMINO
134 WEST 18TH STREET FL2
NEW YORK, NY 10011

STATE OF NEW YORK) Legal Notice No. 0021151387
:SS.:
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK)

R. Lopes of Newsday Media Group., Suffolk County, N.Y., being duly sworn, says that
such person is, and at the time of publication of the annexed Notice was a duly authorized
custodian of records of Newsday Media Group, the publisher of NEWSDAY, a
newspaper published in the County of Suffolk, County of Nassau, County of Queens, and
elsewhere in the State of New York and other places, and that the Notice of which the
annexed is a true copy, was published in the following editions/counties of said newspaper
on the following dates:

Friday February 05, 2016 Queens

SWORN to before me this
5 Day of February, 2016.

Jason A. Neknez
Notary Public, State jof New York
No. 01NE6219108
Commission Expirgs 03/22/2018
Qualified in S Ik County



Ad Content
Legal Notice # 21151387
of New York

Office of Management and Bu%get
New York CR Deganment of Parks and Recreation
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT - DISASTER
RECOVERY PROGRAM
EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT
Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed
N Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain

To: All intarested Agencies, Grouns, and Individuals. 4
This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is
proposing to undertake activities within the 100-year flood-
Blgm relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban

velopment’s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-
Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama sign-
ed the "Disaster Relief Appropriatians Act, 201" (Public Law
113-2) into law on January 29, 2013. Amon%other appropria-
tions, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for "ne-
cessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recov-
ery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic
reyitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas re-
sulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58,
the City, as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified
its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsi-
ble Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Re-
view Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Ex-
ecutive Order (EQ) 11988 for Ficodplain Management, and by
Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection o Wetlands, and
i implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b)
for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain
or wetland,
In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly im-
pacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street
and the Brookiyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies
in the City's ability to adequately protect vulnerable popula-
tions and critical infrastructure during major storm events.
Hurricane Sandy caused extensive iniand flooding, resulting in
significant damages to residential and commercial property,
transportation, cr itical power, and water and sewer infrastruc-
ture, which in turn affected healthcare and other critical serv-
ices. To address the vulnerability of this area, the City is pro-
posing to construct 3 flood protection system along a portion
of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery Street
and East 23rd Street (with an slternative alignment to East
25th Street) as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency
(ESCR) Project. In addition to providing a reilable flood protec-
tion system for this area, the ESCR Project also aims to im-

rove and enhance access to the waterfront.

ithin this proposed project area, the City is proposing to in-
stall and operate a sianificant flood protection system that
would be integrated to Clt;crarkland and streets while reduc-
ing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnera-
bie residential population and safeguarding critical housing,
energy, infrastructure, and transportation systems. It is also
an objective of the ESCR Project to enhance access to water-
front parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove
Park. The proposed flood ?rutection system would be com-
prised of a combination of elevated berms, structures, and
deployable systems that would be mte?mted into the park-
land and streets, Assuming all approvals are issued, project
construction is anticipated to commence in summer 2017.
Since the ESCR Project is federally funded and requires appro-
vals from various City, State and federal agencies, an Environ-
mental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the
potential environmental and social impacts of the project.
HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds for the ESCR Project,
which would be dispersed through OMB; therefore, OMB is
the Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The ESCR Project is al-
so primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals
from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation
{(DPR); therefore, DPR is the Lead Agency for review pursuant
to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act
(%EQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review

( i
The FEMA Revised Preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Maps for
New York City are available at vz
ht_tD:f/appswfgméﬁ.a.?:aecowp@iammm
There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people
who may be affected b{v activities in floodplains and those
who have an interest in the protection of the natural environ-
ment should be given an opportuni to express their con-
cerns and provide information about these areas. Second, an
adequate public notice program can be an important public ed-
ucational tool. The dissemination of information about flood-
plains can facilitate and enhance Federal efforts to reduce the
risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these
special areas. Third, as a matter of fairness, when the Federal
government determines it will participate in actions taking
place in floodplains, it must inform those who may be put at
graater or continued risk. ; X
All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to
submit written comments regarding the proposed use of fed-
eral funds to support the construction of the ESCR Project in
a flocdplain, Written comments should be sent to OME at 255
Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007, At-
tention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via
email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 cal-
endar day comment Renud will begin the day after publication
and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments
should be received by OME on or before February 22, 2016,
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget,
Dean Fuleihan, Director
Date: February 5, 2016

Wer.,



STATE OF NEW JERSEY
COUNTY OF HUDSON

City of New York
Office of Management and Bud
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
= DISASTER RECOVERY PROGRAM
EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT

Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed
Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York [the City) is proposin,
to underfoke octivities within the 100-year éoodplzn rgliuh!;r’\; fg
the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's (HUD)
Community Development Block GrantDisaster Recovery (CDBG-DR
program. President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations
Act, 2013" [Public Law 113-2] into law on January 29, 2013. Amon
other appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBGDR Func?s
for “necessary expenses related to disaster relief, longterm recovery,
restoration of ‘infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in
the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.”
Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the grant
funds, has idenfified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the
Responsible Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review
Record. This nolice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO)
11988 for Floodplain !j\cnagement, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990
for the Protection of Wetlands, and is implemented by HUD Regulations
found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects
a floodplain or wetland.
In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the
east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge
and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City's ability to adequately
protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major
storm events, Hurricane Sandy caused extensive inland I.E:od'rng,
resulfing in significant damages to residential and commercial property,
transportation, critical power, and water and sewer infrostructure,
whicﬁoin turn affected healthcare and other critical services. To address
the vulnerability of this areq, the Cil'yh is proposing to construct a flood
rotection system along a portion of the east side of Manhatian between
Kﬂorugome Street and East 23rd Street (with an alfernative alignment
to East 25th Sireef} as parl of the East Side Coastal Resiiiency?ESCR}
Project. In addifion to providing a reliable flood protection system for
this area, the ESCR Project also aims to improve and enhance access to
the waterfront.
Within this proposed project area, the City is proposing to install and
operafe a significant Hood protection system that would be integrated
to Cily parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards
and prolecting a diverse and vulnerable residential population and
safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, and transportation
systems. It is also an objective of the ESCR Project to enhance access
to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove
Park. The proposed flood protection system would be comprised of a
combination of elevated berms, siructures, and deployable systems
that would be integrated info the parkland and streets. Assuming all
approvals are issued, project consiruction is anticipated to commence
in-summer 2017,
Since the ESCR Project is federally funded and requires approvals from
various Cily, State and federal agencies, an Environmental Impact
Statement [EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) to examine Iﬁe potential environmental and social
impacis of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds for the ESCR
Project, which would be dispersed through OMB; therefors, OMB is the
lead Agency for the NEPA review. The ESCR Project is also rimurilt
located in City parkland and requires approvals from the ?\Ew Yorl
City Department of Parks & Recreation (DPR); therefore, DPR is the Lead
Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRK] and New York City Environmental Quality Review
CEQR).
'[I'he FE}\AA Revised Preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Maps for New York
City are available at hitp://apps-femadata.com/preliminaryviewer.
There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may
be affected by activities in floodplains and those who have an interest in
the protection of the natural environment should be given an opportunity
to express their concerns and provide information about these areas.
Second, an adequate public nolice program can be an important public
educational tool. The rfi'sseminuiicn of informafion about floodplains can
facilitate and enhance Federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with
the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a matter
of fairness, when the Federal government determines it will participate in
actions taking place in floodplains, it must inform those who may be put
ot greater or continued risk.
Allinterested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit writien
comments regarding the proposed use of federal funds fo support the
construction of the ESCR Project in a floodplain. Written comments should
be sentto OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, Bth Floor, New York, New York
10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via
email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day
comment period will begin the day o?ter publication and end on the 22nd
day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB on or
betore February 22, 2016.
City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Dean Fuleihan,
Director

Date: February 5, 2016

ROBERTA LATIMORE being duly sworn, says
that' she is a principal clerk and a duly authc;ﬁzad
iiemgnee of Daily News, LP., publisher of the
DAJ_LY I\.EWS,’ a daily and Sunday newspaper
putfhshad i the City of New York and that the
notice, of which the annexed is 2 Copy, was

published in said newspaper and online withi- <
section of: PR I e main s

LEGAL / PUBLIC NOTICES of the
City North Edition

On@ (25:, 20/

M O?/ )
(Repsesentative's si@eﬁn—gm

Auti{orized Designee of Daily News, L.p
Publisher of the Daily News o

SWORN 70 AND SUBEE
BEFORE ME THIS DATE
FEB U5 2014

gigacm SANTE i

{ Notary Pubjic
My Comemissior of Ne“; Jerserrg




WAVE PUBLISHING CO.

88-08 Rockaway Beach Blvd. Telephone
Rockaway Beach, NY 11693 718-634-4000

Publishers of The Wave of Long Island

AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK ss.
County of Queens

Bernadette Luina, being duly sworn, deposed and says that she is upwards of twenty-one
years of age, a resident of Rockaway Beach, County and State as above, and principal
clerk of the Wave Publishing Co., publisher of the weekly newspaper, The Wave at said
Rockaway Beach, N.Y.; that the notice, of which the attached co -z)y is a clipping from said
news/p;) Was pubhshed in The Wave once a week for .=%.. successive weeks on
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WAVE PUBLISHING CO.

88-08 Rockaway Beach Blvd. Telephone
Rockaway Beach, NY 11693 718-634-4000

Publishers of The Wave of Long Island

AFFIDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK ss.
County of Queens

Bernadette Luina, being duly sworn, deposed and says that she is upwards of twenty-one
years of age, a resident of Rockaway Beach, County and State as above, and principal
clerk of the Wave Publishing Co., publisher of the weekly newspaper, The Wave at said
Rockaway Beach, N.Y.; that the notice, of which the attached copy is a clipping from said
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PUBLIC NOTIC PUBLIC NOTICE
e E SISt A S a == )
City of New York
Office of Management and Budget

New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT — DISASTER RECOVERY PROGRAM
EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT

Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed
Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain

To: All interested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals

This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) Is propesing to undertake activities within the 100-year ficodplain
relating to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development's (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-Disaster
Recovery (CDBG-DR) program. President Obama signed the "Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013" (Public Law 113-
2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other appropriations, the Act included $16biflion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary. .
expenses related to disaster refief, long-term recovery, restoration of infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization
in the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the
subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible Entity for
maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order
(EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands, and is implemented
by HUD Reguiations found at 24 CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

in October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street
and the Brooklyn Bridge and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City's ability to adequately protect vulnerable populations
and critical infrastructure during major storm events. Hurricane Sandy caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant
damages to residential and commercial property, transportation, critical power, and water and sewer infrastructure, which
in turn affected healthcare and other criical services. To address the vulnerability of this area, the Gity is proposing tocon-
struct a fiood protection system along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery Strest and East 23rd
Street (with an alternative alignment to East 25th Street) as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. In ad-
dition-fo providing a reliable floed protection system for this area, the ESCR Project also aims to improve and enhance
access to the waterfront. ;

Within this proposed project area, the City is proposing to install and operate a significant flood protection system that would
be integrated to City parkland and streets while reducing coastal fiood hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnerable res-.
idential population and safeguarding critical housing, energy, infrastructure, and transportation systems. Itis also an objective
of the ESCR Project to enhance access to waterfront parkland, including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. The
proposed flood protection system would be comprised of a combination of elevated berms, structures, and deployable sys-
tems that would be integrated into the parkland and streets. Assuming all approvals are issued, project construction is an-
ticipated to commence in summer 2017. ;

Since the ESCR Project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and federal agencies, an Envi-
ronmental Impact Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine
the potential environmental and soclal impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds for the ESCR Project,
which would be dispersed through OMB; therefore, OMB is the Lead Agency forthe NEPA review. The ESCR Project is
also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City Department of Parks & Recreation
(DPR); therefore, DPR is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR). :

The FEMA Revised Preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Maps for New York City are available at http://apps.femadata.com/pre-

liminaryviewer.

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and those

who have an interest in the protection of the natural environment should be given an opportunity to express their concemns

and provide information about these areas. Second, an adequate public nofice program can be an important public educa-

tional tool, The dissemnination of information about floodplains can facilitate and enhance Federal efforts to reduce the risks
 associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as amatter of faimess, when the Federal |

government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains, it mustinform those who may be put at greater
or continued risk. oyt :

| Allinterested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written commentsregarding the proposed use of federal
funds to support the construction of the ESCR Project in a floodplain. Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255
Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New York 10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via
email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar day comment period will begin the day after publication
and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be'received by OMB on or before February 22, 2016.

City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Dean Fuleihan, Director
Date: February 5, 2016




STATE OF NEW YORK  }
}
1 SS.
¥
COUNTY OF RICHMOND }

%‘3\/\ ele S €Y peing duly sworn, says that she is the Legal Advertising Clerk of the
STATEN ISLAND ADVANCE, a daily newspaper printed and published in the County of Richmond,
State of New York: that a NOTICE, of which the annexed is a printed copy, has been regularly
published in said newspaper

For ( 1 ) (time(s) on the following date(s) to wit:
February 05, 2016

commencing on the 5th day of February

- ““’-\.\ and the last insertion being Febfv.ﬁry 05, 2016

.
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Sworn to before me this Sth day of Februa

0001032248

Richard Salemo
Notary Public, State of New York
No. D18AB308238
Gluglified in Richmond Courdy
Commission Expires 7 I'Z-i !} \




AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom, being duly sworn, hereby declares and says, that she is the Advertising Account
Executive responsible for placing of advertisement in New York Post for Miller Advertising Agency
Inc; Located in New York, NY, and that the Legal Advertisement of which the annexed is a true

copy, has been published in the said publication for the New York City Office of Management &

ﬁu Sen Rbosonn

Alison Bloom

Budget on the 5* day of February of the year 2016.

Subscribed to and
Sworn before me

\ ~
This S “ day of ¢ Syer w2016

Qé/-' g\ o
Notary Public ('

Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365

Qualified In New York County
Commission Expires August, 14% - 2018



NOTICES 49

FORECLOSURE NOTICES

SUPREME COURT
COUNTY OF QUEENS

U.S. BANK TRUST, N.A., AS TRUSTEE
FOR LSF8 MASTER PARTICIPATION
TRUST, Plaintiff against
DEREK SUTTON, ERICKA SUTTON, et
al Defendant(s).
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale entered on
September 1,2015.
I, the undersigned Referee will sell at
public auction at the Queens County
Supreme Court, 88-11 Sutphin
Boulevard, Court Room # 25,
Jamaica, N.Y. on the 4th day of
March, 2016 at 10:00 a.m.
Said premises known as 114-36
198th Street, Saint Albans, N.Y.
11412,
Tax account number: SBL #: 11014-
23.
Approximate amount of lien
$407,431.46 plus interest and costs.
Premises will be sold subject to
provisions of filed judgment and
terms of sale.
Index No. 705474-2014.
Susan L. Borko, Esq., Referee.
Fein Such & Crane, LLP
Attorney(s) for Plaintiff
28 East Main Street, Suite 1800
Rochester, New York 14614
(585) 232-7400

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE OF
COOPERATIVE APARTMENT

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, by virtue of
the uncured default under the
Proprietary Lease between
WINDSOR OWNERS CORP., as Lessor
and CARMELO CRUZ as Proprietary
Lessee/Shareholder of Apartment
No. 1819, in the building known as
and located at 5 Tudor City Place,
New York, New York 10017, and in
accordance with rights pursuant to
the terms of the Proprietary Lease
and under applicable law, the
Apartment Corporation, by William
E. Mannion, licensed Auctioneer,
D.C.A. #796322, shall sell at a Public
Sale to be held on February 16,
2016, at 11:00 A.M. in the Rotunda
of the New York County Supreme
Courthouse, located at 60 Centre
Street, New York, New York:

1. The share certificate of the
Apartment Corporation
representing the 316 shares of the
Apartment Corporation allocated to
Apartment 1819 and to all rights,
title and interest in, to, and under
the Lease appurtenant to the
apartment, to the highest bidder,
subject to a minimum bid for the
apartment as determined by the
Apartment  Corporation,  subject
further to the terms of this Notice,
subject further to the terms of sale
of the Lessors, and subject further to
the terms and conditions
announced at such Auction. A
minimum bid of $18,967.74 is
required to purchase the shares.
This minimum bid is subject to
change. 2. Upon information and
belief, Apartment 1819 is a one (1)
bedroom  apartment with a
bathroom and current maintenance
per month is $1,225.04 and a capital
assessment of $28.76 per month.

This  apartment is  presently
unoccupied. 3. Other than the
foregoing, the Apartment
Corporation makes no

representation or warranty with
regard to the condition of, or any
issuance involved in, the apartment
with regard to the Apartment
Corporation with regard to the
building in which the apartment is
located. 4.  Please direct all
inquiries:

Mitofsky Shapiro Neville & Hazen,
LLP, Attorneys for Windsor Owners
Corp., 152 Madison Avenue, 3rd
Floor,New York, New York 10016

-(212) 736-0500 -
Attn: Terry L. Hazen, Esq.
by e-mail at thazen@msnhlaw.com.

LEGAL NOTICES

Notice of formation of Kapok
Development LLC. Arts. of Org filed
with the Sec'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 02/02/2016. Offce location:
Nassau County. SSNY designated as
agent for LLC upon whom process
against it may be served. SSNY shall
mail copy of process to the LLC, 45
Longfellow Rd, Great Neck, NY
11023. Purpose: any lawful activity.

Notice of formation of Acuneed LLc.
Arts. of Org. filed with NY Secy. of
State (SSNY) on 09/10/2015. Office
loc: KINGS County. SSNY designated
agent of LLC upon whom process
against it may be served. SSNY will
mail process to Galina S. Anikanova,
392 Flagg Place, Staten Island, NY
10304. Purpose: Any lawful activity.

FORECLOSURE NOTICES

SUPREME COURT
COUNTY OF QUEENS

MIDFIRST BANK, Plaintiff -against-
MICHAEL JONES, et al Defendant(s).
Pursuant to a Judgment of
Foreclosure and Sale entered herein
and dated October 15, 2015, |, the
undersigned Referee will sell at
public auction at the Queens County
Supreme Courthouse, 88-11 Sutphin
Blvd., in Courtroom # 25, Jamaica,
NY on March 4, 2016 at 10:00 a.m.
premises situate, lying and being in
the Borough and County of Queens,
City and State of New York, known
and designated as Block 11767 Lot
5.Said premises known as

129-11 133RD AVENUE,

SOUTH OZONE PARK, NY
Approximate amount of lien $
392,791.06 plus interest & costs.
Premises will be sold subject to
provisions of filed Judgment and
Terms of Sale.
Index Number 16447/2011.

DAVID FERGUSON, ESQ., Referee

Frenkel Lambert Weiss

Weisman & Gordon, LLP

Attorney(s) for Plaintiff

53 Gibson Street, Bay Shore,
Y 11706
File# 01-042098-FO0

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SALE
OF COOPERATIVE APARTMENT

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, by virtue of
the uncured default under the
Proprietary Lease between
WINDSOR OWNERS CORP., as Lessor
and CARMELO CRUZ as Proprietary
Lessee/Shareholder of Apartment
No. 1917, in the building known as
and located at 5 Tudor City Place,
New York, New York 10017, and in
accordance with rights pursuant to
the terms of the Proprietary Lease
and under applicable law, the
Apartment Corporation, by William
E. Mannion, licensed Auctioneer,
D.C.A. #796322, shall sell at a Public
Sale to be held on February 16,
2016, at 11:15 A.M. in the Rotunda
of the New York County Supreme
Courthouse, located at 60 Centre
Street, New York, New York:

1.  The share certificate of the
Apartment Corporation
representing the 191 shares of the
Apartment Corporation allocated to
Apartment 1917 and to all rights,
title and interest in, to, and under
the Lease appurtenant to the
apartment, to the highest bidder,
subject to a minimum bid for the
apartment as determined by the
Apartment  Corporation,  subject
further to the terms of this Notice,
subject further to the terms of sale
of the Lessors, and subject further to
the terms  and conditions
announced at such Auction. A
minimum bid of $11,011.34 is
required to purchase the shares.
This minimum bid is subject to
chan?e‘ 2. Upon information and
belief, Apartment 1917 is a studio
apartment with a bathroom and
current maintenance per month is
$740.15 and capital assessments of
$17.38 per month. This apartment is
presently unoccupied. 3. Other
than the foregoing, the Apartment
Corporation makes no
representation or warranty with
regard to the condition of, or any
issuance involved in, the apartment
with regard to the Apartment
Corporation with regard to the
building in which the apartment is
located. 4. Please direct all inquiries:
Mitofsky Shapiro Neville & Hazen,
LLP, Attorneys for Windsor Owners
Corp., 152 Madison Avenue, 3rd
Floor, New York, New York 10016

-(212) 736-0500 -
Attn: Terry L. Hazen, Esq.
by e-mail at thazen@msnhlaw.com.

LEGAL NOTICES

Notice of formation of R&D LARP,
LLC. Arts. of Org. filed with NY Secy.
of State (SSNY) on 08/20/2015.
Location: Nassau County. SSNY
designated for service of process and
shall mail copy of process served
against the LLC to Registered Agent:
c/o  United States Corporation
Agents, Inc, 7014 13th Avenue, Ste.
202, Brooklyn, NY 11228. Purpose:
Any lawful purpose.

Notice of Formation of PLAY-
CALLERS, LLC Arts. of Org. filed with
the Secy. of State of NY (SSNY) on
9/14/15. Office Location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated agent of
LLC upon whom process against it
may be served. SSNY shall mail copy
of process to c/o US Corporation
Agents, Inc,, 7014 13th Ave,, Ste 202,
Brooklyn, NY 11228. Purpose: any
lawful purpose.

Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain

on or before February 22, 2016.

Date: February 5, 2016

City of New York
Office of Management and Budget
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT - DISASTER RECOVERY PROGRAM
EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT

To: Allinterested Agencies, Groups, and Individuals
This is to give notice that the City of New York (the City) is proposing to undertake activities within the 100-year floodplain relating to the U.S.
Department of Housing and Urban Development's (HUD) Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR) program.
President Obama signed the “Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013” (Public Law 113-2) into law on January 29, 2013. Among other
appropriations, the Act included $16 billion in CDBG-DR funds for “necessary expenses related to disaster relief, long-term recovery, restoration
of infrastructure and housing, and economic revitalization in the most impacted and distressed areas resulting from Hurricane Sandy.” Pursuant
to 24 CFR Part 58, the City, as the subrecipient of the grant funds, has identified its Office of Management and Budget (OMB) as the Responsible
Entity for maintaining the CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. This notice is required by Section 2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for
Floodplain Management, and by Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands, and is implemented by HUD Regulations found at 24
CFR 55.20(b) for the HUD action that is within and/or affects a floodplain or wetland.

In October 2012, Hurricane Sandy made landfall, greatly impacting the east side of Manhattan between East 42nd Street and the Brooklyn Bridge
and highlighting existing deficiencies in the City’s ability to adequately protect vulnerable populations and critical infrastructure during major storm
events. Hurricane Sandy caused extensive inland flooding, resulting in significant damages to residential and commercial property, transportation,
critical power, and water and sewer infrastructure, which in turn affected healthcare and other critical services. To address the vulnerability of this
area, the City is proposing to construct a flood protection system along a portion of the east side of Manhattan between Montgomery Street and
East 23rd Street (with an alternative alignment to East 25th Street) as part of the East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project. In addition to
providing a reliable flood protection system for this area, the ESCR Project also aims to improve and enhance access to the waterfront.

Within this proposed project area, the City is proposing to install and operate a significant flood protection system that would be integrated to City
parkland and streets while reducing coastal flood hazards and protecting a diverse and vulnerable residential population and safeguarding critical
housing, energy, infrastructure, and transportation systems. It is also an objective of the ESCR Project to enhance access to waterfront parkland,
including East River Park and Stuyvesant Cove Park. The proposed flood protection system would be comprised of a combination of elevated
berms, structures, and deployable systems that would be integrated into the parkland and streets. Assuming all approvals are issued, project
construction is anticipated to commence in summer 2017.

Since the ESCR Project is federally funded and requires approvals from various City, State and federal agencies, an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) will be prepared pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to examine the potential environmental and social
impacts of the project. HUD has allocated CDBG-DR funds for the ESCR Project, which would be dispersed through OMB; therefore, OMB is the
Lead Agency for the NEPA review. The ESCR Project is also primarily located in City parkland and requires approvals from the New York City
Department of Parks & Recreation (DPR); therefore, DPR is the Lead Agency for review pursuant to the New York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) and New York City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR).

The FEMA Revised Preliminary Flood Insurance Rate Maps for New York City are available at http://apps.femadata.com/preliminaryviewer.

There are three primary purposes for this notice. First, people who may be affected by activities in floodplains and those who have an interest in
the protection of the natural environment should be given an opportunity to express their concerns and provide information about these
areas. Second, an adequate public notice program can be an important public educational tool. The dissemination of information about floodplains
can facilitate and enhance Federal efforts to reduce the risks associated with the occupancy and modification of these special areas. Third, as a
matter of fairness, when the Federal government determines it will participate in actions taking place in floodplains, it must inform those who may
be put at greater or continued risk.

All interested persons, groups, and agencies are invited to submit written comments regarding the proposed use of federal funds to support the
construction of the ESCR Project in a floodplain. Written comments should be sent to OMB at 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New
York 10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR or via email at CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov. The minimum 15 calendar
day comment period will begin the day after publication and end on the 16th day after publication. Such comments should be received by OMB

City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, Dean Fuleihan, Director

LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NO

Notice of formation of 194
Brompton Rd. LLC. Arts. of Org filed
with the Sec'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 09/10/2015. Ofc. location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as agent
for LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to: Richard Harper,
22 N. 6th St. #10B Brooklyn, New
York 11249. Purpose: any lawful
activity.

Notice of formation of AVE 31 LLC.
Arts. of Org. filed with Secy. of State
of New York (SSNY) 01/04/2016.
Office loc: Nassau County. SSNY
designated agent of LLC upon whom
process against it may be served.
SSNY shall mail copy of process to
the LLC, 70 Karol Place, Jericho, NY
11753. Purpose: Any lawful purpose.

FINANCE & BUSINESS
OPPORTUNITIES
BUSINESS
OPPORTUNITIES

MONTHLY INCOME Manufacturer
gives its dealers 180 day payment
terms. We are selling these insured
invoices for 80% of the value.
Invoice purchaser receives 3%
cheque monthly and paid in full on
the 180th day. 616-559-0101 or
john@vspnorthamerica.com

Relieve yourself of the thought of
worldly turmoil regularly impacting
the stock market and your money.
Start enjoying the benefit of secured
and safe returns. We are a real estate
portfolio company specializing in
providing cliens with income pro-
ducing rental properties in Miami
Florida. We provide a safe 10% to
25% yearly return on your invest-
ment. Call Nelson Poll at Life Plus
Relaty at 786-270-8899 to see what
opportunites await you.

Find Your Next
in the

Classified
Employment Listings

AAA Moving, Inc. will sell at Public
Auction under New York Lien law for
cash only on February 19, 2016 at
10:30AM and on such succeeding days
and times as may be necessary at 140
58t St, Suite 2M, Brooklyn, NY
11220 the property described as
cartons, furniture, office furnishings &
supplies, household goods and other
effects belonging to: (1) Joahnne F.
Canete; (2) Kevin Jolly; (3) Quality
Garment; (4) Bonnie Diaz/Kuldit Padda;
(5) Cynthia Stokes; (6) Eugene Brown;
(7) Charles Thomas/Felicia Williams; (8)
Evelyn Santos; (9) Susan Rivera; (10)
Patricia ~ Currie/Orinna ~ White; (1)
Israsema Rivera; (12) John Stackhouse;
(13) Monique Wilson Anderson; (14)
Albert Davis; (15) Belkin Valdez; (16)
Susan Perry; (17) Philip Rubenstein;
(18) Linnette Santiago; (19) Lakisha
Williams; (20) Sonia Vasquez; (21)
Bridgette Bethea; (22) Pauline Carson;
(23) Florence Othman; (24) Crystal Hill;
(25) Jelissa Thomas. Donald Bader,
DCA #865815 & Patrick Williams, DCA
#1377072, Auctioneers as Agents.

NOTICE OF FORECLOSURE AND SALE
BY VIRTUE OF A Default In a Certain
Security Agreement, Made by a certain
Debtor, to LOMTO Federal Credit
Union, as Secured Party. Notice is
Hereby Given That MICHAEL J.
GILHOOLY, Auctioneer, will sell at
Public Auction the following Collateral:
New York City Taxi Medallion # 2C80.
Said Public Auction Sale Will Be Held
on Tuesday, February 9, 2016, at
12:00 Noon, at the Offices of LOMTO
Federal Credit Union, 50-24 Queens
Blvd., Woodside, N. Y., 11377. The
Secured Party Reserves The Right To
Bid and/or Confirm this Sale. A 10%
Deposit in Cash or Certified Check,
balance within 24 hours. Sale Subjected
To Any Prior And Perfected Security
Interest. Michael J. Gilhooly, DCA Lic.
#0693772. (Phone # 646 752 6692)

Notice is hereby given that a
license, serial #1291063 for Beer
and Wine has been applied for by
the undersigned to sell beer &
wine at retail in a restaurant under
the Alcoholic Beverage Control
Law at 2085 Hillside Ave., New
Hyde Park, NY 10040 for on-
premises consumption;
JACK-MARYV Inc. dba Previti Pizza
& Papazzio Dining

NOTICE OF DISSOLUTION AND
DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS

OF
CHRIST FELLOWSHIP

NOTICE is hereby given by Christ
Fellowship ~ Church  NY (the
"Church") that the Church intends
to dissolve and the Church intends
to petition the Supreme Court of
New York County at the New York
County Courthouse, 60 Centre St,
New York, NY 10007 on February
22, 2016 at 10:00 AM, or as soon
thereafter as such petition may be
heard, upon the petition of the
majority of the Trustees of the
Church, for an order directing the
disposition of all Church property
and dissolution, pursuant to New
York Religious Corporations Law
Section 18. Any questions or
comments regarding this petition
may be sent to: Christ Fellowship
Church NY, c/o Perlman and
Perlman LLP; 41 Madison Av., Ste
4000; New York, NY 10010. Any
such communications must be
received by February 15, 2015.
Dated at New York, NY on the 11th
day of January, 2016.

Sell your home in the NYP Classifieds
Call 212-930-8100 to place your ad

Notice of formation of 218 Summit
Developments LLC. Arts. of Org filed
with the Sec'y of State of NY (SSNY)
on 01/19/2016. Ofc. location: Nassau
County. SSNY designated as agent
for LLC upon whom process against
it may be served. SSNY shall mail
copy of process to 218 Summit
Developments LLC, 601 Bothner
Street, Oceanside, NY 11572,
Purpose: any lawful activity.
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VETERAN
CAREER
FAIR

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 18, 2016
11:00am - 3:00pm
NEW YORKER HOTEL
481 EIGHTH AVENUE NEW YORK, NY 10001

This event is for all who have served in the U.S. Military,
Guard, Reserves and their spouses.

Some of the companies with 100’s of open positions include:

l‘ STERLING
ATIONAL BAN

£
FARMERS

INSURANCE

JPMORGAN CHASE & Co.
For more details and to register:

RecruitMilitary.com/NewYork
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF NEW YORK

Alison Bloom, being duly sworn, hereby declares and says, that she is the Advertising Account
Executive responsible for placing of advertisement in El Diario for Miller Advertising Agency
Inc; Located in New York, NY, and that the Legal Advertisement of which the annexed is a true

copy, has been published in the said publication for the New York City Office of Management &

Budget on the 5 day of February of the year 2016.
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Donna Perez

Notary Public State Of New York

No. 01PE6151365
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Commission Expires August, 14% - 2018
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Ciudad do New York
Oficina de Administracién y Presupuesto
Departamento de Parques y Recreacién de la Ciudad de New York

SUBVENCION EN BLOQUE PARA DESARROLLO COMUNITARIO - PROGRAMA DE RECUPERACION DE DESASTRES
PROYECTO DE RESILIENCIA COSTERA A LO LARGO DE EAST SIDE
Aviso Anticipade y Revisién Pablica de una Actividad Propuesta en una Planicie de Inundacién Cormespondiente a 100 Afios

Para: Todas las Agencias, Grupos ¥ Personas Inleresadas:
Esto € para dar aviso que la Ciudad de Mueva York (la Ciudad) esth proponiendo llevar a cabo actividades dentro de una planicie de inundacion
comespondienta a 100 afios en relacién con el programa de la Subvencitn en Blogue para Desamollo Comunitario- Recuperacién de Desastres
("CDBEG-DR") del Dep. da Vivienda y Dy llo Urbano de los Estados Unidos ("HUD®), €l presidenta Obama fiemd 13 "Ley de Asignaciones
para Alivio de Desastres de 20137 (Ley Pdblica 113-2) para que entrase en vigor el 29 de enerc de 2013. Entre olras asignaciones, la Ley inchyd
$16 billones en fondos de COBG-DR “para gastos | con el alivio de recuperacidn a largo plazo, restauracién de
e vivienda y las zonas ma: v en dificullades resultantes del Huracdn Sandy”. De conformidad
con el THulo 24 de CFR Parte 58, la ciudad, como el sub-baneficiario de los fondos de la subvencién, ha identificado & su Oficina de Administracion
¥ Presupuesta (OMB, por sus sigiis en inghés) como la Entidad Responsable para el mantenimiento del Registre de Revisiin Ambiental de CDBG-
DR. Record. Este aviso es requarido 9(' la Seccidn 2[aJMI clc la Orden Ejecutiva (EQ) 11988 para la Gestion de Planicies de Inundacién y EQ
11990 para Proteccidn de plem: e HUD que se encuentran en e Titulo 24 de CFR 55.20(b) para la
actidn de HUD que esla dentro yio dh:'l.& una planicie de |r|undac'¢n ¥ humedales.

En octubre de 2012, EI Huracan Sandy tocd ||erra afactando an g'an medida al lado esie de Manhattan entre East 42™ Street y el Puente de
Brookiyn oe la Ciudad para proleger ad alas p

infraestructura critica duran\a grandcs 0’\‘0!1!05 Ce lornel\'ﬁ El Hurac.“m Sandy causd extensas inundaci O'U.‘E Ilorra accnlro lo qua resulta en dados
significativos a ia p energla eritica, & infraestructura de agua y alcanlasillado, que a su vez afectb a la
salud y olros sarvicios cribcos, Para hdccr frente a la vulnerabilidad de esta Area, ta Ciudad esta proponiendo construir un sistema de proleccion
contra las inundaciones a lo largo de la parte ded lado este de Manhattan entre Montgomery Street y East 23rd Street {con una alineacion alternativa
a East 25th Street) como parle del Proyecio de Resiiencia Coslera de East Side (ESCR). Ademds de un sistema de i contra
inundaciones confiable para esta drea, el Proyecto ESCR también pratende mejorar y aumentar el acceso a la linea de costa

Dentro de esta érea de proyecto propuesta, la Ciudad esta proponiendo instalar y operar un sistema de contra in ficat

que serla integrado al drea verde y calles mientras reducen los riesgos de inundacidn costera y prolegen a poblaciones residenciales diversas y

wulnerables y salvag ar |a vivienda critica, energla, infraestructura, y sisiemas de transporte. También es una de los objetivos del Proyecto ESCR

mejorar ¢l acceso a parques frente al mar, incluyendo East River Park y Stuy Cove Park_ La conlra S

compondria de una combinacién de bermas elevadas, estrucluras, y sistemas de despliegue que serian integrados en el drea verde y calles.
i que todas ka sean emitidas, la construccitn del proyects se prevé que comience en verano de 2017

Ya que ¢l Proyecto ESCR es requiere la de varios Ciudad, agencias Estatales y federales, una Declaracion
de Impacto Ambiental (EIS, por sus siglas en |ng|és- sard preparada de conformidad con la Ley Nacional de Politica Ambiental (NEPA, por sus siglas
&n inghss) para examinar los posibles impactos ambientales y sociales del proyecto,  HUD ha asignado fondos de CDBG-DR para el Proyeclo
ESCR. que sarian repartidos a fravés de la OMB: por lo tanto, OMB es la Agencia Lider para la revision da NEPA. El Proyacta ESCR tarrbren 58
encuenira principalmente en el drea verde de la Ciudad y requiere La aprobacion del Departamento de Pargues y Recreacitn de la Cludad de Nueva
York (DPRY; por lo tanio DPR o5 la Agencia Lider para la revisidn de conformidad con la Ley de Revision de Calidad Ambiental del Estado de Nueva
York (SEQRA, por sus siglas an inglés) y la Revisidn de Calidad Ambéental de ta Ciudad de Nueva York (CEQR. por sus siglas en inglés).

El Mapa de Tasas de Seguro contra Inundaciones Preliminar Revisado de ta Agencia Federal para el Manejo de Emergencias (FEMA, por sus siglas
en inglés) para la Ciudad de Nueva York estin disponibles en: hitp:Vapps femadata. comipreliminanyviewer

Hay tres propositos principales para este aviso. Primero, las personas que pueden versa afectadas por las en las planicies de

y aquellos que tienen un interés en 1a proteccion del medio ambente natural se les debe de dar |a oportunidad de expresar sus inquistudes y
proporcionar informacion acerca do estas dreas. En segundo lugar, un programa adecuado de avisos pablicos puede ser una herramienta educativa
plblica importante. Se anima a los comentaristas a ofrecer métodos allernativos para servir al mismo propésito del proyecto, y métodos para
minimizar y mitigar los los impactos. La difusion de infc ¥ ¢ pedido de pablicas acerca de las planices de inundacidn pusden
facilitar y mejorar los esfuerzos Federales para reducir los riesgos e impacios asociados con la ocupacion y modificacién de estas dreas especiales.
En lercer lugar, como una cuestion de justicia, cuando el gobierno Federal determina que participara en acciones gue tienen lugar en las planicies
de inundacion, debe informar a aquellos que puedan ponerse n MEsg0s MAaYONes o continues.

Se invita a tndas las personas, grupos y agencias inleresadas a presentar comentanos por escrito sobre la propuesta del uso de fondos federates
para apoyar ka construccion del Proyecto ESCR en una planicie de inundacidn. Los comentanios escritos deben ser enviados a OMB en 255
Graanwich Street, vo Piso, New York, New York 10007, Atencién: Calvin Joh snn Director Adjuntc COBG-DR o por comeo electronico a CDBGDR-
Enviro@omb. nyc.gov. El periodo de de 15 dias el dia después de la publicacion y finalizarh ¢l dia 16
después de su publicaciin. Tales comentarios deben ser recibidos por la OMB en o antes el 22 de febrero de 2016

Ciudad de Nueva York, Oficina de Administracidn y Presupuesto, Dean Fuleihan, Director O AT
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INMIGRACION,/DEPORTACION - DIVORCIOS - ACCIDENTES
Permiso de trabajo y otres servicios legales: Consulta gratis.

ANTHONY J. SCARPATI 718-476-2411

,ABOGADO 91-31 Queens Bivd. oficina “522

Friedman & mnses. Lic.

iSu oportunidad de
superacion esta en

s
- 83 \rkm Pumnluvor
Ionounuuu Tel. 212) 732-5800

¢DIVORCI0?
¢CORTE DE FAMILIA?

Encuentre en
nuestras
paginas un
abogado

Encuentra el trabagjo ideal en
los Clasificados de El Diario

Para anunciarte, llama al

nuestras paginas!
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Intercambios Sociales

ABORTO

y PASTILLA de ABORTO (RU 486)

HASTA 23 SEMANAS * GINECOLOGOS CON 30 ANOS de EXPERIENCIA
+ Confidencial « Anestesia General Sin Dolor

+ Servicio Completo de Ginecologia (Canfa
* Prueba de Embarazo Gratis

*Informacion

ACEPTAMOS: [ &2 IEc

Ablerto
oras 24

Horas

ACREDITADO POR EL ESTADO DE NY :
b

(7

18)20
(718)205

78-13 Roosevelt Ave., Jackson Heights (2 Piso)
Tren: E, F, M, #7 - Parada Del Tren 74 Rsvit.

!M STA
mum g

"~ Anestesia Genernl $420

Servicios Completos de Ginecologia
Prueba Emnbrazo
Reduccion de las paredes vaginales

Cirugia Plastica en General
Aceptamos i e
seguros medicos [ [

718-779-0781

30-23 A Junction Blvd.,Corona Queens
Tren7 = Lun a Vier 8-7 Sab 8-56 Dom 9-3

DOCTORA
LIC. DESDE 1976

< ma un precio hunvsto
Con?rgencwt uro

Suave y flexible Instrumento =
Sin dolor, Excellente Resultadg
Chequeo de ginecologia z

347-605-1705
MADURA

UNA MAESTRA PARA TI

-742-

COLOMBIA, ECUADOR, HONDU-
RAS, Mexico. Dolivary. Sol. chicas.

646-226-7415

S'E‘XY ASIAN GIALS

AVISOS
I>I'EIISONAL!ES

Intercombios Sodiales

ﬁ

AMOROSAS

Dominicana, Sabvadoreha,
Ecuatoniana, Colombiana. 24/7.
Scl, chicas, 646-355-7793

ANAHI Y AMIGAS
-666-5520 sol. chicas

PROMOCION DE VALENTIN
BROMNXOUEENS/MANH, BRELYN

Beautiful ASIAN GIRL
347-200-6376

BIENVENIDO
TENGO SITIO EN
MANHATTAN
305-915-8567

CASA DE 4 MUNECAS
QUEENS: 10AM-ZAM
Colombianas, Venezalanas.
Dominicana, Tunwo sitio privada,

lmpio, seguro. T 7T

1-877-862-8476 que lo apoye BRODKLYM: . TAVEHSTH ST
— —u 646-678-9704
ELDIARIO CLASIFICADOS EL DIARIQ || s=ssiasas

CHICA CALIENTE
FLUSHING, QUEENS.
TEL. 347

-804-8869

press[(eleag Fresshe

CHICAS MEXICANAS
Y ECUATORIANAS

COLOMBIANA
VENEZUELA
DELIVERY
347-263-6579 Sol. chicas

347-725-7390
CHINA, Cf
BROGKLYN — 8 Avory 47 5t.
24 Hrs/Tdias

COREANA Y JAPONESA
BONITAS, CON BUEN CUERPO.
FLUSHING,

347-580-2568
COSITAS RICAS

Ecuador, Salvador, Colombia
Delgadas, sexy, atravidas.
716-679-1009 Sol. Chicas

ERIKA TRANSEXUAL
JOVEN MUY BELLA & ATREVIDA
CON GRANDE ATRIBUTOS
QUEENS. 718-581-3836

ISABEL & MELISA

SOLO DELIVERY

TODO NEW YORK
646-833-9605

-.IASMIN ECUATOH IANA

mo»,n. 24/7,
Sollcnu chlcau. 17-962-5257

MANHATTAN 24/T-ENGLISH
EUROPEAN LADIES
IN - CALLS OMLY
E. 40 5t, 3er Ave. 212-661-6407
E. 37 St & Lex, Av, 212-750-3905

MANHATTAN - 24/7
Privado/ln Calls .
Beautiful European Ladies

E. 37 St/Lexington 212-758-1729

NI
TRANSEXUAL COMPLACE
TUS FANTASIAS
Manhattan 1-646-384-1195

Preciosas Chicas
DELIVERY TODO NEW YORK
347-666-6421 Sol. chicas

SEXY

VENEZOLANA
SITIO, QUEENS, 347-898-4015

Tatiana Boricua
TRANSEXUAL
Rubla, Pasiva y Sabrosa
BROMX. Tren 6. (347)359-6526

. 008 Personales

HOMBRE DE 49 AROS,
PASIVO Y SUMISO busca relacitn
con activo, qu . Todo
con discrecién y proteccién,
Puedo viajar, Tel. T18-824-8102

Encuentra ti Media
Maranja en la Seccién
de Avisos Personales

en los Clasificados de:

Fiinted and distributed by Frassk
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AFFIDAVIT OF PUBLICATION

STATE OF NEW YORK
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Alison Bloom, being duly sworn, hereby declares and says, that she is the Advertising Account
Executive responsible for placing of advertisement in Sing Tao for Miller Advertising Agency
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Budget on the 5% day of February of the year 2016.
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Subscribed to and
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3HKA VHE
B HbH-HOPKE

Bnacru noaTBepANAY, UTO YXKE
5 urene# wrara sapasManch
BMPYCOM 3MKa BO Bpems noes-
Aok no lOxuoi u Llentpans-
HOM Amepuxe, M 3KCNEpThb
OnacaloTCd, 4YT0 pacnpocrpa-
HEHMe 3TOro BUAG NIMXOPUAKH
no Bceli reppuropun CLUA mo-
)KeT NPOM30MTH BECHOM, Koraa
GKTUBU3UPYIOTCS MOCKMTDI,

oka nHpopmaumm 0b yxe

3adUKCUPOBAHHbIX CIY-

Yyasx Mano — ee NpocTo
He cooOLLaloT, cebinasick Ha depe-
pasibHble 3aKOHbI O 3aLLMTE YaCTHOWA
Xn3HW. OOHaKoO M3BECTHO, YTO BU-
pycoM 3apasnnnck, NobbiBae 3a py-
oexom, 2 xutensa bonboro A6no-
Ka 1 N0 0ogHOMYy — 13 OKpyros Hac-
co, OpaHmx 1 MoHpo. OanH 13 HUX
yXe MOJSIHOCTbIO NoMnpaBuics, eLle y
O[HOro CUMMNTOMOB BOOOLLE He
OblI0 — YCTAHOBUTb HaNM4ne BUPY-
ca y[anoch TOMbKO C NMOMOLLLIO Na-
OopaTopHOIro aHanMaa.

Cpean atux nogen Het bepe-
MEHHBbIX XXEHLLIVH, YTO O4YEeHb BaXHO,
NMOCKOJIbKY 3MKa MOXET MPUBECTU K
poxaeHuto pebeHka ¢ Mukpoueda-
JNnen — cepbesHbiM JedekToMm, Npm
KOTOPOM Yepen 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
rOJIOBHOM MO3r MeHbLLIe 0ObIYHOrO,
4YTO NPUBOOUT K YMCTBEHHOW OTCTa-
NIOCTW.

ArentcTBa

0 TVPH3MTY

Hbto-Hopka gna Bac. .l
CM. cexyno A 7

rAE Mbl JKXMBEM

[MepeHocymkammn BUpyca, pac-
MPOCTPAHEHHOIO Talkke Ha MHOIMMX
ocTtpoBax Kapubckoro 6acceriHa,
SABNSIOTCA MOCKUTbI Buga Aedes
aegypti, kotopbix B CLLIA noka He 006-
HapyxuBann. OgHako ecTb ornace-
HUSA, 4TO UX ONN3KNA POACTBEHHMK
— as3naTtCKuin TUrPOBbLIA KOMap, KO-
TOpbI BECbMA PACMPOCTPAHEH Ha
Tepputopun Hblo-Mopka u  ero
OKPECTHOCTEN, — TaKKe MOXET ObITb
VMCTOYHMKOM 3apakKeHusl.

«WLIAX U MAT~» OT UBER

Ananus, npoBeaeHHbIH NO 3a-
Kka3y mapa bunna ge Bnaswo,
n o6owepwniica B $2 mnn, Bo3-
MmoXHO, pasouapyer ero. Kax
okaszanocb, pabora Uber u
APYrMX KOMNGHMK-NEPEeBO3YH-
KOB, NPUHMMAIOLWMUX 3AKA3bI €
NOMOLLbIO CELUANbHBIX NPU-
JIO)XXEHMH, He MPUBOAMT K YXYA-
WEHHI0O Ka4YecTBa BO3AyXa B
Bonbwom fl6noke, cneposa-
TeJIbHO, HET U MOTHBOB OrPUHM~
YUBATb UX TeMMbl POCTa.

3MEHEHNA B [OaH-
«« HOM CEeKTOope He
npmeennm K 3Ha4u-

TENbHOMY 3arpsi3HEHMI0 aTMocde-
pbl B Hblo-Mopk-Cutn Gnarogaps
CYW,ECTBEHHbBIM MOBbILLEHUAM
CTaHOApPTOB, OrpaHU4YMBaOLLIM
BbIOPOCHLI aBTOMOOW/IbHOMO TPaHC-
nopTta», — roBOPUTCH B OTYETE.

Kpome TOro, ero aBTOpbl He
HalIM  OCHOBaHWM nogaepXxaTtb
npepnoxeHve ae bnasno o perynm-
pOBaHMM POCTa TakmMX KOMMAHUM,
MOCKOJIbKY OHW He ABNFK0TCA MNpu-
YMHOM 3aToOpOB Ha Joporax. Ma-
wuvH, paboTalowmx B Uber, nen-
CTBUTENbHO CTano 6onblue, 0JHAKO
npu 9TOM COKPaTUIOCh KONIMYECTBO
nepeBO30K, OCYLLECTBJIAEMbIX
«KeNnTbiIMU» TAKCW.

MpobKkuM e B LeHTpaslbHOM O13-
Hec-panoHe MaHxaTTeHa, Huxe
60-11 cTpuUT, BbI3BaHbI, MO MHEHMUIO
AHaIUTMKOB, NPOBEAEHNEM CTPOU-
TeJbHbIX PabOT 1 CBA3aHHbIM C 3TUM
61oKMpoBaHMEM MOJIOC, HAPYLLIEHU-
€M NPaBwWJ1 MapPKOBKN MPY30BUKaMU,
OOCTaBNALWMMM TOBAPbI, N YBENU-
YEeHNEM KONMYECTBA MELLUEXOLOB,
13-3a Yero BOANTENSM NPUXOONTCS
JONbLUE XAAaTb Ha MOBOPOTAX.

Henb3a He HaNOMHWTb, 4TO B
CBOE€ BpeMs NpeacTaBUTENN Tpaan-
LIMOHHOM MHAOYCTPUM TaKCOMOTOP-
HbIX MEPEBO30K MOXEepPTBOBAIN
cBbllwe 550 ThicayY oonnapoB Ha 13-
OvpartenbHylo kamnaHuio ge bna-
310. BOo3MOXHO, NO3TOMY, CTaB M3-
pPOM, NIETOM MPOLLUIOro roga OH Ha-
npaBu/ B rOPOACKON COBET psif, 3a-
KOHOMPOEKTOB, OrpaHN4YMBaBLUMX
KOJIMY4ECTBO HOBbLIX BOOUTENEN, KO-
TOPbIX MOXET HaHMMaTb Uber.

OpnHako aTa pupma opraHmM3oBa-
Jla aKTUBHYIO Nap-KaMnaHuio, rop-

COBET He cTasn bpaTb Ha cebst OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTb, BCNEACTBME H4Ero Map
0TO3BaJl 3aKOHOMPOEKThbl, corna-
CMBLUMCb BHa4ase npoBecTu nccne-
[OBaHVe cuUTyaumn.

Ho Takoin KoMnpomMmucce, kak Te-
rnepb CTasno ACHO, NOLUEeN eMy He Ha
Mosb3y, MNOCKOJIbKY 0Ka3asioCb, YTO
aprymMeHTbl rpagoHaYanibHMKa Heco-
cToATenbHbl. B oTyeTe Ha aTo paxe
HEe HaMekaloT, a NMPsAMO 3asaBANAOT:
«B HacTosiLee Bpemsi, COrnacHo rno-
JIy4eHHbIM pe3ynbTaTtaM, HET OCHO-
BaHWN paBaTb pekomMeHpaumm 06
OrpaHMYeHnn KonmyecTBa aBTOMO-
Ounen, OCYyLLECTBASAIOLWINX 3akas-
Hble NePeBO3KM».

IIE BJIA3HO
OMOMYUICA HA PHRLL

Mnan HbIO-HOPKCKOrO M3pa
3anpeTuTb UCNONb3OBAHME TAK
HU3bIBAEMbIX «BEJIOKe6oB» Ha
yuactke or Llentpan-napka
HuKe 85-i cTpur moxer crarb
NoCNeAHHM FBO3EM B Kpbill-
Ky rpo6a 3Toi MHAYCTPUY, XOTS
ee ycnyru ¥ nonynspHbl y ro-
POXKUH M TYPHCTOB.

0 cnoeamMm Jlapamwu
®nunka, npe3ngeHTa
NYC Pedicab Owners
Association, KOHKypeHUK1s CO CTO-
poHbl komMmnaHum Uber cpenana
HEBO3MOXHOW Nosly4eHme Npmbbl-

nn gna 300 paGoTalowmx B napke
pukw rae-nndo, Kkpome MaHxaT-
TeHa. «Uber 3abupaeT no4tu BCE,
HamMm ocTalTca «00benku», — OT-
MeTun oH. — [lencteua Xxe mMapa
BOOOLLE MOCTaBAT KPEecT Ha Ha-
wen cdodepe [OeAaTeNbHOCTU, U
JINWb CYHUTAHHbIE 3KUMNAXWM OCTa-

HYTCS B MUOTAYHE».

Mo ero cnosam, paboTa Kk ceBepy
oT 85-11 CTPUT HE UMEET CMbICNa, U
npegjiarate Tako BapuvaHT — 3TO
ynctoe GapucerncTBO CO CTOPOHDI

BnacTten. Begb B 93TOM panoHe Xoi-
MUCTasi MECTHOCTb, Aa W K TOMY Xe
HEeT TYPUCTOB.

3anpeT Ha BenokeObl, ABMBLUUN-
CS1 YacTblO cornallueHna ¢ Bnaaeb-
LLAMWN KOHHbIX 3KUMaxemn, nesarenb-
HOCTb KOTOPbIX B napke Takxe Oy-
[eT orpaHu4eHa, cTtas LIOKOM AN
dnuka n ero komner. «3T0 Oec-
CMBbIC/IEHHbBIA N FyNbIA war, — 3a-
BUN OH. — WM 9 owenomMneH Tem,
4YTO M3p, NNAHNPYS 3anpPeTUTb KOH-
Hble 9KMNaXu, B UTOre B3ASICS YHNY-
TOXaTb BEJIOKEDDI».

Fopopa, Helo-Mopk
Office of Management and Budget
New York City Department of Parks and Recreation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT — DISASTER RECOVERY PROGRAM

1190-32

EAST SIDE COASTAL RESILIENCY (ESCR) PROJECT
MNMpeasapuTensHoe U3BELLEHME U OOLLECTBEHHOE PacCMOTPEHUEe NMPEeAsIOXEHHbIX AEeNCTBUM
B 100-neTHeit 30He HaBOAHEHUIA

Bcem 3anHTepecoBaHHbIM areHTCTBaM, OPraHn3aunaM 1 4acTHbIM uam

M3Bewaem, uto lopog Heto-Vopk (Fopos) npeanaraet npeanpuHste feictaus B 100-neTHelt 30HE HABOAHEHMWIA B COOTBETCTBUM C
nporpammoit Community Development Block Grant-Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR), paspabotanHoit U.S. Department of Housing
and Urban Development’s (HUD). Mpe3aupent Obama nognucan Disaster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013 (Public Law 113-2) 29
aHBaps 2013 roga. Cpenu mpoyero, aTOT 3akoH npeaycmatpuBaeT $16 munnmapnos B ¢onnax CDBG-DR Ha “Heobxomumble
pacxofdpl, CBA3aHHbIE C yCTPaHeHemM nocnep,cmmﬁ CTUXMIAHOTO 6ep,cmvm, [0JIrOCPO4HBIM BOCCTAHOB/IEHNEM VIHlbpaCprKTypbl n
XWIbsi 1 9KOHOMUYECKMM OXUBNEHWEM B paiioHax, Haubonee nocTpaaaslumx OT yparaHa “Cavan”. B cootetctaum ¢ 24 CFR Part
58 Mopog, kak cybronyyatens GpoHLOB rpaHTa, noctaHosm, uto Office of Management and Budget (OMB) siBnsieTcst BEAOMCTBOM,
OTBETCTBEHHbIM 32 BefeHne CDBG-DR Environmental Review Record. 970 u3BelueHne 06s3aTenbHO B COOTBETCTBUM C Section
2(a)(4) of Executive Order (EO) 11988 for Floodplain Management, a Taioxe Section 2(b) of EO 11990 for the Protection of Wetlands
n npegycmotpeHo HUD Regulations 24 CFR 55.20(b) otHocutensHo aeiictenii HUD B npeaenax 30Hb! 3aTOMAEHNS UAW NOAMEHHO
30HbI MO0 BANSIOLLUX HA HUX.

B oktabpe 2012 ropa yparaH “CaHamn” HaHeC cepbeaHblii ypoH McTcaiiny ManxatreHa mexay East 42nd Street n Brooklyn Bridge,
COENaB SIBHbIM CYLLECTBEHHbIE HELOCTATKM B BO3MOXHOCTAX [0poAa Mo 3aliuTe HaceneHns W WHGPACTPYKTYpbl BO BpeMms
MacluTabHbIX CTUXWIAHBIX GEACTBMIA. YparaH NOBREK 3aTOMNEHWE, KOTOPOE MPUBENO K 3HAYUTENbHOMY YLIEPOY XWANLHOWA 1
KOMMEPYECKOV HEABWXUMOCTY, TPAHCMIOPTHOMN, 3NEKTPUYECKON U BOAOMPOBOAHO-KaHaNM3ALWMOHHON UHGPACTPYKTYPbI, HEraTUBHO
OTPA3MBLUEMYCS HA MEAVLMHCKMX W APYIMX XU3HEHHO BaXHbIX ycnyrax. YTobbl yCTpaHNTbL YS3BUMOCTb B IAaHHOM paiioHe, [opos
npeanaraeT NOCTPOMTL NPOTUBONABOAKOBYIO CUCTEMY Ha yyacTke McTtcaiiga ManxatTeHa mexay Montgomery Street u East 23rd
Street (c Bo3moxHbIM npoanennem fo East 25th Street), kotopas cramet yacTbio East Side Coastal Resiliency (ESCR) Project.
0O6ecneunBasl HAAEXHYIO 3aLLUTy OT HaBOAHEHWI B 9TOM paiioHe, ESCR Project Taioke ynyywnt focTyn K nobepexbio.

B pamkax npoekTa ['opog, npeanaraer ycTaHoBUTb W BBECTU B AEICTBME KPYMHYIO NPOTMBONABOAKOBYIO cUCTeMy, kKoTopast 6yaeT
VHTErPMpOBaHa B rOPOJCKYI0 NAPKOBYIO 30HY 11 CUCTEMY YANL, CHU3UT PUCK 3aTOMEHUs NOBEpexbs, 3alLMTUT HAaCENeHNe U XUnbs,
CUCTEM 3HEpreTukn, MHGPACTPYKTYPLl 1 TpaHcnopTa. Llensio ESCR Project Takxe SBAsETCS ynyylleHue AOCTyna K npuopexHoi
napkoBoii 30He, B ToM 4ucne Kk East River Park un Stuyvesant Cove Park. MpemnoxeHHas npoTuBonasoakosas cuctema Oyaet
npeacTaensTb co60i KOMOMHALMIO 6EPM, COOPYXEHWIA 1 pa3BepTbIBAEMbIX CUCTEM, KOTOpbIE ByAyT VHTErpUPOBaHbI B NapKOBYIO
30HY W CUCTEMY YAULL. Y4uTbiBasi BCE MOCTYNMBLUME NPEANOXEHNS, CTPOUTENBCTBO MOXET HayaThest netom 2017 roaa.

Mockonbky ESCR Project duHaHcupyetcs 3a depepanbHbiii CHeT 1 TpebyeT 0400peHUst 0T PasfinyHbIX FOPOACKUX, LUTATHBIX 1
cdenepanbHbix areHTCTB, OyaeT noarotoeneHo Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) B cootseTctum ¢ National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA), 4To6bl OLEHUTL BO3MOXHbIE 3KOMOrMYECKMe U coupanbHble nocneacteus npoekta. HUD Bblaenun ¢oHasl
CDBG-DR nns ESCR Project, koTopble fomkHbl 6biTb padaeneHs Mmexay OMB, npu atom OMB sBnsSieTCs rnaBHbIM areHTCTBOM
no noprotoske 063opa NEPA. ESCR Project Takxe pacnonoxeH 8 OCHOBHOM B FOPOACKON MapkoBoi 30He v TpebyeT 0f0bpeHuns
co ctopoHbl New York City Department of Parks & Recreation (DPR); npu atom DPR sBnsietcss rnaeHbiM areHTCTBOM Mo
noprotoske 063opa, B cootseTcTBIN ¢ New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) u New York City Environmental
Quality Review (CEQR).

MepecMOTpeHHbIe NpefBapuTenbHble KapThl 30H BO3MOXHOrO naBoka ans Hbio-Mopk-Cuti, noarotoBneHHsie FEMA,
oBHaponosaHbl No agpecy http://apps.femadata.com/preliminaryviewer.

Y 9T0ro U3BELLEHNs €CTb 3 OCHOBHblE LENU. BO-NepBbiX, IOAM, MHTEPECH KOTOPbIX MOTYT GbiTb 3aTPOHYTbI AENCTBUSMA B
MOMEHHO 30HE U KOTOPbIE 3aNHTEPECOBAHbI B 3aLLMTE OKPYXXAIOLLEN CPefibl, LOMKHbI NOAY4UTh BO3MOXHOCTb 11 BbIPaXeHUs
CBOEI 03a604EHHOCTW W MPEefoCcTaBneHns UHGOPMAaLMK N0 AaHHBIM BOMpocaMm. Bo-BTOPbIX, COOTBETCTBYIOWAS Nporpamma
MHGOPMUPOBAHMS OBLLECTBEHHOCTM MOXET ObiTb BaXHbIM 06pa30BaTeNbHbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM. PacnpocTpaHeHue CBeAeHuii o
MOMMEHHbIX 30HaX MOXET CrnocoGCTBOBATh W yAyHWUTh denepanbHble YCUnus MO COKPALLEHUIO PUCKOB, CBSI3AHHbIX C
3acefieHneM n moamMdukaumen aTMX cneumanbHbix PanoHOB. B-TPETbUX, C TOYKM 3PEHWs CNpaBeiiMBOCTU denepanbHoe
NpaBUTENbCTBO, MPUHWMAs peLleHne 06 y4acTuu B [ENCTBUSX B MOMMEHHBIX 30HAX, AOMXHO MHAOPMMPOBATL TEX, KTO MOXET
CTONKHYTBCS C NOBBILUEHHBIM UM MPOLOMKAIOLLMMCS PUCKOM.

lMpurnawaem BCe 3auHTEPECOBAHHbIE YaCTHble AMLA, OPraHW3auMW U areHTCTBa MPEefOCTaBUTb MUCbMEHHBIE KOMMEHTapun
OTHOCUTENbHO MPEAsIOKEHHOr0 MCMoNb30BaHNs deaepanbHbix GoHLoB ans ctpoutensctBa ESCR Project B moiiMeHHOI 30HE.
KoMMeHTapum B NUCbMEHHOM BUAE [OMXHBI ObiTh 0TNPaBaeHs B OMB o agpecy 255 Greenwich Street, 8th Floor, New York, New
York 10007, Attention: Calvin Johnson, Assistant Director CDBG-DR nnu no anektpoHtoii noyte CDBGDR-Enviro@omb.nyc.gov.
MUHUManbHbI NEPUOL, KOMMEHTUPOBAHUS COCTaBnsieT 15 kaneHaapHbIX [AHENR, HaunHaeTcs Co AHS nocne nybnvkauun w
3aKOH4MTCS Ha 16-i1 ieHb nocne nybankauuu. Takne KOMMEHTapum JonxXHs! ObiTb nonyyeHsl OMB He noaxe 22 pespans 2016 roga.

City of New York, Office of Management and Budget, iun ®aneiixaH, avpektop
[Hata: 5 despans 2016 ropa.

0027-69L (842) ved 000€-69L (812) waL ~ €3 3>

=4

VINVDMAd 2272v2024,

Wo9*YaySny'mmm . 9107 buedsad |1 -G (0611) 9aN

o9 LSO UL WSS



	Appendix L: Eight-Step Planning Process for Floodplains and Wetlands
	Final Notice and Public Explanation of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain or Wetland
	Comments on the Early Notice of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland
	Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain and Wetland
	El Diario Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	Newsday Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	NY Daily News Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	NY Post Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	Rockaway Wave Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	Staten Island Advance Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2019
	Sing Tao Affidavit of Publication - Feb. 2019
	Brooklyn Eagle Affidavit of Publication - Feb. 2019
	2016 Early Notice and Public Review of a Proposed Activity in a 100-Year Floodplain
	Newsday Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2016
	Wave Publishing Co. Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2016
	El Diario Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2016
	Sing Tao Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2016
	Russkaya Reklama Affidavit of Publication- Feb. 2016

