PROCEDURES AND
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CHAPTER 1
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City Environmental Quality Review, or “CEQR,” is New York City’s process for implementing the State Environmental
ronment
ronmenta
ed d
ons to identiident iQuality Review Act (SEQRA), by which agencies of the City of New York review proposed
discretionary actions
fy and disclose the potential effects those actions may have on the environment.
This chapter of the CEQR Technical Manual explains the CEQR process. Specifically,
thee types of projects
fically,
lly, itt addresses
addre
pr
pro
subject to CEQR, the selection of the agency primarily responsible for the environmental
of the project, the parnvironmental
onmental review
rre
ticipation of other agencies and the public in the review process, and the
and
he determinations
determinatio
determinati
nd findings
dings that
tha are prerequisites for agency action. It also introduces the documentation used
Assesssed in
n CEQR, including
in
ng the
th Environmental
En onm
ment Statement (EAS) and the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS),
discusses CEQR’s
with other
S), and d
disc
EQR’s relationship
re
relati
common approval procedures, such as the Uniform Land Use Review
Procedure (ULURP).
eview
view Procedu
Procedur
URP).
This chapter is not a definitive discussion of the legal issues that may be encountered
CEQR process. The review
e
ntered
tered in the C
CE
of a specific project by an agency may, in many instances,
additional research and interpretation.
In these cases, require
quire add
addi
in
es, it may be useful to consult with legal counsel.

A. OVERVIEW OF LEGISLATIVE
ATIV HI
ATIVE
ISTORY
ORY
100. NEPA

The preparation of an interdisciplinary,
iplinary,
ary, comprehensive
compr
environmental
viro
viron
impact assessment was first required when the
Congress of the United States
es off America included
i
ed it in Section
ction 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, known as “NEPA.” NEPA
EPA and its regulations
ations
tions require
requi all federal agencies to evaluate the environmental consequences of proposed projects and tto cconsider
er alternatives.
alternatives

200. SEQRA

In 1975, thee New York SState Legislature
enacted SEQRA, which requires all state and local government agencies to asg ture enacte
gi
enac
sess the environmenta
environmental
discretionary
actions before undertaking, funding, or approving the project, unless
nvironmenta effects
ctss of d
retio
retion
such actions fall with
within certain
or regulatory exemptions from the requirements for review.
rtain
n statutory
statutor
statut
The provisions
provisio of
o SEQRA
QRA are
ree found in Article 8 of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL §8-0101 et
York
Department
of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) has promulgated regulations, last
seq.).
seq.
). The New
N
orkk State
Stat
St
Depa
amended in 2000,
00, that
hat guide
guid the process of review (SEQR). These are published as Part 617 of Title 6 of New York
Codes,
Regulations
des,
es, Rules and Regulati
Regulation (6 NYCRR 617) and are included in the Appendix to this chapter. Specific provisions of the
ulations
lations are hyp
SEQR regulations
hyperlinked throughout this chapter.

300. CEQR
R

SEQR permits a local government to promulgate its own procedures provided they are no less protective of the environment, public participation, and judicial review than provided for by the state rules. See 6 NYCRR 617.14(b). The
City of New York has exercised this prerogative by promulgating its own procedures, known as CEQR, in order to take
into account the special circumstances of New York City’s urban environment.
CEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL
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In 1973, before SEQRA was enacted, New York City Mayoral Executive Order No. 87, entitled “Environmental Review of
Major Projects,” adapted NEPA to meet the needs of the city. After SEQRA was enacted, New York City revised its procedures in Mayoral Executive Order No. 91 of 1977, which established CEQR.
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In 1989, amendments to the New York City Charter, adopted by referendum, established the Office of Environmental
Coordination (OEC) and authorized the City Planning Commission (CPC) to establish procedures for the conduct of environmental review by city agencies where such review is required by law. The Charter directs that such procedures
re include: (1) the selection of the city agency or agencies that are to be responsible for determining whether an EnvironEnviro
mental Impact Statement is required (i.e., the “lead” agency); (2) the participation by the
he city in reviews involving
volving
ving agenage
ag n-cies other than city agencies; and (3) coordination of environmental review procedures
uress with
wit the Uniform
m Land Use ReRe
Re
view Procedure. The OEC was established by Executive Order within the Office of the Mayor
Mayo as the Mayor’s Office of
Environmental Coordination (MOEC).
On October 1, 1991, the CPC adopted rules that were superimposed on Executive
ecutive Order
Ord
Orde 91, fundamentally
f
amentall reforming
amentally
the city’s process. The additional rules, titled Rules of Procedure, are
e published
ublished in the Rules
ules of the City of New York
(RCNY) at 62 RCNY Chapter 5; the provisions of Executive Order No.. 91
to 62 RCNY Chap1 are published
publish ass an Appendix
Appe
ter 5 and in 43 RCNY Chapter 6. Both the additional rules and the
are
he Executive Order
O
Or
re included in the
t Appendix to this
chapter and are hyperlinked throughout this chapter. Executive
are hereinaftive Order No. 91
9 and
d the
he Rules of
o Procedure
P
ter collectively referred to as the “CEQR rules.”
The rules contain criteria for selecting the agency responsible
the conduct
review of a given acsponsib
ons
for th
uct of environmental
envir
environ
tion, set forth a public scoping procedure to be followed
for a project’s environollowed
wed by the
t city lead
ead agency
ncy responsible
res
mental review, and define in greater detail the responsibilities
responsibilities is to assist city
nsibilities of MOEC.
OEC. One of
o MOEC’s
MO
lead agencies in fulfilling their environmental review responsibilities.
respon
ies.
In addition, CEQR’s requirements are further
urther
er defined tthrough
gh decisions of the state courts. Judicial review of CEQR
determinations is provided for in Article
Law and Rules (CPLR). If an agency fails
cle 78 of the New
Ne
N York State
tate Civil Practice
Pr
to comply with CEQR, a court mayy invalidate that
tha decision pursuant
uant tto Article 78 of the CPLR. Decisions on Article 78
petitions have established a substantial
bstantial
ntial body of
o judicial
c guidance
dan on the scope and requirements of environmental redanc
view. For this reason, it is often
counsel when making decisions related to environmental
ften helpful to consult
lt with legal
al co
reviews.

B. CEQR PROCESS

In implementingg SE
SEQRA,
A, the
he C
CEQR process
rocess requires city agencies to assess, disclose, and mitigate to the greatest extent
signific
mental consequences
conse
co
practicable thee sign
significantt environmental
of their decisions to fund, directly undertake, or approve a
project. The
environmental
assessment
the project that is facilitated by the action or actions. An action is a
he environm
environme
ssess
ses ent analyzes
ana
anal
discretionary
funding,
or undertaking) needed in order to complete a project.
tionary
ary agency decision
d
on (approval,
(approv
appr
f
Review
CEQR should
commence as early as possible in the formulation or consideration of a proposal for a
eview
ew under CE
uld commen
project. An aagencyy may,
may however,
oweve conduct environmental, engineering, economic, feasibility and other studies, and
owever
budgetary processes necessary to the formulation of a project, without first beginning the
preliminary planning
ningg and bu
CEQR
process.
EQR
QR pr
p
s. Such
uch activities
activitie are considered Type II actions. 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(21). Typically, review begins at the
stage of early
arly
rly design of a project or, in the case of city projects, at the planning stage or upon receipt of an application
for a permit
approval. In the case of city projects, an environmental assessment is not required
mit or other
othe discretionary
d
until the specifics
pecifics of
o the project are formulated and proposed. However, an agency may commence its review earlier to
help in its examination
of project options. Environmental review must be completed before any activity commits the
ami
city to engage in, fund, or approve a project.
Based on an initial evaluation, an agency determines whether or not a project is subject to environmental review. If
the project is subject to environmental review, an initial assessment considers a series of technical areas, such as air
quality, traffic, and neighborhood character, to determine whether the project may have a significant adverse impact
on the environment. There may be specific projects that require additional analyses. If the project under consideraCEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL
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tion has the potential for a significant adverse environmental impact, then the lead agency conducts a detailed assessment to determine whether significant adverse environmental impacts would occur as a result of the project. If the
agency identifies significant adverse impacts, the lead agency must consider alternatives which, consistent with social,
economic, and other essential considerations, would avoid or minimize such impacts to the maximum extent practicable. A detailed outline of the CEQR process is shown in this chart.
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CEQR includes certain requirements with regard to documentation of the study of effects on the environment. Under
certain circumstances, CEQR also gives the public a role in the assessment of potential environmental impacts. The
level of detail appropriate for such study, the type of documentation, and the extent of public involvement vary ded
pending on the project and its context. The following describes the procedural steps through which an environmental
ironmental
ronment
review typically progresses.

100. APPLICABILITY OF CEQR

As early as possible in an agency’s consideration of a discretionary action it proposes
it
oposes to approve, fund, or undertake,
un
u
determines whether the project is subject to CEQR. Proposed projects that
at are subject
subjec to CEQR
EQR include
in de those:
tho
1. Directly undertaken by a city agency;

2. For which the agency provides financial assistance;
e; orr
3. For which the agency issues permits or approvals.
s.

Such projects must involve the exercise of discretion by the agency
of construction projects
a ncy and may include approvals
app
(such as building a bridge) or adoption of regulations
ons (such as a decision
on to rezone
one an area, etc.). A project may be initiated by the city or proposed by private applicants
cants
ts for approval
appro
approv by a city agency.
agenc
agen
Within this group of discretionary actions, some
categories of actions
ome categorie
categor
ctions are subject
subje to environmental review, while others
are not. As defined by SEQR, and as described
divided into three categories: Type II actions,
scribed
bed below, aactionss are broadly
broad d
Type I actions, and Unlisted actions.
110. ACTIONS NOT SUBJECT TO
ENVIRONMENTAL
REVIEW
O ENVIRONME
NVIRONME
REV W

111. Type II Actions
ns
NYSDEC includes
identified as Type II actions, that it has determined
es in its SEQR rregulations
ionss a list of actions,
ac
would not havee a significant
or that are otherwise precluded from environmental
signif
significan impact
act on the environment
envi
envir
review. See
617.5. SEQR regulatio
ee 6 NYCRR
CRR 61
6
regulations permit local agencies to promulgate their own Type II lists to
supplement
list. Because
ement
ent the
th state
st
cause the city
ci currently does not have a Type II list, only the state list need be
consulted.
sulted.
ulte

corresponds
If a project cco
ondss to one or
o more of the identified Type II actions, the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment Statement
Assessm
Assessmen
entt (EAS) or an EIS is not required. In some such cases, an agency may conclude that a
determination
project may warrant further explanation and, therefore, it is appropriate for the
Type II d
minatio
nati for
or a p
agency
to document
agen
ge
ument its consideration and determination of the Type II action in a memorandum for its files
(“Type II Memorandum”).
(“
(“T
Memorandum
emorandum Such a Type II Memorandum would be appropriate where a project-specific determination
ination
nation has been
be
bee made as to whether the project falls within a Type II category. In contrast, the use of
such
memorandum would be unnecessary for actions that have been routinely classified by the lead agency
h a memoran
memor
as falling
ing within
with a Type II category and require no individualized determination whether the actions are Type
II. If an age
agency documents its Type II determination in a Type II Memorandum, it should submit a copy of the
memorandum to MOEC.
111.1. Common Type II Actions

Many governmental decisions and undertakings may be considered “routine or continuing agency
administration and management, not including new programs or major reordering of priorities that
CEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL
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may affect the environment.” 6 NYCRR 617.5 (c)(20). Determination of whether a project fits within
this Type II category often requires consideration of the agency’s core mission, as stated in the City
Charter, and the frequency or regularity with which the agency engages in similar projects. An example of routine or continuing agency administration and management includes adjustments the New
York City Department of Sanitation (DSNY) makes to its collection routes. A Type II Memorandum
may be appropriate to explain other agency actions that may not be readily apparent under this provision.
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Another widely applicable Type II category concerns official acts of a ministerial nature involving no
exercise of discretion. This category includes the New York City Department of Buildings’ (DOB)
B) isi
suance of building permits and the New York City Landmarks Preservation
ation
ion Commission’s (LPC) isissuance of certificates of appropriateness, where issuance is predicated
d solely
olely on tthe applicant’s
cant’s
nt’s comcompliance or non-compliance with the relevant local building orr preservation
servation code(s),
e(s),
), 6 NYCRR
617.5(c)(19). Although the determination of whether the contemplated
templated
mplated pro
project
proj
complies
omplies
mplies with th
the
applicable code may require considerable expertise, the decision
cision
on to approve
appro
approv thee project
p ect is nonethenone
non
less ministerial.
Two Type II categories, maintenance and repair involving
changes
strucving no substantial
substan
substa
hanges in an existing
e
ture or facility, 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(1) and replacement,
orr reconstruction of a structure
ent,
t, rehabilitation
rehabilitat
or facility in kind on the same site, 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(2),
activi7.5(c)(2), may aalso apply
pply
ply to many governmental
ggo
ties. Emergency projects that are immediately
basis for the
te necessary
necessar on a limited and temporary
tem
protection or preservation of life, health,, property,
or natural
resources
prop
prope
n
esources are
ar Type II actions as well;
however, all activities after the emergency
aree subject
under CEQR. 6 NYCRR
encyy has subsided
subs
sub
sub t to review
rev
617.5(c)(33). The characteristics off thesee and other
oth Type
pe II categories
catego
categ
require careful consideration
and it is advisable for the agencyy to consult MO
MOEC in making
king this determination.
d
det

120. ACTIONS SUBJECT TO ENVIRONMENTAL
MENTAL
TAL REVIEW
REVIE

121. Type I Actions
ribed
d in the SSEQ
gulation ass “those
“th
Type I actions are described
SEQR regulations
actions and projects that are more likely to require the preparation
on of an EIS than
tha
th Unlisted
sted actions.”
action
actions. 6 NYCRR 617.4(a). A Type I action “carries with it the
h
ificant adverse
adve
adv
presumption thatt it is likely to have
a significant
impact on the environment and may require an EIS.”
6 NYCRR 617.4(a)(1).
4(a)(1). Before undertaking
rtaking
ing a Type I action, an EAS using the Full EAS Form is prepared. In certain instances,
ce the
he lead
ead agency
ag
may waive the requirement for an EAS if a draft EIS is prepared or submitted;
in this case,
DEIS as an EAS for the purpose of determining significance. 6 NYCRR
ase,
se, the
th agency
ency should
d treat the DEI
617.6(a)(4).
6(a)(4 . Altho
6(a)(4)
Although it iss possible
p ible to conclude
co
on the basis of an EAS that a Type I action would have no sigficant
ant impact o
environm
viro
nt, such
s
nificant
on the environment,
a determination is less likely than it is for an Unlisted action. A list
actions appears
of Type I actio
pears
rs in the SEQR
SE regulations. See 6 NYCRR 617.4. The city has a supplementary list, which
6-15.
appears at 43 RCNY 6-15
appear
15. Both lists
l
should be consulted when determining action type.
122.
22 Unlisted
ed Actions
Action
Unlisted
U
d actions are all
al actions that are not listed as either Type I or Type II. For any Unlisted action, an EAS
a project proponents may elect to complete the Short EAS Form. As with Type I actions,
mustt be prepared, and
the lead
ead agency
agenc may waive the requirement for an EAS if a draft EIS is prepared and, in such cases, should
treat the
he DEIS as an EAS for the purposes of determining significance. 6 NYCRR 617.6(a)(4).

130. SEGMENTATION
One of the early steps in the CEQR process is to define the scope of the project that is the subject of the environmental review (see also Chapter 2,”Establishing the Analysis Framework”). Segmentation, “the division of the environmental review of an action such that various activities or stages are addressed . . . as though they were indeCEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL
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pendent, unrelated activities, needing individual determinations of significance,” 6 NYCRR 617.2(ag), generally is
not permissible. An example that raises segmentation issues is the construction of a highway in phases or sections when, until joined together with other sections of the highway, the individual sections would serve no purpose. If these separate actions were reviewed individually, the combined effects of the total project might be inadequately addressed.
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In certain limited circumstances, it may be permissible to segment a review; however, an agency must be careful
to avoid improper segmentation. To permissibly segment a project, each of the segments should also have independent utility and not commit the agency to continuing with the remaining segments. See 6 NYCRR 617.3(g)(1).
.3(g
.3(g)(
If the lead agency believes segmented review may be permissible, it must document in its environmental
ntal
al review:
review
(i) the reasons segmentation is warranted under the circumstances; (ii) the reasons
ons
ns for
fo
f proceeding in
n a segmented
manner; and (iii) a determination that the segmented review is no less protective
of
ective
ve of the environment
ment
nt than that o
an unsegmented review. The lead agency must also identify and fully discuss
individual
cuss the
he other ssegments
ents
ts in the indiv
environmental reviews for each segment.
The determination whether to segment a project may require expert
purpose of unert guidance, particularly
p
lar for the pu
larly
derstanding judicial decisions that address this issue. One reference
guidance
on
rencee for guida
guid
n this issue
issu is the
t SEQR Handbook published by NYSDEC, which offers the following eightt criteria that aare considered
whether
nsidered in determining
det
individual agency actions should be reviewed together:
1.

Is there a common purpose or goal for each action?

2.

Is there a common reason for each action
at about the same
time?
ion
n being
bei
be completed
com
comp
ssa

3.

Is there a common geographic location
ation
n involved?
involved

4.

Do any of the activities beingg considered ccontribute
significant cumulative or synergistic imbutee toward si
pacts?

5.

Are the different actions
ns under
nder the sa
ssame ownership
rship or con
ccontrol?

6.

Is a given action a component
of aan identifiable overall
omponent o
eral plan?

7.

Can the interrelated
of various
elated
ed phases o
ous projects
pr ct
cts be considered “functionally independent?”

8.

Does the approval of one phasee or action commit
the agency to continuing with other phases?
co
c

As an example, the construction
constructi
constructio of a new
ew highway interchange and additional widening of the highway may be interrelated to such
extent thatt the two acti
actions must be examined together. In this example, it would be releuch an eexten
action
vant to consider
onsid whether:
onside
whethe
he (i) the highway is being widened for the sole purpose of accommodating the additional
traffic entering
the road via the
highway interchange; (ii) both actions are being completed at about the
ntering th
he new h
hig
same
mee time and in general
ral proximity
prox
pro ity to each other; (iii) the additional traffic entering the highway via the new ingreatly increases
terchange grea
creases
ases th
the ccongestion on that part of the highway just past the portion that has been widened; (iv) tthe samee entity
ntity owns
own or operates the road areas where both actions are being conducted; (v) there is
improve
an overall
overa plan to im
over
rove
ove or increase the capacity of the highway system of which these two projects are each a
component;
compo
ompo
; and
d (vi) each
ea of
o the actions would serve its purpose, even if the other one is never executed.

200. CEQR
QR REQUIREM
EQUIREMENTS

If an agency
determines that its project is subject to CEQR, it then seeks to identify whether the project may involve the
cy determi
determ
approval, participation,
or interest of one or more other agencies. This usually occurs as early as possible in the formurticip
lation of the review process.
210. TYPES OF AGENCIES
LEAD AGENCY. The agency “principally responsible” for carrying out, funding, or approving an action and the conduct of the environmental review of the project.

CEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL
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INVOLVED AGENCIES.

Agencies, other than the lead agency, that have jurisdiction to fund, approve, or undertake an

action.
Agencies without jurisdiction to fund, approve, or undertake an action, but that wish to, or
are requested to, participate in the review process because of their specific expertise or concern about the proposed project.

INTERESTED AGENCIES.
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211. Establishing a Lead Agency
The CEQR rules provide that where only one city agency is involved in a proposed project, that agency shallll be
the lead agency for environmental review under CEQR. 62 RCNY § 5-03. Where more than one agency
cyy is ininvolved, a single lead agency is usually selected. Exceptions to this rule includee legislative
action, where the
legi
legis
City Council and the Office of the Mayor act as co-lead agencies, and situations
ons where a city and state agency
may act as co-lead agencies. CEQR rules address lead agency selection
tion
n in detail for a number
umber of city
ci
cit
processes, including the enactment of local laws, actions involving franchises,
applications
for
nchises,
ises, applica
applic
or special permits
per
from the Board of Standards and Appeals, and specific actions thatt require
approval
New
quire CPC aap
al under
u er the N
Ne York
City Charter, among others.
Where the CEQR rules do not identify a specific agency as the lead for th
criteria by
tthe project,
oject, they provide
pr
prov
which the involved agencies may choose the most appropriate
CEQR
rules also esopriate
ate agency tto act ass lead. The CE
C
tablish a procedure by which the lead agency may bee changed by transferring
agency status to an inferring
erring lead age
ag
volved agency.
The CEQR rules should be consulted to determine
is the
ine which agency
a
he appropriate
propriate lead in a given instance.
211.1. State and Federal Coordination

When both state and city agencies
cies
es are involved
involve agencies,
ncies, SEQRA rregulations
re
allow for selection of an
involved city agency as lead when
primary location
project is local and/or the impacts are
en the prim
ocation
cation of the p
primarily of local significance.
also impo
impose a 30-day time limit on lead agency seance.. SEQRA regulations
re
r
impos
lection when a state agency
If disputes occur among city and state agencies, one of the
gency is involved.
involv
involved agencies or the
may request that the Commissioner of NYSDEC sehe applicant (if there
er is one)
ne) m
lect an agency. After
allowing a brieff period
ter allow
allowin
per
pe d for involved agency comment on the request, the
Commissionerr is required to
t select
ctt a lead agency
ag
agen within 20 calendar days of the date the Commissioner received
request.
eived the reque
req

If federal
are involved,
often contacted so that the federal review under NEPA may
al agencies
agenc ar
olved, MOEC is o
be coor
coordinated.
coo
ated.
d For
F further
ther discussion of the interplay between NEPA, SEQRA, and CEQR, see Part C,
Section
ection 310 off this chapter.
pter.

211.2.
11.2.
2. CEQR Numbers
Num

In ord
orde
order to identify
dentify
tify and track
tr
tra the projects that undergo environmental review, a CEQR number is asthe project.
ssigned to th
sign
roject. This
T allows the various documents prepared in the course of the review to be
maintained
fashion. The protocol for assigning the CEQR number is:
ained
ed in
i an
a organized
orga
The first two digits identify the fiscal year in which the project was initiated.
The next three alphabetic characters identify the lead agency.

The next three numeric characters identify the sequence of the project for that lead agency
in that fiscal year.
The last alphabetic character identifies the geographic location of the project.

For example, a CEQR number of 10DME003K means that the project was initiated in fiscal year 2010;
the lead agency is the Office of the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development; it is the third project
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of the Office of the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development undergoing environmental review in
FY2010; and the project is located in Brooklyn (Kings County).
Geographic and agency codes may be found here.
212. Lead Agency Responsibilities
Under the CEQR rules, only the lead agency is responsible for determining whether a project, considered in its
entirety, requires environmental review. 62 RCNY § 5-05(a). The lead agency is responsible for sending notice
of its lead agency status, and preparing and distributing the EAS to all other involved agencies.
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If the lead agency determines, on the basis of the EAS, that the proposed project
may have a significant
ect
ct m
icant
cant adadverse effect on the environment requiring the preparation of an EIS, the lead
d agency
ency is also responsible
ponsible
onsible for
circulating and making publicly available the Positive Declaration, scoping documents,
off public meetuments, notices
no
n
mee
ings or hearings, Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS), Final Environmental
Impact Statement (FEIS),
nvironmental
nmental Im
(FEI
and Notices of Completion (all of which are discussed below) to thee applicant,
plicant, the regionall director of NYSDEC, the commissioner of NYSDEC, the appropriate community board(s),
MOEC, and all o
other
involved agenoard(s),
d(s), MOEC
ot
involve
cies. In addition, it is important that the lead agency make every
and interery effort to keep
kke thee other involved
invo
ested agencies informed of the progress of the CEQR processs for projects within
their jurisdiction.
w
jurisdictio
jurisdict

213. Coordinated Review
When an agency proposes to directly undertake, fun
fund or appro
approve
fu
approv a Type
ype I action, it must conduct a coordinated review if more than one agency is involved.
ed. 6 NYCRR
NY R 617.6(b)(3).
N
61
6
If, however,
howeve an Unlisted action is unhowev
der review, the lead agency may choose to commence
ommence
mence its review under
unde either
her a “coordinated review” process
or an “uncoordinated review” process. Uncoordinated
may save time
because there is no delay in esncoordinated
oordinated review
r
ti
tablishing a lead agency because each involved agency
separate determination of significance
agen makes
kes its own se
sep
and decision about the project. However,
decisions of the various involved agencies
wever,
er, without coordination,
ination, the dec
may conflict, which may cause confusion
in approving
For example, at any time prior to
onfusion
usion and delay
d
pproving a project.
p
an agency's final decision, that
declaration
may be superseded by a positive declaration by
at agency's negative
neg
on ma
any other involved agency.
type of review, it is recommended that an agency strive to identify all
y. Forr either typ
involved agencies as early
6 NYCRR 617.6(b)(3), further detail the process
rly ass possible.
possible The SEQRA regulations,
u
ulatio
for both coordinated and
reviews.
d uncoordinated
uncoord
uncoordin
ws.
220. DETERMINATION
ON OF SIGNIFICANCE
SIGNIF
E

O
ut

eparat
eparatio
th Environmental
onmental Ass
221. Preparation
of the
Assessment Statement
sist lead
d agencies
agenc
agenci and private applicants in identifying the potential impacts a project
The EAS is intende
intended to assist
may have on the environment
ronment
men and
a assessing
a
as
whether such impacts may be significant and adverse. The EAS
contain all the
should cont
contai
he information
informati
informatio the agency deems necessary to support its conclusions regarding the poIn addition, it is often the case that a more thorough EAS leads to a
tential for significant
ica adverse impacts.
im
targeted
focuses
on those issues where the potential for a significant adverse impact exists.
targete
argete EIS that
at fo
foc
es only
o
This in the
This,
e long-term,
g-term, may
m save time in completing an appropriate environmental review.

The lead
begins its assessment of whether the proposed project may have a significant impact on the
ead agency beg
begi
environment
preparing an EAS, using either the Short or Full EAS Form, as appropriate. Instructions for
vironment
onment by p
completing
pleting
leting the
th EAS appear in the form itself. If an action is Unlisted, an applicant should complete a Short
EAS Form,
m, unless
u
the lead agency has directed that the applicant use the Full EAS Form. The lead agency,
upon reviewing the EAS and in making its determination of significance, may require an applicant to provide
further information to support the Short EAS Form. The Full EAS Form must be used for all Type I actions.
Please note that an agency may waive the requirement for an EAS if a DEIS is prepared or submitted, and
would treat the DEIS as an EAS for the purpose of determining significance. 6 NYCRR 617.6(a)(4).
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222. Criteria for Significance
SEQRA regulations provide an illustrative list of criteria that are considered indicators of significant adverse
impacts on the environment. This list, located at 6 NYCRR 617.7(c) and shown below, should be consulted
when determining whether a proposed project may have a significant impact on the environment.
The city’s rules also contain criteria for determining significance, which generally reflect the state’s criteria but
do not match word-for-word. SEQR regulations state that a project may have a significant effect on the environment if it may reasonably be expected to have any of the following consequences:
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A substantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface water quality or quantity, traffic
antia
nti increase in potential
ential for
or noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste production; a substantial
erosion, flooding, leaching, or drainage problems;

The removal or destruction of large quantities of vegetation or fauna;
una; substantial
substan
interference
nterference
rference with
wit
the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species;
cies; impacts
impact on a significant habitat
hab
area; substantial adverse impacts on a threatened or endangered
or plant,
angered
gered species
specie of animal
ani
anim
plant or the
habitat of such a species; or other significant adverse impacts
pactss to natural
natura resources;
urce
urces;

The impairment of the environmental characteristics
cs of a Critical EEnvironmental
nmental Area designated
d
pursuant to 6 NYCRR 617.14(g). For a discussion off Critical
tical Environmental
Environ
Enviro
tall Areas, see
s Chapter
C
11, “Natural Resources.”
The creation of a material conflict with a community’s
comm
com nity’s ccurrent plans or go
goals as officially approved or
adopted;

The impairment of the characterr orr quality of important
rtant
ant histor
historic
historical, archaeological, architectural, or
aesthetic resources, or of existing
ing
ng community or neighborhood
ighborhood
ghborhood character;
cha
c
A major change in the use of either the q
quantity or type of energy;
ene
The creation of a hazard
ard to human health;
h

A substantial change
ngee in the use, or intensity
ens off use,
us of land including agricultural, open space or recreces, orr in its capacity
cap
ca
suppo
suppor existing
xis
ational resources,
to support
uses;
The encouraging
uraging or aattra
attracting of a large number
num
of people to a place or places for more than a few
days, compared to th
the number
ber of people who
w would come to such place absent the project;
The
he ccr
creation
tion of a material
erial demand fo
for other projects which would result in one of the above consequenc
quences;

Changes iin two orr more
mor
mo elements
leme
of the environment, no one of which has a significant effect on the
environment,
enviro
t, but
ut when cconsidered together result in a substantial adverse impact on the environment;
or
me
Two or more
mo related
late
t actions undertaken, funded, or approved by an agency, none of which has or
would
impact on the environment, but when considered cumulatively would meet
ould have a significant
si
s
one or more o
of the above-stated criteria.

See
617.7.
ee 6 NYCR
NYCRR 6

idance and methodologies in the technical analysis chapters of this manual expand upon these criteria
The guidance
for purposes of determining whether a proposed project may have a significant impact on the environment in
the context of New York City. The guidance in Section 400 of each technical analysis chapter should be used
in conjunction with the SEQRA criteria to help determine whether a proposed project may have a significant
impact on each particular area of analysis.
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In addition to using the above criteria to determine the potential significance of a project’s impacts, the lead
agency must consider the reasonably related short-term, long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts,
including simultaneous or subsequent actions that are: (i) included in any long-range plan of which the action
under consideration is a part; (ii) likely to be undertaken as a result thereof; or (iii) dependent thereon.
For any determination, the significance of a likely effect of a proposed project (i.e., whether it is material, substantial, large or important) should be assessed in connection with the following:
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The setting in which the project occurs;
The probability that an adverse impact would occur;
The duration of the impact;
Its irreversibility;
The geographic scope of the adverse impact;
Its magnitude; and
The number of people affected.

223. Making the Determination of Significance
An EAS is considered complete when, in the judgment of the
hee lead agency, it contains
ntains sufficient
sufficien information to
make a determination of significance based on the contents
EAS and supplemental
tents of the EA
upplemen analyses, if necessary. Once the EAS is complete, the lead agency coordinates
if any, in making
dinates with other involved
nvolved agencies,
agen
agenc
its determination of significance. However, if an agency
conductingg an uncoordin
uncoordinated review for an Unag
a
y is con
uncoord
listed action, it is not required to coordinate with other
othe involved
olv agencies.
ge es
es.. 6 NYCRR
NYCR
NYC 617.6(b)(4). But, in this
case it should be noted that a positive declaration
involved
a negative declaration isration
on by an iin
d agency
agenc supersedes
pers
per
sued by the agency conducting an uncoordinated
rdinated
nated review.
review
Based on the EAS, the lead agency must
determinations of significance:
ust make one of
o three
eee possible dete
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

O
ut

If, for each technical area,
rea, the lead aagency determines
es that
th either the screening or detailed analyses
show that no significant
would occur, it issues a Negative Declaficant
nt adverse impact
i
t on
o thee environment
en
envir
ration. A Negative
ive Declaration
eclaration describes
ribess the project
ojec and the reasons for the determination that the
project would
on the environment. For many projects, the EAS
d not have a significant
si
s
ant
nt adverse effect
ef
clearly shows
would occur in any technical area assessed because a
hows that no significant
s
cant impact w
project’ss charact
characteristics
chara
eristi
risti fall below
ow the initial
initi
init thresholds for determining whether more detailed technical
analyses
al an
yses are required,
ed, as presented
presente throughout the technical analyses chapters of this Manual
and
nd in the
t Short
hor and Full
ull EAS Forms.
Form For other projects, a determination of no significant adverse
impact
following
a more detailed analysis for one or more technical areas. To support the
mpact is made
m
llow
low
finding that
for significant
adverse impact does not exist, the application of screening crith a potential
otential
ntial fo
ig
ign
teria
or technical
ria o
nical
al analyse
analyses must have been undertaken to a level of detail adequate to support that
conclusion.
Declarations
for Type I actions are required to be published, see Section 270,
c
con
n. Negative
egative
gative De
D
below.
However,
there
b
. Howev
owe
the is no such requirement for Negative Declarations for Unlisted actions (although
are publicly available upon request). The issuance of a Negative Declaration
ugh the documents
docu
(for a Type I or
o Unlisted action) constitutes the completion of the CEQR process with respect to the
proposed pr
project.
CONDITIONAL NEGATIVE DECLARATION (CND)
CONDITI

If the lead agency determines that an Unlisted action proposed by a private applicant may have a significant impact on the environment, but that any such effect can be eliminated or avoided by incorporating mitigation or specific changes in the project, then the lead agency may issue a CND. Pursuant to SEQRA regulations, CNDs are permitted only for Unlisted actions, and only where the applicant is private and not a governmental party. The lead agency must require an EIS instead of issuing
a CND if it is requested to do so by the private applicant. When a CND is to be issued, the analyses
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must be appropriate to support the recommendation of mitigation and the assurance that such mitigation would be effective and would be implemented. Conditions that require implementation by an
agency other than the lead must be approved by the implementing agency in advance of issuing the
CND. As a matter of practice, a letter of understanding between the lead agency and the implementing agency usually is obtained.
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For example, a CND would be appropriate where a significant traffic impact is identified and the impact could be mitigated by such measures as retiming traffic lights or lane restriping, provided that
this mitigation is fully documented and defined in both the EAS and the CND, and that the agency reesponsible for implementing the mitigation, in this case the New York City Department of Transportaport
ortation (DOT), has agreed to evaluate the need for these mitigation measures
res
es at the time the project
roject is
operational.

It is also possible to issue a CND in instances where more information
needed to fully define the
mation
on is neede
need
significant impact and precise mitigation, but where the potential
ential
al impact iis well understood,
nderstood, ffully
nderstood
disclosed, and easily mitigated. Examples include projects requiring
near pouiring the eexcavation
ation
tio of soils ne
tential sites containing hazardous materials or archaeological
ogicall resources
resourc
resource where
ere the full extent of the
impact cannot be known without some site excavation,
on, but the range
rang
ran of possibilities (from
((fro no impact
to contaminated soils or the presence of an archaeological
aree well known and the poteneological
ological resource)
resou
tial significant impact and appropriate mitigation
the decision-maker.
n measures may
ma
m be presented to th
Information on these specific examples is provided
9,, “Historic and Cultural Resources,”
ro ed in Chapters
Ch
Chap
and 12 “Hazardous Materials,” respectively.
ly.
PUBLIC COMMENT ON A CND.

SEQRA regulations
egulations
ations provide
pro
prov
forr a 30-day
30-d public
pub comment period (after pubpubl
lishing notice of the CND in NYSDEC’s
Bulletin) before the CND becomes final.
DEC’s
C s Environmental
Environm
l Notice Bulle
Bu
Pursuant to SEQR regulations,
s, a lead agency mustt rescind a CND
CN and issue a Positive Declaration requiring the preparation off a DEIS if it receives
substantive com
comments that identify potentially signifirec
co
cant adverse environmental
identified and assessed; (ii) were inental
al impacts tthat (i) were
re not previously
prev
pre
adequately assessed
d in the review;
review
revie or (iii) could not
ot be substantially mitigated by proposed mitigation measures.

POSITIVE DECLARATION
RATION
ON
N

If the lead agency determ
determi
determines that
hat the project may have one or more significant adverse impacts, and
that a CND
inappropriate, the agency iss
issues a Positive Declaration. This describes the project, proND is inapprop
issu
vides thee reasoning
for the
ason
he determination
determinat
determinatio that the proposed project may have a significant adverse
effect
environment,
ffect
fect o
on the
e env
ment, and states
state that a DEIS will be prepared before the agency approves, unto SEQRA regulations, positive declarations (for either a
dertakes,
ertakes, or
o funds the
th project. Pursuant
P
final upon issuance. The Positive Declaration may be docuType I or an
a Unlisted
listed
ted aaction)
on) become
b
If a separate document is prepared, the EAS should be expressly inmented in a separate
eparate
arate document.
docu
do
corporated byy reference.
corpo
eference. The publication requirements for issuing positive declarations are located
270 below.
i Section
in
on
n 27
elow.

230.
30.. SCOPING
SC
G
If a lead
ead agency issues
issu a Positive Declaration, CEQR rules require that the lead agency then conduct a public scoping process.
roc
62 RCNY 5-07. The purpose of the scoping process is to focus the EIS on potentially significant adverse impacts
mpacts by ensuring that relevant issues are identified early and studied properly and to eliminate consideration of those
impacts that are irrelevant or non-significant. In addition, it allows the public, agencies and other
h
interested parties the opportunity to help shape the EIS by raising relevant issues regarding the focus and appropriate methods of study. The scoping process begins by issuing a draft scope of work within 15 days after the issuance of a Positive Declaration. A public meeting to present and receive input on the draft scope of work must
be conducted following appropriate notification as described in Subsection 232.1, below.
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Based on information in the completed EAS, the scope of work is a document that identifies in detail all topics to
be addressed in the EIS, including an outline for how potentially-impacted analysis areas will be examined. The
scope of work describes the proposed project with sufficient detail about the proposal and its surroundings to allow the public and interested and involved agencies to understand the environmental issues. For each area of
analysis, the scope of work identifies study areas, types of data to be gathered, and how these data will be analyzed (including the preferred method of analysis). The scope of work also identifies reasonable alternatives to be
evaluated and, if appropriate, an initial identification of proposed mitigation measures. The scoping process is
described in detail below.
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231. Determining the Scope of Work
The list of technical areas for which the Manual provides methodologies serves
for
rvess as a checklist
c
orr the initial
identification of the issues to be addressed in the EIS. It is possible that a project
not require
ct would n
uire analysis in
all of the technical areas. Conversely, the unique character of a given proposed
project may
osed proje
ayy require analysis
analy
in an area not included in this Manual. The technical areas and issues
ssuess typically considered
ed in the scoping
sc
process include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following:
Land use, Zoning, and Public Policy;
Socioeconomic Conditions;
Community Facilities and Services;
Open Space;
Shadows;
Historic and Cultural Resources;
Urban Design and Visual Resources;
s;
Natural Resources;
Hazardous Materials;
Water and Sewer Infrastructure;
ructure;
ure;
Solid Waste and Sanitation
ation Services;
Energy;
Transportation;
Air Quality;
Greenhouse
use Gas Emis
Emissio
Emissions;
Noise;
Public
blic Health;
ealth;
h;
Neighborhood
Neighb ood Character;
Neighbo
ter; and
Construction
Construct
Constructio
Impacts.
act
acts

For each of these topics,
scope indicates whether study is appropriate and, if it is, establishes the study
opics,
cs, the sco
areas and
to be used.
a analysis
ysis
sis methodologies
m thodolog
hodolo

O
ut

231.1. Targeted
231
rgeted
d Scope of Work

In the course of
o preparing the draft scope of work and considering public comment thereon, the lead
agency may determine that there is a potential for a significant adverse impact in particular technical
areas, but
bu
b not in others. For those areas where the potential for significant adverse impact exists, the
level
of detail required for the technical analysis in the EIS may vary. Therefore, as deemed approprievel o
ate based on the assessment provided in the EAS, the lead agency is encouraged to target the scope
of work by excluding those issues that were found in the EAS to be unlikely to have potential significant adverse impacts. The rationale for excluding those issues or technical analysis areas should be
documented in the scope of work.
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By appropriately reducing the scope of the EIS and providing a focused assessment of the issues of
concern, the lead agency avoids conducting unnecessary analyses and provides decision-makers and
the public with a more useful environmental review. For example, if an EAS reveals that a project has
the potential to cause only a significant adverse shadow impact, then only shadow impacts need to
be assessed in an EIS. Conversely, if there is potential for significant adverse impacts in all analysis
areas except infrastructure and natural resources, then neither infrastructure nor natural resources
should be further assessed in an EIS that addresses the remaining technical areas of concern.
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232. Public Review of the Draft Scope of Work
Pursuant to the CEQR rules, after the draft scope of work is issued, a public scoping
pin meeting must bee held to
ping
provide opportunity for input on the draft scope of work. All involved and interested
erested
sted cit
ccity agencies,, MOEC, the
appropriate borough board, community boards that would be affected byy thee project, any
a private
vate applicant,
applican
any interested civic or neighborhood groups, and members of the general
may attend
scoping
eneral
al public m
ttend the scop
meeting and provide comments. Comments received during the public
and other comments
blic scoping
coping meeting
me
com
comm
received during the comment period are considered by the lead agency
ncy in the preparation
p
atio of a final scope of
ation
work. The comment period may be extended beyond the required
circumstances in
uired
ed ten ((10)
10
0) days in
n specific
specif ci
order to allow more time for comments. The regulatory timeframes
the public
and public
meframes for th
lic scoping meeting
mee
me
comment period on the draft scope of work are explained
d in
n Figure 11-1
1 below..

Figure 1-1
Regulatory Minimum Timeframes for CEQR
Scoping Meeting
QR
R Public
Pub
Pu
Sco
Scop
eeting

232.1. Notice of the Public
ublicc Scoping
Scopin Meeting
M

Not lle
less than
n thirty
hirty (30
((30)
30)) n
nor more than forty-five (45) days prior to holding the public scoping meeting
the lead agency must publish a notice of the meeting in the City Record and noi described
cribed
ibed above,
bove, th
tify otherr invo
involved
involv and interested agencies of the meeting.
This notice must:
mus
mu

Indicate
that a DEIS will be prepared;
Ind
d

Identify the date, time, and place of the scoping meeting;

State that members of the public may inspect copies of the EAS and draft scope of work from
the lead agency or MOEC (or online);
Request public comment and indicate that written comments will be accepted by the lead
agency through the tenth calendar day following the meeting; and
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Indicate that guidelines for public participation will be available at the scoping meeting.
232.2. Public Comments on the Scope of Work

Because the scoping process allows the public, agencies, and other interested parties the opportunity
to help shape the EIS by raising relevant issues regarding the focus and methods of appropriate
study, the lead agency should, at a minimum, request public comment on the following general issues:
Issues and analysis topics to be included in the scope of work;
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Methodologies for analysis (such as the size of a study area, the type
yp of data to be gathered,
ype
hered,
red,
or the type of analysis to be conducted);
Alternatives to the proposed project; and

Special conditions or concerns that the lead agency should
ould consider.

ontinues,
nues, at a minimum,
m
um, through
th gh the
th tenth
The public comment period on the draft scope of work continues,
calendar day following the scoping meeting.

233. Final Scope of Work
efore issuing a finall scope
cope of work that incorporates, as
The lead agency must consider the public comments before
appropriate, the comments received and responses
ses to them. All revisions
isions should
shou be indicated in the final
scope of work by striking out the text deleted from
rom the draft
d
scope of work
rk and underlining
un
und
new text.

nformatio afterr issuance of the
h final scope, it may amend the
When a lead agency receives substantial new information
final scope to reflect such information. The lead agency
who received copies of the fiagen should
ould
d notify all
al those
t
nal scope, including MOEC, involved,
interested agencies,
d, and
nd intereste
interest
encies,
ncies, of any such
su change and provide copies of the
amended final scope.

The final scope of work is considered
when the lead
agency has determined that the description of
nsidered complete
compl
comp
ead ag
the proposed project and
and comments from the public and other
d relevant
levant methodologies
meth
met
og are
re adequate
ad
a
agencies have been appropriately
addressed.
propriately
riately ad
add
d.

240. PREPARATION OF THE DRAFT EENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS)
ONMENTAL
MENTAL IM

241. Purpose
ose off the DEIS
DE
The next
CEQR process
of the DEIS. The DEIS is a "draft," in recognition that it is
xt step in tthe C
ocess is the preparation
pr
subject
in
ect to modification
modifica
modific
n the FEIS,
IS, but must
m be a comprehensive document sufficient to afford the public opmeaningfully
comment
portunity
unity to me
fully comm
com
t on the potential for significant adverse impacts. The purpose of the DEIS
significant adverse environmental impacts so that a decision-maker may
is to disclose
disclos and discuss
iscuss
uss potential
potenti
poten
understand them
It is analytic, but it is not a repository for all knowledge about a given
underst
understan
m and
d their context.
co
c
technical
DEIS ful
technic
echnic area.
a. The D
ffully
l describes the project and its background; purpose; public need and benefits, including social
considerations; approvals required; and the role of the EIS in the approval
clud
ocial and economic
econ
eco
process.
p
s.
The
e EIS describes
describ the potential significant adverse environmental impacts identified in the scoping process at
a level
el of detail
deta sufficient to enable the lead agency and other involved agencies to make informed decisions
about those
hose impacts for a proposed project, and, if necessary, how to avoid or mitigate those impacts to the
maximum extent practicable. The lead agency should take care to explain the identified impacts in sufficient
detail, considering the nature and magnitude of the proposed project and the significance of the potential
impacts.
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242. Contents of a DEIS
CEQR rules prescribe the following minimum contents of an EIS:
A description of the proposed project and its environmental setting;
A statement of the environmental impacts of the proposed project, including short-term and longterm effects and any typical associated environmental effects;
An identification of any adverse environmental effects that cannot be avoided should the proposal be
implemented;
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A discussion of the social and economic impacts of the proposed project;;

A discussion of alternatives to the proposed project and the comparable
arable
ble impacts
impact
impac and effects
ffects of such
alternatives;

An identification of any irreversible and irretrievable commitments
mitments
ents of resources
re
that
hat would be involved in the proposed project should it be implemented;

A description of mitigation measures proposed to minimize
nimize signi
sig
significant adverse environmental
envi
e
impacts;

A description of the growth-inducing aspects of the proposed
propos
propo
project,
roject,
oject, where applicable
a
and significant;
A discussion of the effects of the proposed
posed
ed project
proje
proj
on the use and
d conse
co
conservation of energy resources,
where applicable and significant; and
nd
A list of underlying studies, reports
eports
ports or other information
rmation
mation obtained
obtain
obtaine and considered in preparing the
statement.

See 43 RCNY 6-09.

242.1. Reasonably Foreseeable
ablee Catastrophic
Catastrophi
Catastroph Impacts
acts

Depending on the
he nature
ature of the
th
t project,
ect,, and as may
ma be required by SEQRA, an EIS may need to contain certain information
regardingg reasonably foreseeable
catastrophic impacts. If information about
nformation
rmation reg
f
reasonablyy foreseeable catastrophic
c
rophicc impacts is unavailable or uncertain, and such information is essential to
o an agency’s CEQR/SEQRA
/SEQRA
QRA findings,
finding the EIS should:
Identify
ntifyy tthe
th nature
ture and relevance
relevan of unavailable or uncertain information;
releva

Provide
a summary
credible scientific evidence, if available; and
Pro
Prov
sum
um ry of existing
exi
exis

Assess
A
s thee likelihood
likeliho
likelih
of occurrence, even if the probability of occurrence is low, and the consequences
impact, using theoretical approaches or research methods generences
ces of the potential
p
ally
lly aaccepted
epted in the scientific community.

A catastrophic
impact analysis is likely necessary in the review of such projects as the siting of a haatastrophic
rophic im
zardous
facility or liquid natural gas facility, and does not apply in the review of such
ardous waste treatment
t
projects as the
t siting of shopping malls, residential subdivisions, or office facilities. See 6 NYCRR
617.9(b)(6).
617.9(b
617.9(b)(6

243. Format
ma of the DEIS

243.1. Cover Page

The DEIS must have a cover page that sets forth the following information:
The assigned CEQR number;
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A statement that it is a Draft EIS;
The name or title of the project;
The location and street address, if applicable, of the project;
The name and address of the agency that required its preparation, and the name, telephone
number, and e-mail address of a person at the agency who can provide further information;
The names of individuals or organizations that prepared any portion of the EIS;
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The date (day, month, year) of its acceptance as complete by the lead agency; and
For an EIS longer than 10 pages, a table of contents following the
he cover
over page.
p

243.2. Executive Summary

Following the cover page, the EIS provides a concise summaryy that
at fully and accurately
tely summari
summ
summarizes
the EIS. 6 NYCRR 617.9(b)(4). In general, the executive summary
mary
ry should in
include:
A brief project description;
A list of actions;

A summary of the significant adverse impacts,
pacts, if any;

A summary of the mitigation measures,
sures,
ures if any,
ny, to reduce
e or eliminate
elimina any significant adverse
impacts;
A summary of the unmitigated
ated
d adverse impacts,
im
s, if aany;
A short discussion of alternatives;
rnatives;

The analysis areass examined
amined in tthe EIS; and
nd

A brief summary
mary
ary of the analysis
ana
an
areas eliminated
li
lim
ate in the EAS for further study, and the reay.
son(s) why.

nsure
re a clear an
aand concise
ncise
cise summa
summar
In order to ensure
summary, the lead agency is strongly encouraged to limit the
length of an
n executive summary
ssum
y to a maximum of thirty (30) pages.

243.3. Project Description
escription
ption

This
his
is sect
sec
section
n provides
prov
ov
the
he reader and the
t decision-maker information to understand the project in its
context. Sufficient information
fullll contex
context
nformatio should be provided to allow assessment of the project’s impacts
nformation
sections
of the EIS.
a project description includes text, graphics, and tables, and dein later sec
sect
E Typically,
Typi
fines
ines the project,
ect, its plan and
an form, its size, and its purpose and benefits.

243.4. TTec
Technicall Ana
A
Analyses
es

The lead
ead agen
agency should
hou analyze only those technical areas that were identified for analysis in the final
scope
ope of work. For
F those technical areas requiring further analysis, each technical chapter of the EIS
assesses the ffollowing:
fo
The
Th existing conditions;

The future conditions without the proposed project (referred to as the No-Action condition);
and
The future conditions if the project is implemented (referred to as the With-Action condition).
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Comparison of the future No-Action and the future With-Action conditions allows the project’s incremental impacts to be identified. When applicable and significant, CEQR requires analysis and disclosure of both the short-term, long-term, and cumulative impacts of a project.
Chapters 4 through 22 of this Manual provide guidance and methodologies for performing these
technical analyses.
243.5. Mitigation
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CEQR requires that any significant adverse impacts identified in the EIS be minimized or avoided to
o
the greatest extent practicable. Mitigation measures must be identified in the EIS. A range of mitigatigatig
a
tion measures may be presented and assessed in the DEIS for public review
iew
ew and
a discussion, without
the lead agency selecting one for implementation. Where no mitigation
available
or practicable,
tion
n is avai
ava
racticable,
acticable,
the EIS must disclose the potential for unmitigatible significant adverse
erse impacts.
mpacts.

243.6. Alternatives

SEQRA regulations require that “a description and evaluation
on of the range
rang of reasonable
eason e alternatives
easo
alter
altern
to the action” be included in an EIS at a level of detail sufficient
a comparative
assessment
ufficient
cient to permit
per
pe
compa
comparativ
of the alternatives discussed. The regulations specify that such alte
alternatives
alter
es include “the
“th range of reasonable alternatives to the action which are feasible,
considering
sible,
e, considerin
consideri thee objectives and capabilities of
the project sponsor.” 6 NYCRR 617.9(b)(5)(v). If the environmental
environm al analysis and consideration
enviro
c
of alternatives identify a feasible alternative thatt eliminates
the lead agene inates or
o minimizes
mizes adverse impacts,
im
cy may consider the alternative as the proposed
oposed
osed project.
p ect
SEQRA regulations also requires thatt the range of reasonable
r
able alternatives
alt
alte
tiv include the “No-Action” altive
ternative, which evaluates the adverse
site
verse
se or beneficial
benef
ite changes that
th are likely to occur in the foreseeable future in the absence of the propos
on alternatives that reduce or
proposed project.
ect. More guidance
guid
eliminate impacts in the various
technical areass is found in SSection 600 of each technical analysis
arious
us technica
chapter, and a general discussion
is provided in Chapter 23, “Alternatives.”
iscussion
sion of alternatives
alte

243.7. Review and Completion
ion of the Preliminary
Prelim
DE
DEIS

As a matter of practice,
tice, a Pr
Pre
Preliminary
ry Draf
Draft Environmental
nviro
Impact Statement (PDEIS) may be prepared by the applicant
plicant and submitted
mitted
tted to the lead agency. The PDEIS need not be submitted as a
whole to the
he lead agency,
agency
agen and chapters
pters may be
b submitted individually. The PDEIS or individual chapters are reviewed by the
accuracy, and completeness with respect to the
t lead
ad agency
gency for adequacy,
a
scope
pe of work.
k. If necessary,
ssary, the lead agency comments on issues that were not adequately addressed
and
ressed in the
he PDEIS
P
nd the applicant
applica revises the document accordingly. It is also common for a
a PDEIS for any project (public or private) to all involved
lead
ad agency,
agency in its discretion,
di
dis
tion, to distribute
d
interested agencies
comment prior to issuance of the DEIS. This is often an iterative process,
and intere
ncie ffor com
continues until the lead agency determines that the PDEIS is complete
where
her tthe review
view
w and revision
revis
rev
circulation and comment as a DEIS.
a readyy ffor public
and
ublic cir
circu

Completion for the DEIS
244.
44 Notice
e of Complet
TThe lead
Th
d agency find
finds tthe DEIS to be complete and issues a Notice of Completion when the DEIS includes:

A project
oject description
d
that provides sufficient information for a reader to understand the context for
technic analyses that follow;
technica
technical
Project
j objectives and actions required to implement the project that are clearly explained;

An assessment of each technical area at a level of detail adequate to disclose potential impacts;
Options for mitigation that are explained and assessed. For the DEIS, a range of mitigations may be
presented for public review and discussion without the lead agency having selected one for implementation. If there is potential for an unmitigated impact, this should be disclosed here; and
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The No-Action alternative and alternatives that meet project objectives, have the potential to reduce
impacts, and have been assessed at a level of detail so that they can be appropriately compared to the
proposed project.
When the lead agency deems the DEIS to be complete, it prepares a Notice of Completion in accordance with
43 RCNY 6-10(a). This Notice describes the project, its potential impacts and effects and specifies the period
of public review and comment. The publication requirements for issuing this notice are in Section 270, below.

hn
ic
al
D Ma
O
n
N ua
O l
T
U
SE

245. PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD FOR THE DEIS
Publication of the DEIS and issuance of the Notice of Completion signal the start o
of the public review period.
eriod.
During this time the public may review and comment on the DEIS, either in writing
ting aand/or at a public
ublic hearhearing(s) that is convened for the purpose of receiving such comments. The comment
mustt extend for a
omment
ment period
perio
per
minimum of thirty (30) calendar days from the publication of the DEIS and
nd issuance
ssuance of the
t Notice
otice
ce of CompleCompl
tion. All substantive comments received during the public comment period
public hearriod (either through
h the publ
h
ing(s) and/or written comment) become part of the CEQR record and
summarized
responded to in
d are summ
d aand responde
the FEIS, as appropriate.

In certain circumstance, there may be projects that are particularly
unusual or where the p
potential for envirticularly unus
unusu
pote
ronmental impacts is unclear when a DEIS is prepared. In these
instances, public
and comment could
hese instanc
instan
ublic
blic review an
present additional information that may affect the lead
determination
there is a potenad agency's de
d
nation
ation of whether
wheth
whe
tial for impacts or whether the impacts are adverse
or significant.
eo
ignifican In this
ignificant
his situation, the
th lead agency may find,
following public comment and review, that no potential
adverse impacts
exists, even though a
potentia
tenti forr significant
ssig
imp
im
DEIS was prepared and a public hearing was held.
occurs, the le
lead agency
d. If this o
agen may issue a Negative Declaration. Consequently, no FEIS need be prepared.
regulatory
timeframes for the DEIS hearing and public
repared.
ared The re
tory
ory timefr
timefram
comment period on the draft scope of work are expla
explained in
below.
n Figure 1-2 b
bel

20
O 1
ut

Figure 1-2
rames
es for a DE
D
Regulatory Minimum Timeframes
DEIS Hearing

245.1. Public Hearing
2
24

The lead age
agency must hold a CEQR public hearing no less than fifteen (15) calendar days and no more
than sixty
six (60) calendar days after the completion and filing of the DEIS, except when a different
hearin date is required as appropriate under another law or regulation. For example, for projects
hearing
simultaneously subject to the city’s Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP), 43 RCNY 6-10(c)(4)
provides that the public hearing on the ULURP application conducted by the appropriate community
or borough board and/or the CPC shall satisfy the hearing requirement under CEQR for the DEIS. This
chart explains the relationship between CEQR and ULURP. If more than one hearing is conducted by
the aforementioned bodies, whichever hearing occurs last constitutes the CEQR hearing and may occur more than sixty (60) days after the issuance of the Notice of Completion.
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NOTICE REQUIREMENTS FOR THE PUBLIC HEARING
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The lead agency must publish all required notices for the hearing at least fourteen (14) calendar days
before the scheduled hearing. The Notice of Public Hearing may be contained in the Notice of Completion, or the lead agency may publish it as a separate document. In either case, the lead agency
must publish a notice of the public hearing in the City Record and in a general circulation newspaper.
For proposed projects with a large geographic impact, it may be necessary to publish the meeting notice in more than one newspaper. If published as a separate document from the Notice of Completion, the Notice of Public Hearing should also be distributed to the same parties who received the
Notice of Completion of the DEIS (see Section 270, below).
ACCESS TO PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS

The lead agency should hold public meetings and hearings that are accessible
cessible
sible to all
a anticipated
pated
ed or popotential participants at a location that is accessible by public transit or transportation.
The
transportatio
ransportati
he lead agency
should also carefully evaluate the timing and scheduling of the meeting
that
eting to ensure
ens
at the meeting is
not scheduled on or near a major public holiday or other events
particentss that could compromise
ro e public p
rom
ipation. Meeting participants are encouraged to provide theirr contact in
information
of
ation
tion (for distribution
trib
ib
future CEQR information for the project); however, they
required to do so as
ey are not req
requ
a a precondition
of attending the meeting.
FORMAT OF PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS

The public scoping meeting should be chaired
re by the lead
red
lea agency;
cy; all other interested
in
and involved
d repr
rep
nt
s to participate. If requested by the lead
agencies, the applicant, and MOEC may send
representatives
agency, MOEC may chair the public scoping
coping
ng meeting.
meeting
meetin 62 RCNY
CNY 5-04(b).
5-0
5)

re
req
d format
rmat mandated
mand
man
Beyond the above requirements, there is no required
for public meetings or hearings. Therefore, a broad variety
acceptable to the lead agency. For exety of meeting formats
ats may be acce
ample, meetings or hearings
discussions,
questions or formal public speaking.
gs may
ay feature d
ons, quest
question
CEQR does not impose mandatory time
the public hearing or the individual speakers.
tim limits for either
her th
However, to ensure
by all attendees
to speak, the lead agency should conduct
e participation
rticipation b
ees desiring
d
the meeting in an efficient
fashion.
This mayy result
in the lead agency restricting the individual
fficient fas
f
res
speakers to a specified
of attendees are anticipated, the lead agency
ecified time
tim limit. If a large number
n
may wish to consider sch
scheduling
to ensure participation opportunities or hold
ng additional meetings
m
concurrent
opportunities.
ent input oppo
ies.

TRANSLATORS/INTERPRETERS
ANSLA
ANSLAT
S/INTER
TE
RS

The
he lea
lead agency
ag
should also anticipate
anticip
anti
whether translation services may be necessary at either the
(including notice documents). Translation assistance may be
meeting or in other
her
er communications
co munica
provided by thee citywide
tywide LLanguage Bank. See Mayoral Executive Order 120, July 22, 2008.

245.2. W
Written Public
Wr
ubl Comments
omment
omments

The public
ublicc is in
invited
ed
d to send written comments to the lead agency and has a minimum of thirty (30)
calendar
endarr days from
fro the issuance of the Notice of Completion of the DEIS to do so. Written comments
accepted from the date of publication of the Notice of Completion for the DEIS until at least
must be accept
accep
ten
calendar days after the public hearing, but the comment period may be no less than thirty
t ((10)
10) cale
10
(30)
days. See 6 NYCRR 617.9(a)(4)(iii). If a project is simultaneously subject to ULURP, the CPC hear(30
3 ) day
days
ing
and the CEQR DEIS hearing are often run concurrently, as seen in this chart. In addition to DEIS
ng an
comments received at the CPC hearing, the lead agency considers, as appropriate, the substantive
DEIS comments received during the ULURP hearings that precede the CPC/DEIS hearing, including the
Community Board and/or Borough Board, and the Borough President hearings.
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245.3. Formal Public Record

It is important that the lead agency maintains an accurate and complete public record throughout the
CEQR process. The formal record includes any copies, transcripts and summaries of formal comments made by members of the public, interested agencies and other governmental entities. The
record may be used by the public in an administrative or judicial review of CEQR findings, and may also be used by a lead agency to validate its findings or evidence the satisfaction of CEQR’s public participation requirements.
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The record may be maintained by a lead agency using a variety of methods, including recordings or
transcriptions of public meetings and files (either electronic or hard copy) of written comments.
250. PREPARATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (FEIS)

251. Preparation of the FEIS
After the close of the public comment period for the DEIS, the lead
orr fa
d agency
gency prepares,
prepa
ffacilitates
tates the preparation of, an FEIS. This document includes all of the contents of thee DEIS as w
well ass copies
summary of
cop or
o a su
the comments received at the hearing or in writing during the
period,
he public
public comment
comm
com
eriod, and the lead agency’s
responses to substantive comments. Any revisions to the DEIS
response
EIS made in rre
se to comments
comment are set forth in
the FEIS. Generally new analyses are not appropriate following the is
issuancee of the DEIS,
new informaDEIS unless
u
tion is discovered or comments raise an issue deemed by the lead
to the project and
lea agency
ncy to be relevant
releva
relev
the analyses. Revisions to the DEIS are indicated
d by striking
st ng out
o
ou deleted
ed text and un
underlining new text in the
FEIS. The cover page of the FEIS must indicate
ate that it is the Final
al EIS
E and
nd include
iinclu all other information required for the DEIS.
252. Mitigation
Measures that minimize identified
ed significant
gnificant aadverse impacts to the
th maximum extent practicable must be
identified in the FEIS. If a range
measures
ge of possible mitigation
m
asures for
f a given significant impact was presented
in the DEIS, selected mitigation
of implementation
must be disclosed in the FEIS. Certain mitition
on and its method
met
me
em at
gation measures that require
implementation
from, city agencies (such as changes to traffic
quire
re impleme
n by, or approval
ap
appro
signal timing, which would be implemented
be agreed to in writing by the implementing
impl
ted by DOT)
D
DO should
h
agency before such
h mitigation is iincluded
ed in the FEIS.

In addition, in the absence of
or when no feasible mitigation measures can be
o a commitment
ommitment
mitment to mitigation
m
identified, a rreasoned
mitigation is not practicable must be put forth, and the potential
soned
ed elab
eelaboration
on as to why m
for unmitigated
itigated
tigate or unmitigatible
unm
ble significant aadverse impacts must be disclosed.

253.
Completion
3. Notice of Co
tion
on for
fo the
e FEIS
FEI
agency
The lead age
agen considers
nsiders
ers the FEIS
FEI
FE complete when:

A summary
umm
mm y of all ssubstantive CEQR-related comments on the DEIS, including a list of the commenterss and responses
to those comments is incorporated usually as a separate chapter;
re on

The text, ffi
figures, and tables of the FEIS reflect changes made in response to the public review and
it is use
useful to provide a foreword to the document summarizing the changes made as a result of
public
review; and
pu
publ
Mitigation issues are included and resolved to the extent possible. If a range of mitigations was
presented in the DEIS, the lead agency must disclose the selected mitigation and describe its method of implementation in the FEIS. The potential for unmitigated or unmitigatible significant adverse impacts must be disclosed.
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Once the lead agency certifies that the FEIS is complete, it issues a Notice of Completion describing the FEIS,
the project, and how to obtain copies of the FEIS. The agency then files this notice and a copy of the FEIS in
accordance with Section 270, below.
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260. STATEMENT OF FINDINGS
Pursuant to SEQR regulations, the lead and any involved agency must allow at least ten (10) calendar days after
the publication of the Notice of Completion for the FEIS to consider the findings in the FEIS before it makes a decision regarding its action. To demonstrate that the responsible city decision-maker has taken a hard lookk at the
t
impacts, alternatives, and mitigation measures, the lead and each involved agency must adopt a formal
rmal
mal set of
written findings, often termed a “Statement of Findings,” setting forth its decision
the action
on
n regarding
re
reg
on it will take,
drawing its conclusions about the significant adverse environmental impactss of the prop
proposed
project
pro
oject
ect and how to
t
avoid or mitigate them, and weighing and balancing the environmental consequences
underonsequences
quences of
o the project
oject to be u
un
taken with social, economic and other pertinent policy considerations.
the
s. Depending
pending upon
u
he agency and its own
protocols, the Statement of Findings may be included in another document
by
ocument
ument (e.g.
(e.g. for ULURP
LU
U actions approved
aap
the CPC, the CPC Report and Resolution typically includes the Statement
Findings).
Similarly,, the BSA and the
tatement
ment of Fin
). SSimil
City Council may include their findings statements in other documents
well. However,
of the form
ocuments
uments as w
wever, regardless
rega
of the findings document, all of the statements described below must be included.
CEQR findings must be
ded. These CE
CEQ
adopted by the responsible decision-maker(s) of the lead
with, making
ad or involved aagencyy before,
efore, or concurrently
con
its final decisions to fund, approve or undertake its discretionary
cretionary action.
ac
act
Each lead or involved agency is responsible for adoption
that explicitly sets forth
adoptio
opti off its own
o Statement
ement of Findings
Fin
F
the following statements:
The agency has considered the
he relevant env
environmental
mental
ntal impa
impacts,
impacts facts and conclusions disclosed in the
FEIS;
A certification that all CEQR/SEQRA
QR/SEQRA rrequirements
ments have been
be met;

A certification that,
at, consistent
consisten w
with social, economic,
omic and other essential considerations of state and
om among the reasonable
ona
alte
altern
city policy, from
alternatives, the proposed project is one that minimizes or
avoids significant
ificant
nt adverse
advers environmental
onmenta
ment effects
effec to the maximum extent practicable, including the effects disclosed
sclosed
osed in the relevant
ant
nt EIS while still substantially meeting the purpose and benefit of the
project;
ect;
A certificat
certification tthat, consistent
onsistent with social, economic, and other essential considerations, to the maxim
mu
extent
en practicable,
ticable, signific
mum
significant adverse impacts disclosed in the FEIS would be minimized or
avoided
by
to the decision those mitigation measures that are identified
av
avoide
b incorporating
orating as conditions
c
as prac
practicable;
pra
le;; and
an
A rationale
agency’s
decision.
nale for the age
ag

Once the
and each
th lead agency
agen
ge
eac involved agency adopt their findings, the CEQR process is concluded and the agencies
may then
Such CEQR findings must be filed with all involved agencies, MOEC, and the apes m
en take
ake the
ttheir actions.
ac
plicant,
iff any,
time the findings are adopted.
plic
y, at the tim
261.
Mitigation
1. Tracking Miti
MOEC
for working with the appropriate city agencies to develop and implement a tracking sysC is responsible
respon
respo
tem to ensu
ensure that mitigation measures are implemented in a timely manner and to evaluate and report on
the effectiveness of mitigation measures.

270. AGENCY NOTICE AND PUBLICATION REQUIREMENTS
The state regulations require the lead agency to provide public notice by publication in DEC’s Environmental Notice Bulletin for the following:
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Conditional Negative Declaration;
Negative Declaration for a Type I action;
Positive Declaration for both Unlisted and Type I actions;
Notice of Completion for a DEIS; and
Notice of Completion for a FEIS.
It should be noted that a Negative Declaration for an Unlisted action need only be filed with the lead agency and
MOEC.
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To publish in the Environmental Notice Bulletin, DEC has provided a SEQRA Notice
ce Publication Form on
n its webwe
site. The completed form may be sent via email or post to the following:
ENVIRONMENTAL NOTICE BULLETIN

NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
625 Broadway, 4th Floor
Albany, NY 12233-1750
E-mail: enb@gw.dec.state.ny.us
Questions: (518) 402-9167.

In addition, at least quarterly MOEC publishes a list of notices in the
lead agency letters,
th City Record
ecord
d that includes
inc
determinations of significance, draft and final scopes,
statements and techopes,
pe draft
aft and final environmental
nvironmental impact
nvironment
i
nical memoranda.
In 2005, SEQRA was amended to require that
Environmental
Impact Statement – DEIS and FEIS – be posted
hat every
very Envir
ntal Impa
Impac
on a publicly-accessible website. See Chapter
2005.
hapter 641 of the
tth NYSS Laws
ws of 2005
200
Positive declarations, notices of completion
should be submitted electronically and filed
ompletion
pletion and the DEIS
EIS and FEIS sh
wing:
g:
with, or distributed to, the following:
Mayor’s Office of Environmental
vironmental
onmental Co
Coordination (MOEC);
MO

The New York State
ate Department
Departmen
Departme of Environmental
nvironm
onm tal Conservation
C
S
es
Division of Regulatory Services
625 Broadway, 4th FFloor
Albany,
12233-1750;;
any, NY 1
12233

Region
egion II O
Office of the New York SSta
State Department of Environmental Conservation
1 Hunter's
Point
Plaza
Hunt
oint
nt Pl
Plaz
47-40
21st
4
47
st Street
reet
Long
Island
NY 11101-5407;
L
nd City, Queens,
Quee
Que

Borough
ough Preside
President(s), as applicable;
Applicant, if any;
aan

All invo
involve
involved and interested agencies;

All pe
persons who have requested a copy;

Affected community boards and borough boards; and
In the case of projects in the Coastal Zone:
New York State Secretary of State
162 Washington Avenue
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Albany, NY 12231.
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271. Public Access to Documents
All complete CEQR documents must also be sent to MOEC, which acts as the official repository for environmental review documents and maintains a database of such documents that are publicly available at its offices pursuant to 62 RCNY 5-04(c)(5). MOEC requests that all documents be sent in an electronic format. These
documents and notices, including EASs, accompanying positive or negative declarations, and EISs and accompanying notices of completion must be maintained in files that are readily accessible to the public, and must
ust
be made available upon request. Copies of CEQR documents are often placed in a local library for public
ic refre
erence during a public comment period.

280. REGULATORY TIMEFRAMES
In order to facilitate a thorough and complete environmental review that includes ad
adequatee opportunity for public participation, SEQR and CEQR prescribe timeframes for certain activities.
ivities. The rules also
al provide for
als
fo
f sufficient
flexibility to adjust such timeframes to ensure a full assessment.
t. 6 NYCRR 617.3(i).
61
. Ti
Time fframes
mes prescribed by
LURP) specif
tain
n timefr
timeframe 43 RCNY 6-10.
CEQR may also be extended where city procedures (such as ULURP)
specify certain
timeframes.
When a time limit is specified as a minimum time period that
hat
at must expir
expire before
re the succeeding
succeedi
succeed step in the CEQR
process may be taken, for example where notice to thee public must b
be given
action may be taken, the
en before an ac
lead agency must follow the prescribed procedure, and
d may extend (but nott shorten) the
th timeframe. A summary
of specified regulatory timeframes follows:
ESTABLISHMENT OF LEAD AGENCY

CEQR rules do not specify a time period
od for establishment
estab
ent
nt of lead agency.
a
SEQR rules provide a maximum
of thirty (30) calendar days from
involved
m the agency’s notification
cation of invo
involv agencies of its intent to be lead, except if the lead agency is contested.
ntested.
ted. 6 NYCRR
NYCR 617.6(b)(3)(i).
.6(b)(3)(i).
DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE
ICANCEE

The determination of significance is
i made within
n ffifteen (15) calendar days from the lead agency’s determination that the
43 RCNY 6-07(a).
e application
plication (through
(th
h an EAS)
EA is complete.
com
SCOPE

The draft scope of work
rk iss published within fifteen (15) days following publication of a Positive Declaration 62 RCNY 5-07(a)
a);
laration.
5-07(a);
The
T llead
ead agencyy publishes a notice
n
indicating a DEIS will be prepared, that a public scoping meeting
will
requesting public comment not less than thirty (30) nor more than forty-five (45)
wil be held
d and
a requestin
requesti
calendar
prior to holding
the public scoping meeting;
ca
r days
ays pr
h
The lead
ead
d agency ccir
circulates the draft scope and EAS not less than thirty (30) calendar days nor more
than
h forty-five
rty-five ((45) calendar days prior to the public scoping meeting;
Written comments on the scope are received for ten (10) calendar days after the scoping meeting;

Within
Withi thirty (30) calendar days after the public scoping meeting, the lead agency issues a final
scope.
scop The regulatory timeframes for the public scoping meeting and public comment period on
the
t draft scope of work are explained in Figure 1-1; and
If there is no private applicant, the time frames may be extended. 62 RCNY 5-07(f).

PREPARATION OF DEIS, INCLUDING DETERMINATION OF COMPLETENESS AND ACCURACY, AND FILING NOTICE OF COMPLETION

As needed for studies. The city’s rules do not specify timeframes for the preparation and review of the
DEIS.
PUBLIC COMMENT AND HEARING
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The public comment period, which starts with the issuance of the Notice of Completion for the
DEIS, is required to be at least thirty (30) calendar days;
The hearing on the DEIS is held no less than fifteen (15) calendar days and no more than sixty (60)
calendar days after the issuance of the Notice of Completion for the DEIS, with the exception of
special circumstances such as ULURP, when the DEIS hearing may be held more than sixty (60) calendar days after the completion of the DEIS; and
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Written comments must be accepted and considered by the lead agency for no less than thirty
rty
ty (30)
ndar days
da
day
calendar days after the issuance of the Notice of Completion or for at least ten (10) calendar
following the public hearing, whichever is later. 6 NYCRR 617.9(a)(4)(iii).
9(a
9(a)
The regulatory
ulatory
latory tim
timeeframes for the DEIS hearing and the public comment period on the DEIS aare explained
1-2.
ed
d in Figure 1-2

PREPARATION OF FEIS, INCLUDING DETERMINATION OF COMPLETENESS AND ACCURACY,
URACY, AND FILING
F
NOTICE
OTICEE OF COMPLE
COMPLETION

The Notice of Completion must be filed within thirty (30) calendar
ndarr days after the close
ose of the public
pub hearing. 43 RCNY 6-11(a).
CONSIDERATION OF COMPLETED FEIS BEFORE MAKING FINDINGS AND
D TAKING ACTION
A
ACT

A minimum of ten (10) calendar days from the filing of Notice of Co
Completion
tion of FEIS m
mu
must elapse before the
Statement of Findings may be issued. 6 NYCRR 617.11(a).
17.11(a).
WRITTEN FINDINGS

The city rules do not specify a maximum
m period.
period
erio Generally,
en
, for projects iinvolving
in
an applicant, the lead
agency makes its findings within the maximum
days
from the Notice of Completion
ximum of tthirty (30)
30)) calendar
30
ca
cale ar da
d
provided in the SEQRA rules. 6 NYCRR
617.11(b).
CRR
R 617.11(b)

300. FEES

Pursuant to the Rules of the City off New York, the
charges a fee to a private applicant to recover the
th city lead agency
ncy ch
costs incurred in reviewing the EAS,, DEIS, and FEIS
F of a project
ec for which the applicant seeks approvals from the agenect
cy. The fee is payable upon filingg Parts I and
an
a II off the EAS
E with
w the lead agency (or an agency that could be the lead).
The CEQR fees are computed
ted in accordance
accorda
accordan with
h 62
2 RCNY § 3-01.

400. SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMEN
NVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ACT STATE
TATEMENTS

There are two variations
varia ns on
variat
n the
th
t general
eral pattern of EISs: the Generic EIS (GEIS) and the Supplemental EIS (SEIS). Each of
these EISs iss subject
ubject to the same procedures
rocedures as other EISs, including a Positive Declaration, scoping, a DEIS and Notice
of Completion,
period,
letion,
tion, public review
re
period
erio an
n FEIS and Notice of Completion, and written findings.
410.
10. GENERIC EIS
EI (GEIS)
with diffuse, but potentially significant environmental effects. These include the
GEISs are
aar used
d for
or broad
br
b d projects
proj
following
types
follow
ollo
ypes of projects:
proje
a number o
of separate actions in the same geographic area that, if considered separately would pose innificant effects, but taken together have a significant impact;
significant
a seq
sequence of projects contemplated by a single agency or individual;
separate projects that have generic or common impacts; or
a program or plan having wide application or restricting the range of future alternative policies or
projects. 6 NYCRR 617.10.
The GEIS is useful when the details of a specific impact cannot be accurately identified, as no site-specific project
has been proposed, but a broad set of further projects is likely to result from the agency’s action. The GEIS fol-
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lows the same format as the EIS for a more specific project, but its content is necessarily broader. Subsequent
discretionary actions under the program studied in the GEIS require further review under CEQR. It is possible,
however, to use the foundation of the GEIS for the subsequent environmental review for a site-specific project.
Since the GEIS would have established the analysis framework, the subsequent supplemental environmental review need only target the specific narrow impacts associated with the subsequent action.
Comprehensive planning programs, new development programs, promulgation of new regulations, and revisions
to such broadly applicable actions may be candidates for a GEIS.
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420. SUPPLEMENTAL EIS (SEIS)
The SEIS is a flexible tool in the CEQR process. It is used to supplement or amend
prepared
end a previously
pre
pr
pared
ared and circucircu
circu
lated EIS. It provides decision-makers, interested and involved agencies, and the public
about
publ with information
nformation abo
ab
impacts not previously studied. The SEIS is used when:
Changes are proposed for the project that may result in a significant
gnificant adverse
ad
a
environmental
e ronmental
ronmenta effect not
anticipated in the original EIS;

Newly discovered information arises about significant
cant adverse ef
eeffects that was not pr
previously analyzed;
or
A change in circumstances related to the project
oject has occurred.
occu
occ

cas of newly
new discovered
ered information,
informat
inform
In considering the need to prepare an SEIS, in thee case
the agency should weigh
the importance and relevance of the information
in the EIS. 6 NYCRR
mation
ion and tthe current
ent statee of information
in
617.9(a)(7). The scope of the SEIS is targeted
eted to specifically
specific
address
ddress only
on those
o
h
issues that meet these requirements.
arent after the acceptance
cceptance of the
th DEIS and up to the time that agency findThe need for an SEIS may become apparent
mpletion
tion of the FEIS. SEISs
Ss may also
als be prepared after findings have been made if
ings are filed, following the completion
al dis
changes are proposed for thee project that re
requires additional
discretionary approval. In this case, the assessment
as to whether an SEIS is needed
whether
an aspect of the original EIS has grown stale, i.e.,
ded should also
a consider
on
wh
whe
whether the passage off time
environmental
review was conducted has resulted in a change of
me since the
t original
nal env
nme
circumstances, such
conditions or neighborhood character, that may now result in the
h ass the existing
existin
existi traffic
ffic
fic conditio
condition
project, as modified,
significant
impacts that were not sufficiently disclosed in the
ied, causing ssig
nt adverse
dverse environmental
envi
env
original EIS.
If the assessment
indicates
essm
essme
indicat
ica thatt the project may
m result in a new, previously undisclosed significant impact, an SEIS
is appropriate
an SEIS. If the assessment indicates that it is unlikely that there
opriate
priate and the
he agency would then
the prepare
p
will be new previ
previously-undisclosed
significant adverse impacts, the preparation of an SEIS is not reprevio
undisc
ndis sed potential
pot
po
quired.
ed.
preparation of an SEIS is subject
to the full procedures that govern the preparation of an EIS, including the
The pre
prepara
su
scoping process
ss and required
quired public hearings. In addition, supplemental findings statements may be necessary.
421. Technical
Memoranda
42
chnical
cal Memor
Memora
In thee event that th
the lead agency determines that it is appropriate to consider whether an SEIS is necessary, it
is recommended
ecommended
commend that the lead agency document this assessment in a technical memorandum. In the event
the technical
chnical memorandum assessment indicates that the preparation of an SEIS is or may be warranted, the
lead agency
nc should prepare an EAS or, if appropriate, may proceed to the issuance of a Positive Declaration.
In the event the technical memorandum assessment indicates that the preparation of an SEIS is not warranted, no further documentation or analysis is needed. The technical memorandum should be prepared by
the lead agency for its files and should bear the same CEQR number as that of the original EIS. A copy should
also be sent to MOEC.
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C. CEQR’S RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER APPROVAL PROCEDURES
100. CITY PROCEDURES
The CEQR review of a project may require coordination with other city procedures. Some of these are briefly described
below:
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110. UNIFORM LAND USE REVIEW PROCEDURE (ULURP)
Applications for city projects that must also be reviewed pursuant to ULURP are filed w
with the New
ew
w York City DeDe
De
partment of City Planning (DCP). For private applicants, DCP serves as thee CEQR
agency for
QR lead ag
or projects subject
sub
su
to ULURP; DCP also serves as lead for some other city projects in ULURP
RP (see
see 43 RCNY
RCN 5-03
3 for the exceptions).
excep
ew York
ork City Charter
Ch
d should be
b consulted
ULURP procedures are detailed in Sections 197-c and 197-d of the New
and
for the purpose of coordinating CEQR with ULURP. The timetable
once
is certile for
or ULURP begins
be
b
onc an
a application
pplica
fied as complete. A completed ULURP application must include
II Determination, a
de one of the following:
f
ing:
ng: a Type
T
Negative Declaration, a Conditional Negative Declaration, or a DEIS and N
Notice of Completion
Completio for the DEIS. This
chart shows the relationship between CEQR and ULURP.
120. FAIR SHARE CRITERIA
w York Ci
City Charter, to guide
de tthe si
The CPC adopted criteria, pursuant to the New
siting of city facilities to advance
the fair distribution of the burdens and benefits
associated with such fac
facilities
the communities of the city.
nefits associate
es among
a
The CPC considers these criteria, referred
for the Location
d to
o as the “Criteria
“Cri
Locat
Locatio of City Facilities” (Fair Share Criteria),
in acting on site selection and acquisition
sition
ion proposals
propos subject
ect to ULURP and
a in the review of city office sites pursuant to Section 195 of the Charter.
analyses may be coordinated
with that assessment.
r. The CEQR an
co
coord
Sponsoring agencies also observe
Share Criteria in
erve the Fair Sh
n projects
projec that do not proceed through ULURP, such as
proje
city contracts, facility reductions,
closings. Although
ctions,
ns, and clos
gh the
t FFair Share Criteria and CEQR criteria overlap to some
extent, and both processes
of the public, the Fair Share Criteria raise difsses include procedures
p
pro
res for thee participation
part
p
ferent issues and require
different perspective.
quiree a differen
differe
pective.
tive. For
Fo
F example, siting a facility in an area where similar facilities
are located may avoid
character
void a neighborhood
neighbo
aracter impact
impa
imp for CEQR purposes, but raise issues as to fair distribution
under the Fair Share Criteria.
requires both an environmental assessment and a “Fair Share”
Criteria Where
ere a project re
analysis, an applicant
plicant or
o lead
le agency
gency may find
fin it helpful or efficient, with respect to the required analyses and
procedural
analysis into the CEQR analysis. However, this approach is not a
ral steps,
step
ste to incorporate
inco
ate the “Fair Share”
Sh
requirement
CEQR
Criteria.
rement
ment of either
ei
eit
R or the Fairr Share
SSh

O
ut

130. BOARD OF ST
STANDARDS
STA
RDSS AND APPEALS
APP
A
special use
Certain spe
us permits
ermits
rmits and
a variance applications are decided by the New York City Board of Standards and
Appeal (BSA).
Appeals
). When
Wh these
hese applications are initially made to the BSA, CEQR applies to such projects and the norprior to BSA action. However, where there is an appeal from a discretionary city
mal CEQR process
cess is required
re
project that has been the
p
t subject of an environmental review, the BSA acts in a quasi-judicial capacity and its decision is,
not subject to CEQR.
s, therefore, n
140. WATERFRONT
FRON REVITALIZATION PROGRAM
The New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program (WRP) is the city's principal coastal zone management tool.
Originally adopted in 1982 and revised in 1999, the WRP establishes the city's policies for development and use of
the waterfront and provides the framework for evaluating the consistency of all discretionary actions in the
coastal zone with those policies. When a proposed project is located within the coastal zone and it requires a local, state, or federal discretionary action, a determination of the project's consistency with the policies and intent
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of the WRP must be made before the project may move forward. The New York City Coastal Zone Boundary Maps
may be found here. For further information regarding a WRP assessment under CEQR, please see Chapter 4,
“Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy.”
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Local discretionary actions, including those subject to land use (ULURP), environmental review (CEQR) and BSA
review procedures, are subject to a consistency analysis with the WRP policies. WRP review of local projects is
coordinated with existing regulatory processes and in most instances occurs concurrently. For local projects requiring approval by the CPC, the Commission, acting as the City Coastal Commission, makes the consistency determination. For local projects that do not require approval by the CPC, but do require approval by another
ther city
c
agency, the head of that agency makes the final consistency determination. For federal and state projects
ects within
with
the city's coastal zone, such as dredging permits, DCP, acting on behalf of the City
Coastal Commission,
ty Co
C
sion, forwards
its comments to the state agency making the consistency determination. Guidance
for determining
dance ffo
mining
ning a project’s
project
consistency with the WRP may be found in Chapter 4, “Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy.”
Polic

150. JAMAICA BAY WATERSHED PROTECTION PLAN (JBWPP)
Local Law 71 of 2005 mandates that the city assess the “technical,
feasibiliical, legal,
egal, environmental
envi
env
ental and
a economical
e
ty” of a diverse set of protection approaches for Jamaica Bayy to develop a comprehensive
toward mainc
rehensive
ehensive approach
ap
appro
taining and restoring the ecosystems within the bay. In October
ober 2007, DEP
D published
blished the
th JBWPP.
JBW
W
The JBWPP is intended to provide an evaluation of the current and future
uture threats to the bay and ensure
ensu that environmental remediation and protection efforts are coordinated in a focused and cost-effective
manner. Under the JBWPP,
ost-effective m
MOEC should ensure that projects subject to CEQR
QR address
a ess any
a potential
ntial impacts
impac to Jamaica Bay and identify
stormwater management measures that could
implemented ass part
assessment. Conseld be implem
par
p off an environmental
en
quently, all projects within the Jamaica Bayy watershed
that undergo
ershed th
dergo
ergo CEQR
CEQ review must complete the Jamaica Bay
Watershed Form.
ATION)
ON)
160. EMINENT DOMAIN (CONDEMNATION)
mns
ns private property
prop
When New York City condemns
for a publicc pur
purpose, the decision by a city agency to act by eminent domain is an action subject
review required by CEQR is typically conducted in
ject to CEQR.
CEQ The
e environmental
onm
onme
conjunction with the ULURP
It should also be noted that the New York
P approval
approva
approv for the
he property's
prop y's acquisition.
a
State Eminent Domain
adopted
after SEQRA, overlaps with CEQR in requiring that enviain Procedure Law,
L
dopted one year
y
ronmental effectss be identifie
identified. The CEQR
hearing may serve as the hearing required under the Eminent
identified
R public he
Domain Procedure
Section 204(B).
dure Law, Secti
4(B).
).

200. COORDINATION
DINATION
INATI
WITH
IT STATEE PROCEDUR
ROCEDURES
ROCED

The CEQR
project
require
QR review of a p
ct may re
ire ccoordination with state procedures if state funding or state agencies are inire
volved.
these procedures
ed. Some of the
ocedures
dures are
ar described briefly below.

CEQR-SEQR COORDINATION
210. CEQR-S
OORDI
ORD
TION
agencies
All state
s
gencies
ies taking actions in New York City must follow SEQRA, but often employ the technical methodoloChapters
4 through 22 of this Manual because of their applicability to the New York City setting.
ggies sett forth in Cha
Chapt
In addition,
ddition,
dition, state aagencies may be involved agencies in a project undergoing the CEQR process. Similarly, city
agencies
ncies
cies may be involved agencies in a project undergoing the SEQRA process. The city lead or involved agency
may bee requi
required to coordinate with such state agencies and should be aware of procedures and requirements imposed by state law, some of which are described below. If a city agency becomes the lead agency, CEQR procedures would apply to the environmental review. Conversely, if a state agency becomes the lead agency, SEQRA
procedures would apply. In either situation, each involved agency (city or state) is responsible for ensuring its
compliance with all applicable requirements.
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220. PARKS, RECREATION AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION LAW – ARTICLE 14 REVIEW AND CONSULTATION
When a project involves an approval or funding by a state agency, Article 14 of the Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation Law requires the state agency’s preservation officer to consult in advance with the Commissioner of
the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, through the State Historic Preservation
Office (SHPO), if it appears that any aspect of the project may cause any change, beneficial or adverse, in the quality of any historic, archaeological, or cultural property that is listed on the State or National Register of Historic
Places, or is determined to be eligible for listing on the State Register by the Commissioner. While this duty to
consult does not make SHPO an involved agency, the state lead or involved agency may not take its action,
tion or
tion,
complete its environmental review, without first consulting with SHPO.
230. PARKLAND ALIENATION
Government-owned parkland and open space (that has been dedicated as such) is invested
with
inve
th a “public trust”
t
that protects it from being converted to non-parkland uses without state
tatee legislative authorization.
ization. Thus,
Th when a
project eliminates dedicated city-owned parkland or open space, or involves
certain changes
of dedicated
nvolves cert
han
in use o
city-owned parkland or open space, the city must have the authorization
thorization
zation of the
t New
ew York
Yo State
S e LLegislature and
Governor to alienate the parkland or open space. For example,
from a city-owned
park was to be conmple,
e, if land fro
y-owned pa
verted into a school or supermarket, this action would have
by the State Legislature
and Govervee to be authorized
autho
Le
nor. This authorization takes the form of a parkland alienation
lienation bill. In
I general,
eral, before it will
w pass such a bill, the
State Legislature requires that the City Council pass what
resolution,” requesting state
hat is known as a “home
ome rule res
authorization of the change of use. Moreover, if state
tate funding
ding in the form
rm of a grant
gran has been invested in the park
or open space, then the grant program will impose
requirements
pose
se additional
additio
addit
irem ts that
th ggovern the alienation process.

240. NYSDEC PERMITTING: ENVIRONMENTAL
AL JUSTICE
When a project requires a permit from
should be aware of the guidance provided in
om NYSDEC,
NYSDEC, the
th city lead agency sh
NYSDEC’s Commissioner Policy 29
9 (CP
CP 29).
29). Environmental
Env
En
tal justice is defined as the fair treatment and meaningful
gardless of race,
race color, national
al orig
involvement of all people regardless
origin, or income with respect to the development,
implementation, and enforcement
environmental laws,
rcement
ment of env
aws regulations, and policies. Environmental justice efforts
aws,
focus on improving the environment
specifically
minority and low-income communities, and adironment in communities,
munit
s
spec
dressing disproportionate
that may exist in those communities.
onate
te adverse environmental
e
nmental impacts
imp
im
If the impacts off a project ma
may be felt in an “environmental
justice community,” CP 29 calls for providing enm
“envi
hanced public participation o
opportunities
tunities
ties for the members of that community, often in addition to the public participation requirements
req
q ements
nts of
o CEQR
QR and SEQRA
SEQRA. When NYSDEC is involved as the regulator issuing a permit in a
project,, it look
the city lead agency, to satisfy the requirements of CP 29. NYSDEC
looks tto the
he permit applicant, often
oft
of
provides
information
and
on
environmental
justice
on
its
website,
vides
des
inform
infor
n
d
gguidance
http://www.dec.ny.gov/public/333.html.
ttp://www.dec
//www.dec
ov/public/3
ublic
h
ht

300. COORD
OORDINATION
OOR
ON
NW
WITH
H FEDE
EDERAL PROCEDURES

The CEQ
CEQR review
w of a project
projec may require coordination with federal procedures if federal funding or federal agencies
aree involved.
Some of these procedures are briefly described below.
invo
inv
310. NEPA-SEQRA-CEQR
COORDINATION
PA-SEQRA-CE
A-SEQRASEQRA regul
regulations provide that as soon as an agency proposes a project or receives an application for a permit or
for funding, it must determine whether the project is subject to SEQRA and determine whether it involves a federal agency. Federal agencies undertaking projects in New York City must comply with NEPA. When an EIS has
been prepared under NEPA, a state or local agency has no obligation to prepare an additional EIS under SEQRA or
CEQR, provided that the federal EIS is sufficient for an agency to make its SEQRA or CEQR findings. SEQRA regula-
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tions provide for coordination of environmental assessment provisions in New York with those required under
NEPA for federal agencies. 6 NYCRR 617.15.
Agencies should note that city and federal decisions regarding the extent of environmental review obligations for
the same project are independent of each other. In other words, a federal decision not to undertake environmental review or to prepare an EIS does not automatically support or require a similar decision by the city, and instead, SEQRA and CEQR should govern the decision as to whether an environmental review is conducted for a
particular city agency action.
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NEPA’s regulations, found at 40 CFR Part 1506, provide for a process to coordinate the federal and state
te and/
and/o
and/or
city procedures to achieve savings of time and money and to avoid duplicative procedures.
Federal agencies
ro
roce
gencies
ncies must
cooperate with city agencies “to the fullest extent possible to reduce duplication
NEPA
tion
n between
betw
bet
A and state and
local requirements,” by such means as (1) joint planning processes, (2) joint
research
nt environmental
environmen
nvironme
earch and studies,
stud
(3) joint public hearings, and (4) joint environmental assessments.
Typically, the city agency enters into a written Memorandum of Understanding
with thee relevant
federal
nderstanding
rstanding w
evant fed
fede agency
to establish the terms of the collaboration. Joint studies, however,
make the same
ver, cannot oblige
obli each
ch agency
aagen to m
decision. Each must meet its separate CEQR or NEPA and other
obligations.
er statutory
tatutory obl
ns.
s.

320. NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT – SECTION 106
AND CONSULTATION
06 REVIEW AN
NSULTATION
ULTATION
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)
HPA) requires
requi
requir federal
derall agencies to
t take into account the effects that their federal permits or federally-funded
ed
d activities
ac
act es and
an
a programs
ams have on
o significant historic properties
and to give the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
to comment. "Significant hisservatio a reasonable
nabl opportunity
ppor
pportun
toric properties" are those properties that are included
ncluded in,
in or eligible
igible
gible for llisting in, the National Register of Historic
Places. The federal agency coordinates with the SHPO and any other appropriate
consulting parties—such as the
appr
ap
local government, the applicant for a permit,
ermit, and the
t interested
erested public. The federal agency, in consultation with
all other consulting parties, assesses
of the federal action on the historic property.
ses the potential
potenti
potent adverse
rse impacts
impact o
The consultation process usually
among the federal agency and the conlly results
esults in a Memorandum
M
m of Agreement
Agr
Agre
sulting parties, which outlines
ess agreed-upon
agreed-upo measures that
ha thee ffederal agency will take to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effectss of its project. This proc
process may
m run concurrently with any environmental review conducted pursuant to NEPA,
EPA, SEQRA,
EQRA, or CEQR..
330. PARKLAND CONVERSION
NVERSION
When a project
recreation use of city-owned parkland that has received fedoje involves
olves the
th termination
mination of outdoor
out
ou
eral funds
acquisition
either the Land and Water Conservation Fund or the Urban Park
ds for ac
isitio or improvement
mprovement under
u
Recreation
Recovery Pro
Program,
requires the approval of the U.S. National Park Service (NPS) of the
eation and Re
Pr
am, the project
pr
p
U. S. Department of the
(DOI).
he Interior
Interio
nte
DOI The conversion process is governed by rules and regulations of the NPS
and requires the substitution
ubstitution
titution of lands of at least equal fair market value that offer reasonably equivalent
opportunities
recreat
recreation
ities
es as the parkland to be converted. The conversion process is in addition to the parkland
alienation authorization
by state law.
alienati
alienatio
horizat
oriza n required
requ
340.
HUD COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
BLOCK GRANT AND THE RESPONSIBLE ENTITY
0.. H
OMMUNITY
MUNITY DE
D
When
en
n funding for a project is provided through a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) from the U. S. Department
and Urban Development (HUD), a city or state agency may be responsible for performing all
ment of Housing
Hou
H
of HUD’s
’s NEPA
NEP obligations pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58. As the “responsible entity,” the city or state agency would
certify compliance with NEPA and be subject to the jurisdiction of the federal courts. As an example, the Lower
Manhattan Development Corporation (LMDC) is funded through the CDBG program and acts as the responsible
entity for HUD for all projects receiving those funds.
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350. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
In February 1994, President William J. Clinton issued Executive Order 12898, entitled “Federal Actions to Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations and Low-Income Populations.” The Presidential Executive Order
mandates that each federal agency “identify and address, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse
human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and lowincome populations.” The Environmental Justice Executive Order was created to combat the fact that poor and
minority groups often have been exposed to greater human health and safety risks than society at large and have
borne more than their share of the negative effects of development. The Executive Order directs federal agencies
gen
genc
to disclose the distribution of social and environmental effects on minority and poor populations, and to ensure
ensu
that such groups are afforded opportunities to participate fully in agency decision-making
procedures.
ion-m
onres. Each fedderal agency has developed its own procedures to incorporate consideration
its
on of environmental
envi
env
l justice into it
projects and decision-making.
If a project would involve a permit, funding, or a direct action by a federal
ederal
ral agency, tthe CEQR
QR lead agency
ag
agenc should
be aware that the environmental reviews performed by federal agencies
pursuant to NE
NEPA usually rrequire congencies
ncies pursua
sideration of environmental justice.
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is the lead
and provides
ad federal environmental
envi
env
ental justice agency
ag
technical assistance, courses, guidance, and grants in support
upport
ort of environmental
envir
enviro
ntal
al justice.
justice EPA maintains an extensive environmental justice website: http://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/index.html.
ov/environm
ov/environmen
stice/index.htm
ice/index.htm
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