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NEGATIVE DECLARATION* (Use of this fonn is optlonal) 

Statement of No Significant Effect 

Pursuant to Executive Order 91 of 1977, as amended, and the Rules of Procedure for City Environmental Quality Review, found at Title 62, 

Chapter 5 of the Rules of the City of New York and 6 NYCRR, Part 617, State Environmental Quality Review, the Department of City Planning, 

acting on behalf of the City Planning Commission assumed the role of lead agency for the environmental review of the proposed project. 
Based on a review of information about the project contained in this environmental assessment statement (EAS) and any attachments hereto, 

which are incorporated by reference herein, the lead agency has determined that the proposed project would not have a significant adverse 

impact on the environment. 

Reasons Supporting this Determination 

The above determination is based on information contained in this EAS, which finds the proposed actions sought before the City Planning 

Commission would have no significant effect on the quality of the environment. Reasons supporting this determination are noted below. 

Hazardous Materials, Air Quality, and Noise 

An (El designation (E-539) related to hazardous materials, air quality and noise has been assigned to the site affected by the proposed actions. 

Refer to "Determination of Significance Appendix: (El Designation" for a list of these sites and all applicable (E) designation requirements. 

With the (E) designation measures in place, the proposed actions would not result in significant adverse impacts related to hazardous 

materials, air quality and noise. 

Community Facilities 

A detailed analysis related to community facilities is included in the EAS. The Applicant's proposal would facilitate the development of a 34 

story 209,354 gsf of commercial office building in the future with the proposed action. The analysis also considered the development of an 

alternative future development scenario, a 34-story, 258,904 gsf residential building with 259 dwelling units. As the residential alternative 

scenario would result in the incremental development of more than 121 dwelling units, it is expected to generate more than so elementary 

and intermediate school students per 2014 CEQR Technical Manual screening criteria, and a detailed assessment of the potential impacts of 

the proposed actions on public schools is provided in the EAS. The residential development scenario would increase the elementary school 

utilization rate by 2.0 percent and the intermediate school utilization rate by only 1.4 percent; this increase is less than the five percent CEQR 

impact threshold, and the analysis concluded that no significant adverse impacts would result for school facilities. The proposal would directly 

displace an existing 47-student childcare facility, and a detailed analysis of childcare is included in the EAS. The residential development 

scenario would increase the child care utilization rate by 2.0 percent, which is less than the five percent CEQR Technical Manual indirect impact 

threshold. Therefore, the analysis concludes that no significant adverse impact to childcare, elementary schools, or intermediate schools 

would result. 

Open Space 

A detailed analysis related to open space is included in the EAS. The analysis for the residential development scenario shows that the open 

space ratio would decrease by 0.8 percent, which is less than the 5 percent threshold for a significant adverse impact defined in the 2014 

CEQR Technical Manual. While the study area's passive space ratio would decrease by more than 5 percent in the non-residential development 

scenario, it would remain well above the City's guideline ratio of 0.15 acres per 1,000 workers, at 1.69 acres per 1,000 workers. Therefore, 

analysis concludes that there will be no significant adverse impact for open spaces in either development scenario. 

Shadows 

A detailed analysis related to shadows is included in the EAS. The project would result in incremental shadows on three sunlight-sensitive 

resources: Fort Greene Park, the Gold Street and Flatbush Avenue Extension Plaza, and the NYCHA Ingersoll Houses open spaces. The analysis 

showed that these resources had an incremental shadow increases of 20 minutes, 39 minutes, and 21 minutes, respectively. The extent and 

duration of the incremental shadows on these open space resources would not significantly reduce or eliminate direct sunlight exposure on 

any sunlight-sensitive features, and would not significantly alter the public's use of the open spaces or threaten the viability of vegetation or 

other elements located within the open spaces. Therefore, incremental shadows would not be considered a significant adverse impact, in 

accordance with CEQR Technical Manual methodology. 
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A detailed analysis related to urban design and visual resources is included in the EAS. In the future with the proposed actions, the visual 
appearance within the primary study area and development site would change; however, this change would not meet the 2014 CEQR Technical 

Manual threshold for a significant adverse urban design impact in that it would not alter the arrangement, appearance, or functionality of the 

primary study area such that the alteration would negatively affect a pedestrian's experience of the area. The analysis concludes that the 

proposed action would not result in significant adverse impacts to urban design or visual resources. 

Transportation 

A detailed analysis related to transportation is included in the EAS. The project would generate fewer than SO peak-hour vehicle trips and 
fewer than 200 peak-hour pedestrian trips; the traffic and pedestrian trip generation rates for the project are below the thresholds specified 

in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual, and the project would not result in significant adverse impacts. A detailed transit analysis was conducted 

because the project would generate more than the 200 subway trip screening threshold defined in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual; the 

analysis concluded that no stations are expected to experience 200 or more incremental subway person trips during peak hours. As shown by 
the analysis and screening in the EAS, the proposal would not exceed the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual Thresholds for impact significance for 

traffic, pedestrian, or transit impacts, and no significant adverse impacts for transportation would result. 

No other significant effects upon the environment that would require the preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement are foreseeable., 

This Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with Article 8 of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law (SEQRA}. Should you 

have any questions pertaining to this Negative Dec/oration, you may contact Katherine Glass at (212} 720-3425. 
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**A revised Negative Declaration was issued on September 23, 2019 based on a proposed modification to th
application; the modification is no longer reflected in the application. This June 2019 Negative Declaration
supersedes the revised EAS issued September 2019.






