REVISED* NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The above determination is based on information contained in this revised EAS, which that 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 and Noise:
An (E) designation (E-550) for hazardous materials and noise has been incorporated into the proposed actions. Refer to
Appendix 1: (E) Designation" attached to this Determination of Significance, for a list of sites affected by the (E)
designation and applicable (E) designation and applicable (E) designation requirements. The analysis conducted for
hazardous materials and noise conclude that with the (E) designation requirements in place, the proposed actions would
not result in significant adverse impacts to hazardous materials and noise.
Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy:
A Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy analysis is included in this EAS. The Proposed Action involves a Zoning Map
Amendment from M1-1 to R7D with a C2-4 commercial overlay and Zoning Text Amendment to Appendix F of the Zoning
Resolution to map a new Mandatory Inclusionary Housing area on Block 1125/ Lot 1 (the development site) and Block
1133 / Lot 7, 10, 11, 12, and a portion of Lot 13. Following certification of the rezoning, the proposed actions were
modified, changing a portion of the project area from an R7D/C2-4 district to an R7A/C2-4 district and changing the MIH
options by removing Option 2, leaving only Option 1. The requested actions would facilitate the development of a new
nine-story mixed-use residential development with 64 dwelling units and 8,400 zoning square feet of commercial space.
The analysis concludes that no significant adverse impacts related to Land Use, Zoning and Public Policy would result
from the proposed actions.
Open Space:
A detailed analysis of the effects of the proposed actions on Open Space was included in this EAS. A significant adverse
open space impact may occur if a proposed action would reduce the open space ratio by more than five percent in areas
that are currently below the City's median community district open space ratio 1.5 acres per 1,000 residents. In areas that
are extremely lacking in open space, a reduction as little as one percent may be considered significant. As a result of the
proposed actions, the total residential study area open space ratio would decrease by .5 percent to 0.1048 acres per 1,000
residents. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a significant adverse impact related to open space.
Urban Design and Visual Resources:
A assessment 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 actions would not result in
significant adverse impacts to urban design or visual resources.
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*Following certification of the Grand Avenue and Pacific Street Rezoning on September 23, 2019 and the issuance of the
original EAS dated September 2019 and negative declaration dated September 23, 2019, the EAS has been revised to
reflect a modified zoning district on a portion of the project area and a modified MIH option. This revised negative
declaration supersedes the negative declaration issued on September 23, 2019 and reflects revised EAS dated June 26,
2020, which assesses this revision. This modification would not alter the conclusions of the original EAS, which found no
significant adverse impacts.
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