PROCEDURES AND
DOCUMENTATION

CHAPTER 1

City Environmental Quality Review, or “CEQR,” is New York City’s process for |mpleme tate Enviconmental
Quality Review Act (SEQRA), by which agencies of the City of New York review propose nary acti enti-
fy and disclose the potential effects those actions may have on the environment.

This chapter of the CEQR Technical Manual explains the CEQR process. SpeC|f| it addresses the rojects
subject to CEQR, the selection of the agency primarily responsible for the en ntal review o ct, the par-
ticipation of other agencies and the public in the review process, and %matlons a indin at are prere-
quisites for agency action. It also introduces the documentation use , includin nvironmental Assess-
ment Statement (EAS) and the Environmental Impact Statemen nd”discusse 's tionship with other
common approval procedures, such as the Uniform Land Use Revie ocedure (ULU

This chapter is not a definitive discussion of the legal issues thatimay be encou CEQR process. The review
of a specific project by an agency may, in many instances, dditional researc d interpretation. In these cas-
es, it may be useful to consult with legal counsel. ® Q

A. OVERVIEW OF LEGI HisT

100. NEPA L 4

The preparation of an interdi , comprehensive envfgnmental impact assessment was first required when the
Congress of the United St fA ca included i ctlon 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, known as “NEPA.” NEPA“amd its regulat| e all federal agencies to evaluate the environmental conse-

qguences of proposed s and to con5|d

In 1975, the rk State Leg ure ;cted SEQRA, which requires all state and local government agencies to as-
sess th ntal effects cretionary actions before undertaking, funding or approving the project, unless
such action within certai tory or regulatory exemptions from the requirements for review.

The provisions of SEQ| e fo in Article 8 of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law (ECL §8-0101 et
seq.). The New Yo F%Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) has promulgated regulations, last
amended in 2000,éi e the process of review (SEQR). These are published as Part 617 of Title 6 of New York
Codes, Rule d Re ions (6 NYCRR 617) and are included in the Appendix to this chapter. Specific provisions of the
SEQR regula % > hyperlinked throughout this chapter.

300. CEQR

SEQR permits a local government to promulgate its own procedures, provided they are no less protective of the envi-
ronment, 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.
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In 1973, before SEQRA was enacted, New York City Mayoral Executive Order No. 87, titled “Environmental Review of
Major Projects,” adapted NEPA to meet the needs of the city. After SEQRA was enacted, New York City revised its pro-
cedures in Mayoral Executive Order No. 91 of 1977, which established CEQR.

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 envi-
ronmental review by city agencies where such review is required by law. The Charter directsithat such procedures in-
clude: (1) the selection of the city agency or agencies that are to be responsible for dete@ﬁ whether a

mental Impact Statement is required (i.e., the “lead” agency); (2) the participation y in revie

agencies other than city agencies; and (3) coordination of environmental review pro h the Uniform L se

Review Procedure. The OEC was established by Executive Order within the Office¢ yor as the ffice of
e

Environmental Coordination (MOEC).
C rder 91, funda ly reforming
li in the R f the City of New York

ix to 62 RCNY Chap-

On October 1, 1991, the CPC adopted rules that were superimposed on E
the city’s process. The additional rules, titled Rules of Procedure, ar
(RCNY) at 62 RCNY Chapter 5; the provisions of Executive Order
ter 5 and in 43 RCNY Chapter 6. Both the additional rules and the
chapter and are hyperlinked throughout this chapter. Execu Orde

ter collectively referred to as the “CEQR rules.”
The rules contain criteria for selecting the agency res sk@r the conduct of ironmental review of a given ac-

tion, set forth a public scoping procedure to be i) \@/ the city le cy responsible for a project’s environ-
mental review, and define in greater detail the ilities of MOEC!

r MOEC’s responsibilities is to assist city
lead agencies in fulfilling their environmental re§po ilities.

In addition, CEQR’s requirements are fu r ‘defined through dec of the state courts. Judicial review of CEQR
determinations is provided for in Articl he New York State Civil Practice Law and Rules (CPLR). If an agency fails
to comply with CEQR, a court may @ that decision pursuant to Article 78 of the CPLR. Decisions on Article 78
petitions have established a s st@ody of judicial guidance on the scope and requirements of environmental re-
e

view. For this reason, it is h to consult al counsel when making decisions related to environmental

reviews. &

B. CEQR R@ss >

In implementing he CEQR pr uires city agencies to assess, disclose, and mitigate to the greatest extent

practicable % ificant envirghment sequences of their decisions to fund, directly undertake, or approve a

project. environmental assessment analyzes the project that is facilitated by the action or actions. An action is a
oval, funding or undertaking) needed in order to complete a project.

discretiona ncy decisionc
Review under CEQR should ¢ ence as early as possible in the formulation or consideration of a proposal for a
project. An agency mm\/ever, conduct environmental, engineering, economic, feasibility and other studies, and
preliminary planni getary processes necessary to the formulation of a project, without first beginning the
ities are considered Type Il actions. 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(21). Typically, review begins at the
) of a project or, in the case of city projects, at the planning stage or upon receipt of an application
r discretionary approval. In the case of city projects, an environmental assessment is not required
until the specifics of 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

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 considera-
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tion has the potential for a significant adverse environmental impact, then the lead agency conducts a detailed assess-
ment 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 that, consistent with social,
economic and other essential considerations, would avoid or minimize such impacts to the maximum extent practica-
ble. A detailed outline of the CEQR process is shown in this chart.

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 ensironmental impacts. The
level of detail appropriate for such study, the type of documentation, and the extent of pu involvement yary de-

pending on the project and its context. The following describes the procedural steps thr@ h an envij ental

review typically progresses. :

100. AprpLicABILITY OF CEQR

As early as possible in an agency’s consideration of a discretionary actio
determines whether the project is subject to CEQR. Proposed projects

to approve, fu undertake, it
ject to include those:

O

includetapprovals of construction projects,
@ one an area, etc. A project may be in-

1. Directly undertaken by a city agency;

2. For which the agency provides financial assistant\
3. For which the agency issues permits or approvm
Such projects must involve the exercise of discreti@ bm

such as building a bridge; or adoption of regulatio
itiated by the city or proposed by private applica PN

Within this group of discretionary actiong, s gories of actic &
are not. As defined by SEQR, and as deswow, actions are bro

Type | actions, and Unlisted actions. ,
110. ACTIONS NOT SUBJECT Eh@\lMENTAL R@
111. Type Il Acti &
DEC includes in i% regulations a li tions, described as Type Il actions, that it has determined would
ific

subject to environmental review, while others
divided into three categories: Type Il actions,

pact on r ent or that are otherwise precluded from environmental review.
SEQR regu ermit local agencies to promulgate their own Type Il lists to supple-
t. Because the c urrently does not have a Type Il list, only the state list need be con-

If a pr falls under o@mre of the descriptions of a Type Il action, the preparation of an Environmental
Assessment Stat t( or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required. An agency should
document its co ion and determination of a Type Il action in a memorandum for its files, with a copy
sent to MOEC@ mbers are not assigned to such projects.

111.1. Type Il Actions

overnmental decisions and undertakings may be considered “routine or continuing agency
administration and management, not including new programs or major reordering of priorities that
may affect the environment.” 6 NYCRR 617.5 (c)(20). Determination of whether a project fits within
this Type Il category requires consideration of the agency’s core mission, often as stated in the City
Charter, and the frequency or regularity in which the agency engages in similar projects. An example
of routine or continuing agency administration and management includes adjustments the Depart-
ment of Sanitation makes to its collection routes.
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Another widely applicable Type Il category concerns official acts of a ministerial nature involving no
exercise of discretion. This category includes the Department of Buildings’ issuance of building per-
mits and the Landmarks Preservation Commission’s issuance of certificates of appropriateness,
where issuance is predicated solely on the applicant’s compliance or non-compliance with the rele-
vant local building or preservation code(s), 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(19). Although the determination of
whether the contemplated project complies with the applicable code may require considerable ex-
pertise, the decision to approve the project is nonetheless ministerial.

Two Type |l categories, maintenance and repair involving no substantial changeN existing struc-
ture or facility, 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(1) and replacement, rehabilitation or recom of a strugtur
n

or facility in kind on the same site, 6 NYCRR 617.5(c)(2), may also apply to ernmen ctivi-
ties. Emergency projects that are immediately necessary on a limited @nd porary bas

protection or preservation of life, health, property or natural reso a ype Il acti
however, all activities after the emergency has subsided are subjectte,review under .

617.5(c)(33). The characteristics of these and other Type ca% require cafeful c eration
and it is advisable for the agency to consult MOEC in maki i rminatio

120. ACTIONS SUBJECT TO ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

121. Type | Actions \
and p

Type | actions are described in the SEQR regulations a se actio cts that are more likely to re-
quire the preparation of an EIS than Unliste tioms.”»6 NYCRR 6 % A Type | action “carries with it the

presumption that it is likely to have a signifi verse impact o ironment and may require an EIS.”
6 NYCRR 617.4(a)(1). Before undertaking@l action, a

e Full EAS Form is prepared. In cer-

tain instances, the lead agency ma the requirement S if a draft EIS is prepared or submitted;
in this case, the agency should tre DEIS as an EAS for the pose of determining significance. 6 NYCRR
617.6(a)(4). Although it is possible\to clude on the ba‘of an EAS that a Type | action would have no sig-
nificant impact on the enviro ysuch a determina’n is less likely than it is for an Unlisted action. A list
of Type | actions appeag$in t R regulation e 6 NYCRR 617.4. The city has a supplementary list, which

appears at 43 RCNY 6-15."Beth lists should& d when determining action type.

122. Unlisted A
Unlisted act aredall'actions t sted as either Type | or Type Il. For any Unlisted action, an EAS

nd project p ts may elect to complete the Short EAS Form. As with Type | actions,
ay waiv re ment for an EAS if a draft EIS is prepared and, in such cases, should
tr e DEIS as an EAS for urposes of determining significance. 6 NYCRR 617.6(a)(4).

—+
>
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o
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130. SEGMENTATION

One of the early in the CEQR process is to define the scope of the project that is the subject of the environ-
mental reviews (s Iso Chapter 2,”Establishing the Analysis Framework”). Segmentation, “the division of the en-
vironmefits of an action such that various activities or stages are addressed . . . as though they were inde-

ated activities, needing individual determinations of significance,” 6 NYCRR 617.2(ag), generally is
ole. An example that raises segmentation issues is the construction of a highway in phases or sec-
tions, where, until joined together with other sections of the highway, the individual sections would serve no pur-
pose. If these separate actions were reviewed individually, the combined effects of the total project might be in-
adequately addressed.

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 inde-
pendent utility and not commit the agency to continuing with the remaining segments. See 6 NYCRR 617.3(g)(1).
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If the lead agency believes segmented review may be permissible, it must document in its environmental review:
the reasons segmentation is warranted under the circumstances; the reasons for proceeding in a segmented
manner; and a determination that the segmented review is no less protective of the environment than that of an
unsegmented review. The lead agency must also identify and fully discuss the other segments in the individual
environmental reviews for each segment.

The determination whether to segment a project may require expert guidance, particularly for the purpose of un-
derstanding judicial decisions that address this issue. One reference for guidance on |ssue is the SEQR Hand-

book published by DEC, which offers the following eight criteria that are con5|dered in mmmg whether indi-
vidual 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 being completed at abo e time? 6

3. Is there a common geographic location involved?

4. Do any of the activities being considered contribute @lﬁcant c tive or synergistic im-
pacts?

5.  Are the different actions under the same owngrship ontrol?

6. Isagiven action a component of an identifia Xall plan?

7.  Cantheinterrelated phases of various proj considered “fun ally independent?”

8.  Does the approval of one phase or a cmit the ag ontinuing with other phases?
As an example, the construction of a new@ nterchan onal widening of the highway may be in-
terrelated to such an extent that t ns must be together. In this example, it would be rele-

being widened for sole purpose of accommodating the additional

hway mterchan » (ii) both actions are being completed at about the

same time and in general pro each other; (iii) ’e addltlonal traffic entering the highway via the new in-

terchange greatly increasées @vgestlon on part of the highway just past the portion that has been wi-
w

vant to consider whether: (i) the hi
traffic entering the road via the fiew

dened; (iv) the same or operates t areas where both actions are being conducted; (v) there is
an overall plan to_improve oRincrease the f the highway system of which these two projects are each a
component; and h of the actions % e its purpose, even if the other one is never executed.

termines th s project is subject to CEQR, it then seeks to identify whether the project may in-
roval, partj'@ or interest of one or more other agencies. This usually occurs as early as possi-

ble in ormulation o view process.

TYPES OF AGE

LEAD AGE| e ncy “principally responsible” for carrying out, funding, or approving an action and the con-
duct o ironmental review of the project.

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

INTERESTED AGENCIES. 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 pro-
posed project.
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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 shall be
the lead agency for environmental review under CEQR. 62 RCNY § 5-03. Where more than one agency is in-
volved, a single lead agency is usually selected. Exceptions to this rule include legislative action, where the
City Council and the Office of the Mayor act as co-lead agencies, and situations where a city and state agency
may act as co-lead agencies. CEQR rules address lead agency selection in detail for a number of city

processes, including the enactment of local laws, actions involving franchises, applicatigns for special permits
from the Board of Standards and Appeals, and specific actions that require CPC approNer the New York

which the involved agencies may choose the most appropriate agency to act a he CEQR es-
tablish a procedure by which the lead agency may be changed by trans@ d agency, status,t in-

City Charter, among others. %
Where the CEQR rules do not identify a specific agency as the lead for the projg provide griter
|

volved agency.
The CEQR rules should be consulted to determine which agency i %riate lea given instance.

211.1. State and Federal Coordination
When both state and city agencies are involved %ie *SEQRA regulati for selection of an
. .

involved city agency as lead when the primary lo d/or the impacts are
mpose a 30- limit on lead agency se-

primarily of local significance. SEQRA regulati
lection when a state agency is involved. Ifcp occur a%@city state agencies, one of the

involved agencies or the applicant (if tﬂ e ) may re t the Commissioner of DEC select
an agency. After allowing a brief pegpi \involved ag ent on the request, the Commis-
sioner is required to select a lead n ithin 20 ¢ @ ys of the date the Commissioner re-

ceived the request.
If federal agencies are invoﬁd, EC is often con’ted so that the federal review under NEPA may

be coordinated. For fu ssion of the im’play between NEPA, SEQRA, and CEQR, see Part C,
Section 310 of thi .
211.2. CEQR Numbers 0

j hat undergo environmental review, a CEQR number is as-

In order t¢'identify and track the
ject. This a w@arious documents prepared in the course of the review to be

signed,to the
main di organize @ ““The protocol for assigning the CEQR number is:
QT first twm afify the fiscal year in which the project was initiated.

The next t abetic characters identify the lead agency.

e The next numeric characters identify the sequence of the project for that lead agency

in Qca year.
helastalphabetic character identifies the geographic location of the project.

ple, a CEQR number of 10DMEOO3K means that the project was initiated in fiscal year 2010;
agency is the Office of the Deputy Mayor for Economic Development; it is the third project
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.
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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.

If the lead agency determines, on the basis of the EAS, that the proposed project may have a significant ad-
verse effect on the environment requiring the preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS), the
lead agency is also responsible for circulating and making publicly available the Positive,Declaration, scoping
documents, notices of public meetings or hearings, Draft Environmental Impact Stat NDEIS), Final

ronmental Impact Statement (FEIS), and Notices of Completion (all of which are disc ow) to th
cant, the regional director of DEC, the commissioner of DEC, the appropriate com oard(s),

all other involved agencies. In addition, it is important that the lead agenc ery efforgt
other involved and interested agencies informed of the progress of the C cess for projects
jurisdiction.

(4

213. Coordinated Review

st'eonduct a coordi-
nlisted action is un-
ofdinated review” process
se there is no delay in es-

When an agency proposes to directly undertake, fund or af
nated review if more than one agency is involved. 6 N
der review, the lead agency may choose to commence its

or an “uncoordinated review” process. Uncoordinat iev
tablishing a lead agency because each involved agéehc determination of significance
and decision about the project. However, wi @ i : ons of the various involved agencies
may conflict, which may cause confusion a In approving a . For example, at any time prior to
an agency's final decision, that agency's at eclaration

any other involved agency. For eit nended that an agency strive to identify all

involved agencies as early as possible:XEhe'SEQRA regulations, 6

% uperseded by a positive declaration by

private applicants in identifying the potential impacts a project
may have o whether such impacts may be significant and adverse. The EAS
should gency deems necessary to support its conclusions regarding the po-
tentj ificant adve s. In addition, it is often the case that a more thorough EAS leads to a
targe hat focuses n those issues where the potential for a significant adverse impact exists.
This, i long-term, e time in completing an appropriate environmental review.

221. Preparation %:&nt Statement

environment bygpr g an EAS, using either the Short or Full EAS Form, as appropriate. Instructions for
completing t@ppear in the form itself. If an action is Unlisted, an applicant should complete a Short

unle e lead agency has directed that the applicant use the Full EAS Form. The lead agency,
% g the EAS and in making its determination of significance, may require an applicant to provide
ation to support the Short EAS Form. The Full EAS Form must be used for all Type | actions.
Please note that an agency may waive the requirement for an EAS if a draft EIS is prepared or submitted, and
would treat the DEIS as an EAS for the purpose of determining significance. 6 NYCRR 617.6(a)(4).

The lead agency m‘its ssessment of whether the proposed project may have a significant impact on the

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.
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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 envi-
ronment if it may reasonably be expected to have any of the following consequences:

1.  Asubstantial adverse change in existing air quality, ground or surface water quality or quantity, traf-
fic or noise levels; a substantial increase in solid waste production; a substantial increase in poten-
tial for erosion, flooding, leaching, or drainage problems;

2.  The removal or destruction of large quantities of vegetation or fauna; subst I mterference with
the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species; impact n|f|cant habitat
area; substantial adverse impacts on a threatened or endangered speci s f al or plant,
habitat of such a species; or other significant adverse impacts to natural

3.  The impairment of the environmental characteristics of a Cr|t|c mental Are
pursuant to 6 NYCRR 617.14(g). For a discussion of Critical En ntal Areas; pter 11
“Natural Resources.”

4.  The creation of a material conflict with a community’s ans or goals fficially approved
or adopted;

5. The impairment of the character or quality o ort historical, ical, architectural, or

aesthetic resources, or of existing communlt hborhood
6. A major change in the use of either the t ype of energy;
7.  The creation of a hazard to human

8. A substantial change in the use uding agricultural, open space or re-

creational resources, or i X ;
9.  The encouraging or att large num ber f people to a place or places for more than a few

days, compared to the f people who uld come to such place absent the project;
10. The creation rr@ demand fo@ projects which would result in one of the above conse-
quences;

the en nt, but when c ed together result in a substantial adverse impact on the envi-

11. Chang WO or more elem %&e environment, no one of which has a significant effect on

12. 0 or more related ac ndertaken, funded, or approved by an agency, none of which has or
d have a sign nt impact on the environment, but when considered cumulatively would meet
e or more of e-stated criteria.

Se&6 NYCRR 617.7.

The guidance an
for purposes 0

wdologles in the technical analysis chapters of this manual expand upon these criteria
etermining whether a proposed project may have a significant impact on the environment in

ork City. The guidance in Section 400 of each technical analysis chapter should be used
with the SEQRA criteria to help determine whether a proposed project may have a significant
particular area of analysis.

In addition to using the above criteria to determine the potential significance of a project, the lead agency
must consider the reasonably related short-term, long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts, includ-
ing simultaneous or subsequent actions that are: (a) included in any long-range plan of which the action under
consideration is a part; (b) likely to be undertaken as a result thereof; or (c) dependent thereon.

For any determination, the significance of a likely effect of a proposed project (i.e., whether it is material, sub-
stantial, large or important) should be assessed in connection with the following:
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a. The setting in which the project occurs;

b.  The probability that an adverse impact would occur;
C. The duration of the impact;

d. Its irreversibility;

e. The geographic scope of the adverse impact;

f. Its magnitude; and

g.  The number of people affected.

223. Making the Determination of Significance

An EAS is considered complete when, in the judgment of the lead agency, it c i
make a determination of significance based on the contents of the E p
sary. Once the EAS is complete, the lead agency coordinates wi \@
its determination of significance. However, if an agency is con

listed action, it is not required to coordinate with other inv
case it should be noted that a positive declaration by anginvolv gency supersede
sued by the agency conducting an uncoordinated review.

Based on the EAS, the lead agency must make one of ossible determinations of significance:
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
If, for each technical area, the lead etermmes e screening or detailed analyses

show that no significant adverse i the envirg % would occur, it issues a Negative Decla-
ration. A Negative Declarati the project a reasons for the determination that the
project would not have a sjgnificant adverse effect on the environment. For many projects, the EAS
clearly shows that no SIg@ impact would_6ccur in any technical area assessed because a
project’s characteristi ow the initial thrésholds for determining whether more detailed tech-

nical analyses a as presente ughout the technical analyses chapters of this Manual
and in the Short a uII EAS Form r projects, a determination of no significant impact is
made foll a more detailed a one or more technical areas. To support the finding that
a potentl nificant impact ot exist, the application of screening criteria or technical ana-
Iyses been un level of detail adequate to support that conclusion. Negative
: or Type | ac required to be published, see Section 270, below. However, there
requirementyfor tive Declarations for Unlisted actions (although the documents are

y avallable upon<request). The issuance of a Negative Declaration (for a Type | or Unlisted ac-
ioft) constitutes t pletion of the CEQR process with respect to the proposed project.

CONDITION, GA TIVE DECLARATION (CND)

If the lea determines that an Unlisted action proposed by a private applicant may have a sig-

nifi nét on the environment, but that any such effect can be eliminated or avoided by incor-
igation or specific changes in the project, then the lead agency may issue a CND. Pur-

SEQRA regulations, CNDs are permitted only for Unlisted actions, and only where the appli-
ca 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
must be appropriate to support the recommendation of mitigation and the assurance that such miti-
gation 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 implement-
ing agency usually is obtained.
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For example, a CND would be appropriate where a significant traffic impact is identified and the im-
pact 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 re-
sponsible for implementing the mitigation, in this case the New York City Department of Transporta-
tion (DOT), has agreed to evaluate the need for these mitigation measures at the time the project is
operational.

It is also possible to issue a CND in instances where more information is needed to fully define the
significant impact and precise mitigation, but where the potential impact is welljunderstood, fully
disclosed, and easily mitigated. Examples include projects requiring the exc soils ne o)

tential sites containing hazardous materials or archaeological resources w full exte

impact cannot be known without some site excavation, but the range offpossibilities (fro C
to contaminated soils or the presence of an archaeological resourc known an -
tial significant impact and appropriate mitigation measures may ented to the i aker

Information on these specific examples is provided in Chapter
and 12 “Hazardous Materials,” respectively.

oric and Giiltura urces,”

i %eriod (after pub-
becomes final. Pur-

ive Declaration requir-

ing the preparation of a Draft EIS if it receiv identify potentially signifi-

cant adverse environmental impacts th ) e not previeusly identified and assessed; (2) were
inadequately assessed in the review; aQ.Ald not be ially mitigated by proposed mitiga-
tion measures.

POSITIVE DECLARATION c

If the lead agency determine t project may have or more significant adverse impacts, and

that a CND is inappropriatd, the ncy issues a Po’lve Declaration. This describes the project, pro-
vides the reasonin fo@a rmination that ﬁ proposed project may have a significant adverse

PUBLIC COMMENT ON A CND. SEQRA regulations provi

nd states t Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) will be

prepared befo gency approves, undertakes, or funds the project. Pursuant to SEQRA regula-
tions, positive declarations (for eit e | or an Unlisted action) become final upon issuance.
The Posit laration may b ted in a separate document. If a separate document is

r incorporated by reference. The publication requirements for

cated in Section 270 below.

prep , S should b
issuli itive declaratio %
230. SC

Ifale ency issues a
ing process. 62 RCNY 5-0
verse impacts by e

e Declaration, CEQR rules require that the lead agency then conduct a public scop-
e purpose of the scoping process is to focus the EIS on potentially significant ad-
ring that relevant issues are identified early and studied properly and to eliminate consider-

ation of those. i cts'that are irrelevant or non-significant. In addition, it allows the public, agencies and other
intereste opportunity to help shape the EIS by raising relevant issues regarding the focus and appro-
priate s of study. The scoping process begins by issuing a draft scope of work within 15 days after the is-

ysitive Declaration. A public meeting to discuss and receive input on the draft scope of work must
be conducted following appropriate notification as described in Subsection 232.1, below.

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 al-
low 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 ana-
lyzed (including the preferred method of analysis). The scope of work also identifies reasonable alternatives to be
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evaluated and, if appropriate, an initial identification of proposed mitigation measures. The scoping process is
described in detail below.

231. Determining the Scope of Work

The list of technical areas for which the Manual provides methodologies serves as a checklist for the initial
identification of the issues to be addressed in the EIS. It is possible that a project would not require analysis in
all of the technical areas. Conversely, the unique character of a given proposed project may require analysis
in an area not included in this Manual. The technical areas and issues typically con red in the scoping
process include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following:

e Land use, Zoning, and Public Policy 0 %
e Socioeconomic Conditions 0 %
e Community Facilities and Services

e Open Space ®

e Shadows
e Historic and Cultural Resources
e Urban Design and Visual Resources

e Natural Resources
e Hazardous Materials
e Water and Sewer Infrastructure 0

e Solid Waste and Sanitation Services ®
Energy

Transportation \
Air Quality o
Greenhouse Gas Emissionsv
e Noise
e Public Health ',
e Neighborhood e
e Construction s
For each of thes , the scope in &ther study is appropriate and, if it is, establishes the study
areasand a is odologl 0
231.1. : ope of Wo
ourse of prep the draft scope of work and considering public comment thereon, the lead
cy may deter there is a potential for a significant adverse impact in particular technical
eas, but not |n For those areas where the potential for significant adverse impact exists, the
level of de quwed for the technical analysis in the EIS may vary. Therefore, as deemed appropri-
ate base assessment provided in the EAS, the lead agency is encouraged to target the scope
of Iudmg those issues that were found in the EAS to be unlikely to have potential signifi-

impacts. The rationale for excluding those issues or technical analysis areas should be
ted in the scope of work.

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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Pursuant to the CEQR rules, after the draft scope of work is issued, a public scoping meeting must be held to
provide opportunity for input on the draft scope of work. All involved and interested city agencies, MOEC, the
appropriate borough board, community boards that would be affected by the project, any private applicant,
any interested civic or neighborhood groups, and members of the general public may attend the scoping

meeting and provide comments. Comments received during the public scoping meeting an
received during the comment period are considered by the lead agency in the prepar

ion of
work. The comment period may be extended beyond the required ten (10) days in sgxt?ircumstances in

order to allow more time for comments. The regulatory timeframes for the public s
comment period on the draft scope of work are explained in Figure 1-1 below.

(4

Figure 1-1
Regulatory Minimum Timeframes for CEQR Public Scoping Meeti

d other comments
a final scope of

eting and lic

(4

Public Hearing

O

FEIS & NoC
Filed

Determination of
Significance

1]

1 -
Project EAS Draft & Review IDraft S.cnpe & P.uhllc 1
Scoping Meeting J|

Scope
Finalized

Development |

30 - 45 Days

Issue Draft Scope and
Notice of
Public Scoping Meeting

Public Scoping
il

d of lic
ent Period

' N
tément of
Findings

Post CEQR
Activity

'I

232.1. Notice of the Pu opzeeting

Not less than thirty(30) nor more t

ing descri

tify other

Thi ust:
L]

Indicate tha e prepared;

%

me, and place of the scoping meeting;

f@ve (45) days prior to holding the public scoping meet-

bedlabove, the lead age %publish a notice of the meeting in the City Record and no-
% d and intere te%ies of the meeting.
S Q

Identify t
State that bers of the public may inspect copies of the EAS and draft scope of work from

232.2.

CEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL

th d agency or MOEC (or online);

equest public comment and indicate that written comments will be accepted by the lead
cy through the 10th day following the meeting; and

ndicate that guidelines for public participation will be available at the scoping meeting.

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 is-
sues:

e Issues and analysis topics to be included in the scope of work;

1-12
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e Methodologies for analysis (such as the size of a study area, the type of data to be gathered,
or the type of analysis to be conducted);

e Alternatives to the proposed project; and
e Special conditions or concerns that the lead agency should consider.

The public comment period on the draft scope of work continues, at a minimum, through the 10" ca-

lendar day following the scoping meeting. \
233. Final Scope of Work

The lead agency must consider the public comments before issuing a final scope at incor t
appropriate, the comments received and responses to them. All revisions shul indicated i

scope of work by striking-eut the text deleted from the draft scope of wong new t
When a lead agency receives substantial new information after issuar% final scope, it end the

final scope to reflect such information. The lead agency should

amended final scope.

The final scope of work is considered complete when th ncy has de at the description of
the proposed project and relevant methodologies a ate and co om the public and other
agencies have been appropriately addressed.

L J
240. PREPARATION OF THE DRAFT ENVIRONME CcT STATEM@S)

241. Purpose of the DEIS

The next step in the CEQR process j aration of the DEIS:®®The DEIS is a "draft," in recognition that it is
subject to modification in the FEIS,\bu st be a compre‘nsive document sufficient to afford the public op-
portunity to meaningfully cor@ the potential fcﬁ,ignificant adverse impacts. The purpose of the DEIS

is to disclose and disc o] igl significant se environmental impacts so that a decision-maker may

understand them andth ontext. It is @t it is not a repository for all knowledge about a given

technical area. T, EIS fully describes the ject and its background; purpose; public need and benefits, in-

cluding social a omic consider ; approvals required; and the role of the EIS in the approval
process.

ibes the potential si t adverse environmental impacts identified in the scoping process at

il sufficient t able the lead agency and other involved agencies to make informed decisions

ironmental impacts of a proposed project, and, if necessary, how to avoid or

gnificant adv
ose impacts @maximum extent practicable. The lead agency should take care to explain the
in, suffi t detail, considering the nature and magnitude of the proposed project and the
ential impacts.

A"description of the proposed project and its environmental setting.

2. A statement of the environmental impacts of the proposed project, including short-term and long-
term effects and any typical associated environmental effects.

3. An identification of any adverse environmental effects that cannot be avoided should the proposal
be implemented.

4. Adiscussion of the social and economic impacts of the proposed project.
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5. Adiscussion of alternatives to the proposed project and the comparable impacts and effects of such
alternatives.

6. An identification of any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources that would be in-
volved in the proposed project should it be implemented.

7. A description of mitigation measures proposed to minimize significant adverse environmental im-
pacts.

8. A description of the growth-inducing aspects of the proposed project, wher(%\licable and signifi-
cant.

9. Adiscussion of the effects of the proposed project on the use and cor@@f energy

where applicable and significant.

10. A list of underlying studies, reports or other information obtam onsidered ring the
statement.
43 RCNY 6-09. «
242.1. Reasonably Foreseeable Catastrophic Impacts
Depending on the nature of the project, and as be required by S S may need to con-
tain certain information regarding reasonably Ie catastro i ts. If information about
reasonably foreseeable catastrophic impacts,i |IabIe or uncert and such information is es-

sential to an agency’s CEQR/SEQRA findings,.th should:
e Identify the nature and relev navailabl
e Provide a summary i Qible scient

currence, even iwe p

information;

nce, if available; and

e Assess the I|keI|hoo ability of occurrence is low, and the con-

sequences of the jal impact, using tHeoretical approaches or research methods gener-
ally accept i ntIfIC community.
A catastrophic i SIS is likely n@r\/ in the review of such projects as the siting of a ha-
zardous waste treat t faC|I|ty orl ral gas facility, and does not apply in the review of such

projects

iting of shoppu@ esidential subdivisions, or office facilities. See 6 NYCRR

243. F DEIS

DE'IJngnust haver page that sets forth the following information:
1. Théassigned CEQR number.
2. é&nt that it is a Draft EIS.

ame or title of the project.

he location and street address, if applicable, of the project.

5. 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.

6. The names of individuals or organizations that prepared any portion of the EIS.
7. The date (day, month, year) of its acceptance as complete by the lead agency.

8. Foran EIS longer than 10 pages, a table of contents following the cover page.
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243.2. Executive Summary
Following the cover page, the EIS provides a concise summary that fully and accurately summarizes
the EIS. 6 NYCRR 617.9(b)(4). In general, the executive summary should include:

1. A brief project description;

2. Alist of actions;

3. A summary of the significant adverse impacts, if any;

4. A summary of the mitigation measures, if any, to reduce or eliminate \ificant adverse
impacts;

A summary of the unmitigated adverse impacts, if any; 0

A short discussion of alternatives;

The analysis areas examined in the EIS; and

© N o WU

o

A brief summary of the analysis areas eliminated for furt dy, and the rea-

son(s) why.

e

In order to ensure a clear and concise summarygthe leadlagency is strong
length of an executive summary to a maximum of ages.

243.3. Project Description
This section provides the reader and % ign-maker in@n to understand the project in its

full context. Sufficient information s essment of the project’s impacts
in later sections of the EIS. Typical s text, graphics, and tables, and de-

fines the project, its plan an,“ ize, and its purp d benefits.
243.4. Technical Analyses ,

The lead agency shoul nly those tech@l areas that were identified for analysis in the final
scope of work. F hnical area@ring further analysis, each technical chapter of the EIS

assesses the fo

1. T isting conditions; &
2& e conditio '@he proposed project (referred to as the No-Action condition);

QT e future itionsif the project is implemented (referred to as the With-Action condi-

tion).
parison of t re No-Action and the future With-Action conditions allows the project’s in-
cremental impacts e identified. When applicable and significant, CEQR requires analysis and dis-

closure o e short-term, long-term, and cumulative impacts of a project.

243.5. Mi ion
CEQR requires that any significant adverse impacts identified in the EIS be minimized or avoided to
the greatest extent practicable. Mitigation measures must be identified in the EIS. A range of mitiga-
tion measures may be presented and assessed in the DEIS for public review and discussion, without
the lead agency selecting one for implementation. Where no mitigation is available or practicable,
the EIS must disclose the potential for unmitigatible significant adverse impacts.
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243.6. Alternatives
SEQRA regulations require that “a description and evaluation of the range of reasonable alternatives
to the action” be included in an EIS at a level of detail sufficient to permit a comparative assessment
of the alternatives discussed. The regulations specify that such alternatives include “the range of rea-
sonable alternatives to the action which are feasible, considering the objectives and capabilities of
the project sponsor.” 6 NYCRR 617.9(b)(5)(v). If the environmental analysis and consideration of al-
ternatives identify a feasible alternative that eliminates or minimizes adverse imﬁtsithe lead agen-

cy may consider the alternative as the proposed project.

SEQRA also requires that the range of reasonable alternatives include the n” altern
which evaluates the adverse or beneficial site changes that are likely to ogeur e forese
ture in the absence of the proposed project. More guidance on alterna\ét reduce or
impacts in the various technical areas is found in Section 600 of each nical analysis ch
general discussion of alternatives is provided in Chapter 23, “Alter @

243.7. Review and Completion of the Preliminary DEIS
As a matter of practice, a Preliminary Draft Environ
pared by the applicant and submitted to the lead ageney. PDEIS neg

(P ) may be pre-
e submitted to the

lead agency as a whole, and chapters may be s itted“ihdividually. : or individual chap-
ters are reviewed by the lead agency for adeq yaccuracy, and ss with respect to the
scope of work. If necessary, the lead agenc%'nents on issue ere not adequately ad-

es documes ordingly. It is also common for a

dressed in the PDEIS, and the applicag reVis
lead agency, in its discretion, to distri IS for any (public or private) to all involved

and interested agencies for comme i issuance efgthe’DEIS.” This is often an iterative process,
where the review and revision cont suntil the lea determines that the PDEIS is complete
and ready for public circulatw ment as a DEIS

244. Notice of Completion for th@ ',

The lead agency finds th EI@ complete and issues a Notice of Completion when the DEIS includes:
1. A project desc that provides% formation for a reader to understand the context for

technical ses that follow.

2. Proje? ob and actio e@lo implement the project that are clearly explained.

t of each teG w rea at a level of detail adequate to disclose potential impacts.

for mitigatic at are explained and assessed. For the DEIS, a range of mitigations may be
aw and discussion without the lead agency having selected one for implemen-
n. If thereis ial for an unmitigated impact, this should be disclosed here.

5. The No-Ac alternative and alternatives that meet project objectives, have the potential to reduce
impacts, been assessed at a level of detail so that they can be appropriately compared to the
proo‘; b’ect

% agency deems the DEIS to be complete, it prepares a Notice of Completion in accordance with
@(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.

245. PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD FOR THE DEIS

Publication of the DEIS and issuance of the Notice of Completion signal the start of the public review period.
During this time the public may review and comment on the DEIS, either in writing and/or at a public hear-
ing(s) that is convened for the purpose of receiving such comments. The comment period must extend for a
minimum of thirty (30) calendar days from the publication of the DEIS and issuance of the Notice of Comple-
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tion. All substantive comments received during the public comment period (either through the public hear-
ing(s) and/or written comment) become part of the CEQR record and are summarized and responded to in

the FEIS, as appropriate.

In certain circumstance, there may be projects that are particularly unusual or where the potential for envi-
ronmental impacts is unclear when a DEIS is prepared. In these instances, public review and comment could
present additional information that may affect the lead agency's determination of whether there is a poten-

tial for impacts or whether the impacts are adverse or significant. In this situation,
following public comment and review, that no potential for significant adverse imp
DEIS was prepared and a public hearing was held. If this occurs, the lead agency m
ration. Consequently, no FEIS need be prepared. The regulatory timeframes for
comment period on the draft scope of work are explained in Figure 1-2 below.

Figure 1-2
Regulatory Minimum Timeframes for a DEIS Hearing
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245.1. Public Hearing

The lead agency must,hold a CEQR

'(@ng no less than fifteen (15) calendar days and no more
r days after

than sixty calen mpletion and filing of the DEIS, except when a different
hearing d quired as appr% under another law or regulation. For example, for projects
bject to city’ iform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP), 43 RCNY 6-10(c)(4)

the public he n the ULURP application conducted by the appropriate community

CEQR TECHNICAL MANUAL

g r shall satisfy the hearing requirement under CEQR for the DEIS. This
plains the rel ship between CEQR and ULURP. If more than one hearing is conducted by
ghaforementio ies, whichever hearing occurs last constitutes the CEQR hearing and may oc-
r more than six days after the issuance of the Notice of Completion.

NOTICE REQUIR TS FOR THE PUBLIC HEARING
The Ieécy must publish all required notices for the hearing at least fourteen (14) calendar days
0 heduled hearing. The Notice of Public Hearing may be contained in the Notice of Com-
% or the lead agency may publish it as a separate document. In either case, the lead agency
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 no-
tice in more than one newspaper. If published as a separate document from the Notice of Comple-
tion, 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).
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ACCESS TO PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS

The lead agency should hold public meetings and hearings that are accessible to all anticipated or po-
tential participants at a location that is accessible by public transit or transportation. The lead agency
should also carefully evaluate the timing and scheduling of the meeting to ensure that the meeting is
not scheduled on or near a major public holiday or other events that could compromise public partic-
ipation. Meeting participants are encouraged to provide their contact information (for distribution of
future CEQR information for the project); however, they are not required to do so as a precondition

of attending the meeting. \
FORMAT OF PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS
The public scoping meeting should be chaired by the lead agency; all o@ sted and c o

agencies, the applicant, and MOEC may send representatives to participate. equested

agency, MOEC may chair the public scoping meeting. 62 RCNY 5-O4§io

Beyond the above requirements, there is no required format for publiccmee hear-
ings. Therefore, a broad variety of meeting formats may %Ie to thedéad agency. For ex-
ample, meetings or hearings may feature discussions, r formal public speaking.

CEQR does not impose mandatory time limits for eithe blic hearin ndividual speakers.
However, to ensure participation by all attendee siring*to speak, theyle ncy should conduct
the meeting in an efficient fashion. This ma sult,in the lea estricting the individual
speakers to a specified time limit. If a lar of attendees anticipated, the lead agency
may wish to consider scheduling additional meetings to e articipation opportunities or hold

concurrent input opportunities.

TRANSLATORS/INTERPRETERS

The lead agency should also te"whether transl ervices may be necessary at either the
meeting or in other com ications (including notice documents). Translation assistance may be
provided by the citywid e Bank. See Ex ive Order 120, July 22, 2008.

245.2. Written Public Ci nt:

The public is invite send writte to the lead agency and has a minimum of thirty (30)

calendar d om the issuance of ice of Completion of the DEIS to do so. Written comments
must be a d from the date lication of the Notice of Completion for the DEIS until at least
ten ( alendar days af ¢ hearing, but the comment period may be no less than thirty
ays..See 6 NYCRR 61929 iii). If a project is simultaneously subject to ULURP, the CPC hear-
Qt e CEQR DEIS ing are often run concurrently, as seen in this chart. In addition to DEIS
o nts received at'the CPC hearing, the lead agency considers, as appropriate, the substantive

comments réceived during the ULURP hearings that precede the CPC/DEIS hearing, including the
ommunity Board or Borough Board, and the Borough President hearings.

245.3. Formal Publi d
It is %that the lead agency maintains an accurate and complete public record throughout the
ss. The formal record includes any copies, transcripts and summaries of formal com-
ade 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 al-
so be used by a lead agency to validate its findings or evidence the satisfaction of CEQR’s public par-
ticipation requirements.

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.
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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 agency prepares, or facilitates the prepa-
ration of, an FEIS. This document includes all of the contents of the DEIS as well as copies or a summary of
the comments received at the hearing or in writing during the public comment period, and the lead agency’s
responses to substantive comments. Any revisions to the DEIS made in response to comments are set forth in
the FEIS. Generally new analyses are not appropriate following the issuance of the DEI less new informa-
tion is discovered or comments raise an issue deemed by the lead agency to be re the projectiand
the analyses. Revisions to the DEIS are indicated by striking-out deleted text and ng new text e
FEIS. The cover page of the FEIS must indicate that it is the Final EIS and in other info i

quired for the DEIS.

252, Mitigation c

Measures that minimize identified significant adverse impacts imum ext, racticable must be
identified in the FEIS. If a range of possible mitigation meas i ieant impact was presented

in the DEIS, selected mitigation and its method of implement e FEIS. Certain miti-
gation measures that require implementation by, or a val

signal timing, which would be implemented by DOT i iting by the implementing
agency before such mitigation is included in the FEIS.

In addition, in the absence of a commitmen itigation or whe easible mitigation measures can be
identified, a reasoned elaboration as to why mi n is not pract ust be put forth, and the potential
for unmitigated or unmitigatible significar@ impacts osed.

253. Notice of Completion for the

The lead agency considers the FEIS complete when: ,

1. A summary a@tantive CEQR-related comments on the DEIS, including a list of the com-
menters sp s to those c ts is incorporated. Usually this is included as a separate
chapter.

2. The igures, and tabl e FEIS reflect changes made in response to the public review. It

3 provide o the document summarizing the changes made as a result of

p eview.
itigation iss re included and resolved to the extent possible. If a range of mitigations was
resented in the S, the lead agency must disclose the selected mitigation and describe its me-
thod of im tation in the FEIS. The potential for unmitigated or unmitigatible significant

adverse impa ust be disclosed.

the project to obtain copies of the FEIS. The agency then files this notice and a copy of the FEIS in

Once the lead agen rtifies that the FEIS is complete, it issues a Notice of Completion describing the FEIS,
@
accord i ction 270, below.

260. STATEM 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 deci-
sion regarding its action. To demonstrate that the responsible city decision-maker has taken a hard look at the
impacts, alternatives, and mitigation measures, the lead and each involved agency must adopt a formal set of
written findings, often termed a “Statement of Findings,” setting forth its decision regarding the action it will take,
drawing its conclusions about the significant adverse environmental impacts of the proposed project and how to
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avoid or mitigate them, and weighing and balancing the environmental consequences of the project to be taken
with social, economic and other pertinent policy considerations. Depending upon the agency and its own proto-
cols, the Statement of Findings may be included in another document (e.g. for ULURP actions approved by the
CPC, the CPC Report and Resolution typically includes the Statement of Findings). Similarly, the BSA and the City
Council may include their findings statements in other documents as well. However, regardless of the form of the
findings document, all of the statements described below must be included. These CEQR findings must be
adopted by the responsible decision-maker(s) of the lead or involved agency before, or concurrently with, making
its final decisions to fund, approve or undertake its discretionary action. \.

Each lead or involved agency is responsible for adoption of its own Statement of Fin explicitlyets, forth
the following statements:

1. The agency has considered the relevant environmental imp@nd conclu @osed in
the FEIS.

b%t.
er essential’considerations of state and
% is one that minimizes or

ticable, including the ef-
efpurpose and benefit of the

2. A certification that all CEQR/SEQRA requirements hav,

3. A certification that, consistent with social, economic,
city policy, from among the reasonable altern

avoids significant adverse environmental effects to'the maximum.ex

fects disclosed in the relevant EIS while sti bstantially meeti
project.

er essential considerations, to the max-
ed in the FEIS would be minimized or
mitigation measures that are identified

4, A certification that, consistent \A'@h cial nomic, 3
gr

imum extent practicable, significx se impacts

avoided by incorporating as c jons to the d
as practicable.
5. A rationale for the age@!sion.

Once the lead agency and each.i agency adopt?ﬁindings, the CEQR process is concluded and the agen-
cies may then take their acti ch CEQR findings must be filed with all involved agencies, MOEC, and the ap-
e

plicant, if any, at the ti gs are adop@

261. Tracking Mi ion

MOEC is respons working with t opriate city agencies to develop and implement a tracking sys-

tem to ens% igation implemented in a timely manner and to evaluate and report on
es

mitigation me .

S

AGEN ICE AND PU N REQUIREMENTS
The state regulations reahe lead agency to provide public notice by publication in DEC’s Environmental No-
tice Bulletin for t llowing:

1. Co@egative Declaration;

2 Declaration for a Type | action;

3. tive Declaration for both Unlisted and Type | actions;

4. Notice of Completion for a DEIS; and

5.  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 Publication Form on its web-
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 City Record t %es lead &rs,
determinations of significance, draft and final scopes, draft and final environ pact sta ech-
nical memoranda.
In 2005, SEQRA was amended to require that every Environmental Im tatement — DEIS a — be posted

on a publicly-accessible website. See Chapter 641 of the NYS La

Positive declarations, notices of completion and the DEIS uld be s d electronically and filed
with, or distributed to, the following:

e Mayor’s Office of Environmental Coordination ( \
o The New York State Department of Environc servation

Division of Regulatory Services .\

625 Broadway, 4th Floor
Albany, NY 12233-1750 Q
e Region Il Office of the New partment of E ental Conservation
1 Hunter's Point Plaza Q ,
47-40 21st Street P 4
Long Island City, Q NY 11101-5
e Borough Presi as applicable.

e Applicant .
e Allin e
. SO € .
community rds and borough boards.

. e case of pro@ the Coastal Zone:

New Y tate Secretary of State

162 on Avenue

Albany, NY 12231.

271. Pt ess to Documents

All comp CEQR documents must also be sent to MOEC, which acts as the official repository for environ-
mental review documents and maintains a database of such documents that are publicly available at its offic-
es. MOEC requests that all documents be sent in an electronic format. These documents and notices, includ-
ing 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 be made available upon re-
quest. Copies of CEQR documents are often placed in a local library for public reference during a public com-
ment period.
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280. REGULATORY TIMEFRAMES

In order to facilitate a thorough and complete environmental review that includes adequate opportunity for pub-
lic participation, SEQR and CEQR prescribe timeframes for certain activities. The rules also provide for sufficient
flexibility to adjust such timeframes to ensure a full assessment. 6 NYCRR 617.3(i). Time frames prescribed by
CEQR may also be extended where city procedures (such as ULURP) specify certain timeframes. 43 RCNY 6-10.
When a time limit is specified as a minimum time period that must expire before the succeeding step in the CEQR
process may be taken, for example where notice to the public must be given before ai action may be taken, the

lead agency must follow the prescribed procedure, and may extend (but not shorten) theitimeframe. A summary
of specified regulatory timeframes follows:

ESTABLISHMENT OF LEAD AGENCY

CEQR rules do not specify a time period for establishment of lead ag R rules prévi ximum
of 30 days from the agency’s notification of involved agencies of 6t to be lead, exceptf the lead

agency is contested. 6 NYCRR 617.6(b)(3)(i).
Oxermmatlon that the
SCOPE

e The draft scope of work is published teen (15) days wing publication of a Positive Dec-

laration. 62 RCNY 5-07(a); @
w prepared, that a public scoping meeting

than thirty (30) nor more than forty-five (45)
ing;

DETERMINATION OF SIGNIFICANCE
The determination of significance is made within 15
application (through an EAS) is complete. 43 RCNY 6-0

o The lead agency publishes a
will be held and requestin
calendar days prior

icatinga D

e The lead agency cin€ulatesythe draft scope EAS not less than thirty (30) calendar days nor more
than forty- flve dar days prior tvhe public scoping meeting;

e  Written n the scope zelved for ten (10) calendar days after the scoping meeting;

o Wi 'n thirt ) calendar the public scoping meeting, the lead agency issues a final

he regulatory ti for the public scoping meeting and public comment period on
the fit/scope of alned in Figure 1-1.
%re is no priva ant, the time frames may be extended. 62 RCNY 5-07(f).
ION OF DEIS, I ING DETERMINATION OF COMPLETENESS AND ACCURACY, AND FILING NOTICE OF COMPLETION
sseeded for sto e city’s rules do not specify timeframes for the preparation and review of the

, is required to be at least thirty (30) days.

he hearing on the DEIS is held no less than fifteen (15) days and no more than sixty (60) 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) days after the completion
of the DEIS.

e Written comments must be accepted and considered by the lead agency for no less than thirty (30)
calendar days after the issuance of the Notice of Completion or for at least ten (10) calendar days
following the public hearing, whichever is later. 6 NYCRR 617.9(a)(4)(iii). The regulatory time-
frames for the DEIS hearing and the public comment period on the DEIS are explained in Figure 1-2.
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PREPARATION OF FEIS, INCLUDING DETERMINATION OF COMPLETENESS AND ACCURACY, AND FILING NOTICE OF COMPLETION
The Notice of Completion must be filed within thirty (30) calendar days after the close of the public hear-
ing. 43 RCNY 6-11(a).

CONSIDERATION OF COMPLETED FEIS BEFORE MAKING FINDINGS AND TAKING ACTION
A minimum of ten (10) calendar days from the filing of Notice of Completion of FEIS must elapse before the
Statement of Findings may be issued. 6 NYCRR 617.11(a).

WRITTEN FINDINGS \
The city rules do not specify a maximum period. Generally, for projects in\% applican@:d
i in the

agency makes its findings within the maximum of 30 days from the Notic6

letion provi
SEQRA rules. 6 NYCRR 617.11(b). 6

300. FEEs
Pursuant to the Rules of the City of New York, the city lead agency ¢ to a priv pplicant to recover the
costs incurred in reviewing the EAS, DEIS, and FEIS of a project forawhi applicant ovals from the agen-

cy. The fee is payable upon filing Parts | and Il of the EAS with t

The CEQR fees are computed in accordance with 62 RCNY § *

400. SPECIALIZED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATE
There are two variations on the general pattern o R

Supplemental EIS (SEIS). Each of these EISs is subj t
ration, scoping, a Draft EIS and Notice of Completionp publi

written findings. v

410. GENERIC EIS (GEIS) '
GEISs are used for broad groj ith diffuse, but potentially significant environmental effects. These include the
following types of proj é

separate actions in t e geographic area that, if considered separately would pose in-
% ts, but taken to@ ve a significant impact;
of projects @ d by a single agency or individual;
eric or common impacts;

projects ave
a program or p ing wide application or restricting the range of future alternative policies or
4% y.lo.

ojects. 6 NY

The GEIS is usefumthe details of a specific impact cannot be accurately identified, as no site-specific project

d, a broad set of further projects is likely to result from the agency’s action. The GEIS fol-
at as the EIS for a more specific project, but its content is necessarily broader. Subsequent
actions under the program studied in the GEIS require further review under CEQR. It is possible,
se 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 re-
view 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 a previously prepared and circu-
lated EIS. It provides decision-makers, interested and involved agencies, and the public with information about
impacts not previously studied. The SEIS is used when:

1. Changes are proposed for the project that may result in a significant adverse environmental effect not
anticipated in the original EIS;

2. Newly discovered information arises about significant adverse effects that w\prewously analyzed;

or
3. Achange in circumstances related to the project has occurred.
00 g‘ 21

In considering the need to prepare an SEIS, in the case of newly discovered j n, the ag weigh

the importance and relevance of the information and the current stat rmation imythe NYCRR

617.9(a)(7). The scope of the SEIS is targeted to specifically address those issues ese require-
ments.
DEIS and h e that agency find-

The need for an SEIS may become apparent after the accep t i
ings are filed, following the completion of the FEIS. SEISs ma e prepared @ dings have been made if
V this case, the assessment
iginal EIS has grown stale, i.e.,

changes are proposed for the project that requires addi
as to whether an SEIS is needed should also con5|d
whether the passage of time since the original en

circumstances, such as the existing traffic g@ndition character, that may now result in the
project, as modified, causing significant advers : at were not sufficiently disclosed in the
original EIS.

If the assessment indicates that th y result in a ne iously undisclosed significant impact, an SEIS

is appropriate and the agency wo epare an SEIS. If the'assessment indicates that it is unlikely that there
will be new previously- undlsclos potential significa% verse impacts, the preparation of an SEIS is not re-
quired.

The preparation of a ect to the fu@dures that govern the preparation of an EIS, including the
scoping process and requir ublic hearings..| tion, supplemental findings statements may be necessary.

ines that it is appropriate to consider whether an SEIS is necessary, it

421. Techni
In the ev ead agenc
is reco@ at the | document this assessment in a technical memorandum. In the event

emorandum essment indicates that the preparation of an SEIS is or may be warranted, the

a y should prep S or, if appropriate, may proceed to the issuance of a Positive Declaration.
In thelévent the techm morandum assessment indicates that the preparation of an SEIS is not war-
ranted, no furth cum ation or analysis is needed. The technical memorandum should be prepared by
the lead agency iles and should bear the same CEQR number as that of the original EIS. A copy should
also be sent té
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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

110.

below: \
UNIFORM LAND USE REVIEW PROCEDURE (ULURP)
Applications for city projects that must also be reviewed pursuant to ULURP argfil the Depart ity
t

120.

130.

Planning (DCP). For private applicants, DCP serves as the CEQR lead agency jects subject RP; DCP al-
so serves as lead for some other city projects in ULURP (see 43 RCNY 5-03Qexception ocedures
are detailed in Sections 197-c and 197-d of the City Charter and shoul onsulted for the pu f coordinat-
ing CEQR with ULURP. The timetable for ULURP begins once an ica s certifie omplete. A completed
ULURP application must include one of the following: a Typ ination, a Negati eclaration, a Condi-
tional Negative Declaration, or a DEIS and Notice of Complet DEIS. Thi ows the relationship be-
tween CEQR and ULURP. \

FAIR SHARE CRITERIA

The CPC adopted criteria, pursuant to the Néw \@ Charter,
the fair distribution of the burdens and bene 't% ated with s
The CPC considers these criteria, referred #0'a “Criteria on of City Facilities” (Fair Share Criteria),
RP and in the review of city office sites pur-

ordinated with that assessment.

in acting on site selection and acquisiti osals subjec

suant to Section 195 of the Charter. R analyses may be

Sponsoring agencies also observe'the Fair Share Criteri i(projects that do not proceed through ULURP, such as
city contracts, facility red ti@ closings. AIthou?the Fair Share Criteria and CEQR criteria overlap to some
extent, and both proc in procedures e participation of the public, the Fair Share Criteria raise dif-
ferent issues and require adifferent pers i example, siting a facility in an area where similar facilities

are located may @vaid a neighborhood c impact for CEQR purposes, but raise issues as to fair distribution
under the Fajr Sha jteria. Where ct requires both an environmental assessment and a “Fair Share”
analysis, an ica

i or lead a nd it helpful or efficient, with respect to the required analyses and
proced ep incorporate r Share” analysis into the CEQR analysis. However, this approach is not a
require ither CEQQ& Share Criteria.

BOAR STANDARDS@&PPEALS

Certain special u rmits‘and variance applications are decided by the Board of Standards and Appeals (BSA).

When these ap, ms are initially made to the BSA, CEQR applies to such projects and the normal CEQR

process is re@nor to BSA action. However, where there is an appeal from a discretionary city project that

has bee ct of an environmental review, the BSA acts in a quasi-judicial capacity and its decision is,
% ubject to CEQR.

therefa

140. WATERFRONT REVITALIZATION PROGRAM

The New York City Waterfront Revitalization Program (WRP) is the city's principal coastal zone management tool.
As originally adopted in 1982 and revised in 1999, it 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 of the
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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.”

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 re-
quiring approval by the CPC, the Commission, acting as the City Coastal Commission,gmakes the consistency de-
termination. For local projects that do not require approval by the CPC, but do requi&r&oval by another city
agency, the head of that agency makes the final consistency determination. For fed

the city's coastal zone, such as dredging permits, DCP, acting on behalf of the Cit

its comments to the state agency making the consistency determination. G ncedfor determi
consistency with the WRP may be found in Chapter 4, “Land Use, Zoning, a olicy.”

i;nvironmen&]economical feasibili-
op a compreg e approach toward main-
, DEP publi % JBWPP. The JBWPP is in-

re that environmental re-

150. JAMAICA BAY WATERSHED PROTECTION PLAN (JBWPP)

Local Law 71 of 2005 mandates that the city assess the “technica
ty” of a diverse set of protection approaches for Jamaica Ba

taining and restoring the ecosystems within the bay. In%lfe

tended to provide an evaluation of the current and futu
mediation and protection efforts are coordinated i cused and cos manner. Under the JBWPP,
MOEC should ensure that projects subject to C a acts to Jamaica Bay and identify
stormwater management measures that cou S an environmental assessment. Conse-

quently, all projects within the Jamaica Bay wat ed that undergc review must complete the Jamaica Bay
Watershed Form. Q

160. EMINENT DOMAIN (CONDEMNAT,

When New York City condem property for a ry){c purpose, the decision by a city agency to act by emi-
nent domain is an actio t@
a

CEQR. The environmental review required by CEQR is typically conducted in
conjunction with the oval for the ;@y's acquisition. It should also be noted that the New York
State Eminent Domain Procedure Law, ad d ear after SEQRA, overlaps with CEQR in requiring that envi-
ronmental effec identified. The CE hearing may serve as the hearing required under the Eminent
Domain Pro& Section 20 @

200. CooR OfWITH STATE PR URES

a project ma
these procea 1@

ION

ing actions in New York City must follow SEQRA, but often employ the technical methodolo-

guire coordination with state procedures if state funding or state agencies are in-

volved. So are described briefly below.

210. CEQR-SEQR CO
All state agengi

gies se pters 4 through 22 of this Manual because of their applicability to the New York City setting.
In add te agencies may be involved agencies in a project undergoing the CEQR process. Similarly, city
agencies be involved agencies in a project undergoing the SEQRA process. The city lead or involved agency

may be required to coordinate with such state agencies and should be aware of procedures and requirements im-
posed by state law, some of which are described below. If a city agency becomes the lead agency, CEQR proce-
dures 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 qual-
ity 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 not take its action, or
complete its environmental review, without first consulting with SHPO. ®

230. PARKLAND ALIENATION Q
Government-owned parkland and open space (that has been dedicated aml invested public trust”
isla

that protects it from being converted to non-parkland uses without st ive authoriz hus, when a
project eliminates dedicated city-owned parkland or open space i@ certain changes in of dedicated
city-owned parkland or open space, the city must have the auth iof of the Ne State Legislature and
Governor to alienate the parkland or open space. For exa ' vned’park was to be con-
verted into a school or supermarket, this action would e Legislature and Gover-
nor. This authorization takes the form of a parkland ali it will pass such a bill, the

. In gener

State Legislature requires that the City Council pass i ownasa " resolution,” requesting state

authorization of the change of use. Moreover, if state gin the form o rant has been invested in the park

or open space, then the grant program will inQ& dditional requi that govern the alienation process.
240. NYSDEC PERMITTING: ENVIRONMENTAL @

When a project requires a permit >the city lead a hould be aware of the guidance provided in

DEC’s Commissioner Policy 29 (CP,

ironmental justice is defined as the fair treatment and meaningful in-
volvement of all people regardles ce, color, national‘origin, or income with respect to the development, im-
plementation, and enforgem nvironmental Iam?regulations, and policies. Environmental justice efforts
focus on improving th vir nt in comm specifically minority and low-income communities, and ad-
dressing disproportionate adverse environ‘ acts that may exist in those communities.

If the impacts o 'ect may be fel vironmental justice community,” CP 29 calls for providing en-
hanced publiépartieipati itie e members of that community, often in addition to the public par-
ticipation requ nts of CEQ| RA. When DEC is involved as the regulator issuing a permit in a project, it
looks t ergnit applicant, oft city lead agency, to satisfy the requirements of CP 29. NYSDEC provides
inf d guidance on environmental justice on its website, http://www.dec.ny.gov/public/333.html.

300. COORDINATION WITH FQL PROCEDURES

The CEQR review of a ject may require coordination with federal procedures if federal funding or federal agencies
are involved. Some ofithese’procedures are briefly described below.

m

QR COORDINATION

SEQRA reg ions 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 fed-
eral 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-
tions provide for coordination of environmental assessment provisions in New York with those required under
NEPA for federal agencies. 6 NYCRR 617.15.
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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 environ-
mental review or to prepare an EIS does not automatically support or require a similar decision by the city, and in-
stead, SEQRA and CEQR should govern the decision as to whether an environmental review is conducted for a
particular city agency action.

NEPA’s regulations, found at 40 CFR Part 1506, provide for a process to coordinate the federal and state and/or
city procedures to achieve savings of time and money and to avoid duplicative proceduses. Federal agencies must
cooperate with city agencies “to the fullest extent possible to reduce duplication betw NEPA and state and
local requirements,” by such means as (1) joint planning processes, (2) joint enviro esearch apd studies,
(3) joint public hearings, and (4) joint environmental assessments.

Typically, the city agency enters into a written Memorandum of Understandi
to establish the terms of the collaboration. Joint studies, however, cann
decision. Each must meet its separate CEQR or NEPA and other statut

he relev agency
each age to e same

NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT — SECTION 106 RE CONSULTA

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) federal age take into account the ef-
fects that their federal permits or federally-funded activities and‘programs h ificant historic properties
and to give the Advisory Council on Historic Preservati asonable o to comment. "Significant his-

e National Register of Historic
e consulting parties—such as the

Places. The federal agency coordinates withj‘ne d any othe
local government, the applicant for a permit, x terested pub
all other consulting parties, assesses the jalladverse i

The consultation process usually results,i morandumMie 2ement between the federal agency and the
consulting parties, which outlines a n measures tha
mitigate the adverse effects of i roject. This processllay run concurrently with any environmental review

conducted pursuant to NEPA,@ CEQR. ,
PARKLAND CONVERS Q
d

When a project in es thetermination ow r recreation use of city-owned parkland that has received fed-

toric properties" are those properties that are inclu i eligible for list
P
n

eral funds for ac n or improvem either the Land and Water Conservation Fund or the Urban Park
Recreation Rec y Program r requires the approval of the National Park Service (NPS) of the U. S.
Depart o nterior. The % ion process is governed by rules and regulations of the NPS and requires
the su néf lands of@t least egiral fair market value that offer reasonably equivalent recreation opportuni-

ti land to be ¢ rted. The conversion process is in addition to the parkland alienation authoriza-

tion requi dbystatelao

HUD COMMUNI‘I&YELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT AND THE RESPONSIBLE ENTITY
When funding,fo

ject is provided through a Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) from the U. S. De-

partme and Urban Development (HUD), a city or state agency may be responsible for performing all
of HU obligations pursuant to 24 CFR Part 58. As the “responsible entity,” the city or state agency would
certify nce 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.

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 Population.” The Presidential Executive Order
mandates that each federal agency “identify and address, as appropriate, disproportionately high and adverse
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human health or environmental effects of its programs, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-
income 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
to disclose the distribution of social and environmental effects on minority and poor populations, and to ensure
that such groups are afforded opportunities to participate fully in agency decision-making procedures. Each fed-
eral agency has developed its own procedures to incorporate consideration of environmental justice into its
projects and decision-making. \

If a project would involve a permit, funding, or a direct action by a federal agency, lead ag ould
be aware that the environmental reviews performed by federal agencies pursu t A usuall n-
sideration of environmental justice. 6
The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is the lead federal environmentalijustice agengy an es tech-
nical assistance, courses, guidance, and grants in support of environ stice. EPA maintai n extensive
environmental justice website: http://www.epa.gov/environmeniéljusti ex.html.
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