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PUBLIC HEARINGS AND

MEETINGS

See Also: Procurement; Agency Rules

BOARD OF EDUCATION RETIREMENT SYSTEM

H MEETING

The Board of Education Retirement System Board of Trustees Meeting
will be held, at 4:00 P.M. on Tuesday, December 15, 2020, via Webex. If
you would like to attend this meeting, please contact BES Executive
Director, Sanford Rich, at Srich4@bers.nyc.gov.

022-d15

COMPTROLLER

H SALE

The City of New York Audit Committee Meeting is scheduled for
Monday, October 26, 2020 at 9:30 A.M., via video conference call. The
meeting will not be open to the General Public. It will be Executive
Session only.

019-26

The Board of Education Retirement System Board of Trustees Meeting
will be held, at 4:00 P.M. on Tuesday, November 24, 2020, via Webex. If
you would like to attend this meeting, please contact BES Executive
Director, Sanford Rich, at Srich4@bers.nyc.gov.

014-n24

The Board of Education Retirement System Board of Trustees Meeting
will be held at 4:00 P.M. on Wednesday, October 28, 2020, via Webex. If
you would like to attend this meeting, please contact BES Executive
Director, Sanford Rich, at Srich4@bers.nyc.gov.

01-28
|
NEW YORK CITY FIRE PENSION FUND

H MEETING

Please be advised that the trustees of the New York City Fire Pension
Fund will be holding a Board of Trustees Meeting on October 28, 2020,



4190

THE CITY RECORD

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2020

at 9:00 A.M. To be held at the New York City Fire Pension Fund, One
Battery Park Plaza, 9th Floor, New York, NY 10004.

& 020-28
|

FRANCHISE AND CONCESSION REVIEW
COMMITTEE

H NOTICE

PUBLIC NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Franchise and
Concession Review Committee, will hold a remote public meeting, on
Thursday, November 12, 2020, at 2:30 P.M., via Microsoft Teams
dial-in. The dial-in information is below.

Dial-in #: 1 646-893-7101
Access Code: 321 646 848
Press # on further prompts

For further information on accessibility, or to make a request for
accommodations, such as sign language interpretation services, please
contact the Mayor’s Office of Contract Services (MOCS), via email at
DisabilityAffairs@mocs.nyc.gov, or via phone at (646) 872-0231. Any
person requiring reasonable accommodation for the public meeting
should contact MOCS, at least five (5) business days in advance of the
meeting to ensure availability.

& - 023-n12
|
HOUSING AUTHORITY

H PUBLIC HEARINGS

Because of the ongoing COVID-19 health crisis and in relation to
Governor Andrew Cuomo’s Executive Orders, the Board Meeting of the
New York City Housing Authority, scheduled for Wednesday, October
28,2020 at 10:00 A.M., will be limited to viewing the live-stream or
listening via phone instead of attendance in person.

For public access, the meeting will be streamed live on NYCHA’s
website at http:/nyc.gov/nycha and http://on.nyc.%ov/boardmeetings or
can be accessed by ca linI% 1(408) 418-9388 usin% vent number (access
code): 173 240 8538 and Event password: nychaboard.

For those wishing to provide public comment, Ere-registration is
required via email to corporate.secretary@nycha.nyc.gov or by

contacting (212) 306-6088, no later than 5:00 P.M., on the day prior to
the Board Meeting. When pre-registering, please provide your name,
development or organization name, contact information and item you
wish to comment on. You will then be contacted with instructions for
providing comment. Comments are limited to the items on the Calendar.

Speaking time will be limited to three minutes. Speakers will provide
comment in the order in which the requests to comment are received.
The public comment period will conclude upon all speakers being heard
or at the expiration of 30 minutes allotted for public comment,
whichever occurs first.

Copies of the Calendar will be available on NYCHA’s website, no
earlier than 24 hours before the upcoming Board Meeting. Copies of
the Minutes will also be available on NYCHA’s Website no earlier than
3:00 P.M. on the Thursday following the Board Meeting.

Any changes to the schedule will be posted here and on NYCHA’s
website at http://www1.nyc.gov/site/nycha/about/board-calendar.page to
the extent practicable at a reasonable time before the meeting.

For additional information, please visit NYCHA’s website or contact
(212) 306-6088.

Accessibility questions: Office of the Corporate Secretary by J)hone
(212) 306-6088 or corporate.secretary@nycha.nyc.gov, by Wednesday,
October 21, 2020, 5:00 P.M.

019-28

|
LANDMARKS PRESERVATION COMMISSION

H PUBLIC HEARINGS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that, pursuant to the provisions of
Title 25, Chapter 3 of the Administrative Code of the City of New York
(Sections 25-303, 25-307, 25-308, 25-309, 25-313, 25-318, 25-320) on
Tuesday, October 27, 2020 at 9:30 A.M., the Landmarks Preservation
Commission (LPC or agency) will hold a public hearing by

teleconference with respect to the properties list below, and then
followed by a public meeting. The final order and estimated times for
each application will be posted on the Landmarks Preservation
Commission website, the Friday before the hearing. Please note that
the order and estimated times are subject to change. The teleconference
will be by the Zoom app and will be live streamed on the LPC’s YouTube
channel, www.youtube.com/nyclpc. Members of the public should
observe the meeting on the YouTube channel and may testify on
particular matters by joining the meeting using either the Zoom app or
by calling in from any phone. Specific instructions on how to observe
and testify, including the meeting ID and password, and the call-in
number, will be posted on the agency’s website, under the “Hearings”
tab, https:/www1.nyc.gov/site/lpc/hearings/hearings.page, on the
Monday before the public hearing. Any person requiring language
assistance services or other reasonable accommodation in order to
participate in the hearing or attend the meeting should contact the LPC
by contacting Rich Stein, Community and Intergovernmental Affairs
Coordinator, at richstein@lpc.nyc.gov or (646) 248-0220 at least five (5)
business days before the hearing or meeting. Please note: Due to the
City’s response to COVID-19, this public hearing and meeting is
subject to change and/or cancellation.

311 East 140th Street - Mott Haven Historic District
LPC-21-01275 - Block 2315 - Lot 21 - Zoning: R6

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A Vernacular style rowhouse, built in 1874. Application is to modify the
areaway and front facade and install a barrier-free access chair.

25-10 Court Square - Individual Landmark

LPC-21-02469 - Block 83 - Lot 1 - Zoning: M1-5

ADVISORY REPORT

A Neo-English Renaissance style courthouse, designed by Peter M.
Coco and built in 1904-05. Application is to re-design the plaza.

130 Prince Street - SoHo-Cast Iron Historic District
LPC-21-02311 - Block 501 - Lot 15 - Zoning:

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A garage building, built in 1925. Application is to construct rooftop
additions, install mechanical equipment, and modify ground floor infill.

81 Horatio Street - Greenwich Village Historic District
LPC-20-10228 - Block 643 - Lot 70 - Zoning: R6

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A rowhouse, designed by William Grant and built in 1870. Application
is to replace windows.

109 Bank Street - Greenwich Village Historic District
LPC-21-01411 - Block 635 - Lot 35 - Zoning: R6
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A Greek Revival style rowhouse, built in 1846. Application is to
construct rooftop and rear yard additions.

222 Central Park South - Individual Landmark
LPC-20-05605 - Block 1030 - Lot 46 - Zoning: R10H
CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

An artists’ cooperative housing building, designed by Charles W.
Buckham and built in 1907-08. Application is to establish a Master
Plan governing the future installation of windows.

5-7 East 62nd Street - Upper East Side Historic District
LPC-21-02425 - Block 1377 - Lot 7 - Zoning: R8B

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A Modern style synagogue building, designed by Percival Goodman and
built in 1956. Application is to alter the facade, replace entry infill, and
install a canopy.

163 East 67th Street - Individual Landmark

LPC-20-08115 - Block 1402 - Lot 30 - Zoning: RSB

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS

A Moorish Revival style synagogue building, designed by Schneider and
Herter and built in 1889-1890. Application is to install LED signage.

014-27
|

TRANSPORTATION

H PUBLIC HEARINGS

PUBLIC NOTICE

NOTICE OF A JOINT PUBLIC HEARING of the Franchise and
Concession Review Committee and the New York City Department of
Transportation (“DOT”) to be held remotely via a Microsoft Teams dial-
in on November 9, 2020, at 2:30 P.M. relative to:

INTENT TO AWARD as a concession a Sole Source License

Agreement (“License”) to Fulton Mall Improvement Association, Inc.
(“Concessionaire”), whose address is 1 Metrotech Center North, Suite
1003, Brooklyn, NY 11201, for the operation and management of a
pedestrian plaza located, at DeKalb Avenue between Fulton Street, Bond
Street and Albee Square in the borough of Brooklyn (“Licensed Plaza”);
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The public may participate in the public hearing by calling the dial-
in number below. Written testimony may be submitted in advance of
the hearing electronically to Gregg.alleyne@mocs.nyc.gov. All written
testimony must be received by November 6, 2020. In addition, the public
may also testify during the hearing by calling the dial-in number. The
dial-in information is below:

Dial-in #: +1 646-893-7101
Access Code: 720 853 718#
Press # on further prompts

A draft copy of the agreement may be obtained, at no cost by any of the
following ways:

1) Send a written request to DOT, at concessions@dot.nyc.gov, from
November 1, 2020 through November 9, 2020

2) Download from November, 2020 through November 9, 2020 on DOT’s
website. To download a draft copy of the agreement, visit https:/wwwl.
nyc.gov/html/dot/html/about/doing-business.shtml#concessions

3) Send a written request by mail to Brandon Budelman, NYC
Department of Transportation, 55 Water Street, 9% Floor, New York,
NY 10041. Written requests must be received by November 1, 2020.
For mail-in request, please include your name, return address, and
reference the “Albee Square Plaza Concession”.

A transcript of the hearing will be posted on the FCRC website, at
https:/wwwl.nyc.gov/site/mocs/reporting/agendas.page.

For further information on accessibility or to make a request for
accommodations, such as sign language interpretation services, please
contact the Mayor’s Office of Contract Services (MOCS) via email, at
DisabilityAffairs@mocs.nyc.gov or via phone, at (646) 872-0231. Any
person requiring reasonable accommodation for the public hearing,
should contact MOCS, at least five (5) business days in advance of the
hearing, to ensure availability.

* 023

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, pursuant to law, that the following
proposed revocable consents, have been scheduled for a public hearing
by the New York City Department of Transportation. The hearing will
be held remotely commencing on Wednesday, October 28, 2020, at 2:00
P.M., via the WebEx platform, on the following petitions for revocable
consent.

WebEx:
Meeting Number (access code): 126 796 8738
Meeting Password: pxUM3Btut77(79863288 from video system)

#1 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
17 East 9 LLC, to construct, maintain and use a fenced-in area and a
stoop on the north sidewalk of East 9™ Street, between Fifth Avenue
and University Place, in the Borough of Manhattan. The proposed
revocable consent is for a term of ten years from the Approval Date by
the Mayor and provides among other terms and conditions for
compensation payable to the City according to the following schedule:
R.P. # 2520

From the Approval Date to June 30, 2031 -$25/per annum

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $5,600 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

#2 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
450 Partners LLC, to construct, maintain and use eight (8) security
bollards along the south sidewalk of West 33 Street, between Ninth
and Tenth Avenues, in the Borough of Manhattan. The proposed
revocable consent is for a term of ten years from the Approval Date by
the Mayor and provides among other terms and conditions for
compensation payable to the City according to the following schedule:
R.P. # 2507

There shall be no compensation required for this Consent
in accordance with Title 34 Section 7-04 (a)(33) of the
Rules of the City of New York

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $10,000 the
insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000)
per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One Million
Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two Million
Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000)
products/completed operations.

#3 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
BOP NW Loft LLC, to construct, maintain and use twenty seven (27)
security bollards along the south sidewalk of West 33 Street, between
Ninth Avenue and Tenth Avenue, in the Borough of Manhattan. The
proposed revocable consent is for a term of ten years from the Approval

Date by the Mayor and provides among other terms and conditions for
compensation payable to the City according to the following schedule:
R.P. # 2478

There shall be no compensation required for this Consent
in accordance with Title 34 Section 7-04 (a)(33) of the
Rules of the City of New York

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $25,000 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

#4 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
Brandon C. Rose and Susannah S. Rose, to construct, maintain and use
a fenced-in area, including steps and planters, together with snowmelt
system on and in the south sidewalk of East 78t Street, between park
and Lexington Avenues, in the Borough of Manhattan. The proposed
revocable consent is for a term of ten years from the Approval Date by
the Mayor and provides among other terms and conditions for
compensation payable to the City according to the following schedule:
R.P. #2519

From the Approval Date to June 30, 2031 -$25/per annum

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $43,000 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

#5 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
Consolidated Edison Company of New York, Inc., to construct, maintain
and use a gas main line piping under the City Island Bridge, between
City Island Avenue and Pelham Bay Park, in the Borough of the Bronx.
The proposed revocable consent is for a term of ten years from the
Approval Date by the Mayor and provides among other terms and
conditions for compensation payable to the City according to the
following schedule: From the Approval Date to June 30, 2020 $6,154/
per annum R.P. # 2506

From the Approval Date by the Mayor to June 30, 2020 -
$6,154/per annum
For the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021 - $6,235
For the period July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2022 - $6,316
For the period July 1, 2022 to June 30, 2023 - $6,397
For the period July 1, 2023 to June 30, 2024 - $6,478
For the period July 1, 2024 to June 30, 2025 - $6,559
For the period July 1, 2025 to June 30, 2026 - $6,640
For the period July 1, 2026 to June 30, 2027 - $6,721
For the period July 1, 2027 to June 30, 2028 - $6,802
For the period July 1, 2028 to June 30, 2029 - $6,883
For the period July 1, 2029 to June 30, 2030 - $6,964

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $150,000 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Five Million Dollars
($5,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Five
Million Dollars ($5,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

#6 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed Sixth Modification to a
revocable consent authorizing Consolidated Edison Company of New
York, to construct, maintain and use additional improvements ancillary
to, but not within a franchise granted prior to July 1, 1990, specifically
located in the Borough of Queens. The improvement consist of an
additional 29 structures, beyond those 735 structures already approved
through the Fifth Modification on the tops and sides of New York City
Department of Transportation street light poles in connection with
Smart Grid AMI R.P. # 2181

For the period July 1, 2020 to June 30, 2021-$1,124,750 +$1,500/per
subsequent location/per annum (prorated from the Approval Date by
the Mayor and this payment only to be made within thirty days after
Grantor’s notice to Grantee of the Approval Date).

For the period July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2022 -$1,175,184

the maintenance of additional security deposit in the sum of $76,100
and the insurance shall be in the amount of Seven Million Five
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($7,500,000,) per occurrence for bodily and
property damage, Seven Million Five Hundred Thousand Dollars
($7,500,000) for personal and advertising injury, Seven Million Five
Hundred Thousand Dollars ($7,500,000) aggregate, and Seven Million
Five Hundred Thousand (7,500,000) products/completed operations
and Ten Million Dollars ($10,000,000) excess liability coverage and, in
the aggregate.

#7 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
Legacy Yard Tenant LP, to construct, maintain and use one hundred
twenty seven (127) security bollards along the west sidewalk of Tenth
Avenue and the north sidewalk of West 30t Street, in the Borough of
Manhattan. The proposed revocable consent is for a term of ten years
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from the Approval Date by the Mayor and provides among other terms
and conditions for compensation payable to the City according to the
following schedule: R.P. # 2521

There shall be no compensation required for this Consent
in accordance with Title 34 Section 7-04 (a) (33) of the
Rules of the City of New York

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $63,500 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

#8 IN THE MATTER OF a proposed revocable consent authorizing
AIMCO Properties, LP, to construct, maintain and use an ADA lift with
steps and railing on the south sidewalk of West 69 Street, between
Columbus Avenue and Central Park West, in the Borough of
Manhattan. The proposed revocable consent is for a term of ten years
from the Approval by the Mayor and provides among other terms and
conditions for compensation payable to the City according to the
following schedule: From the Approval Date and Terminating on June
30, 2021 - $3,000 per/annum R.P. # 2428

From the Approval Date by the Mayor to June 30, 2021 -
$3,000 per/annum
For the period July 1, 2021 to June 30, 2022 - $3,048
For the period July 1, 2022 to June 30, 2023 - $3,096
For the period July 1, 2023 to June 30, 2024 - $3,144
For the period July 1, 2024 to June 30, 2025 - $3,192
For the period July 1, 2025 to June 30, 2026 - $3,240
For the period July 1, 2026 to June 30, 2027 - $3,288
For the period July 1, 2027 to June 30, 2028 - $3,336
For the period July 1, 2028 to June 30, 2029 - $3,384
For the period July 1, 2029 to June 30, 2030 - $3,432
For the period July 1, 2030 to June 30, 2031 - $3,480

with the maintenance of a security deposit in the sum of $10,000 and
the insurance shall be in the amount of Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) per occurrence for bodily injury and property damage, One
Million Dollars ($1,000,000) for personal and advertising injury, Two
Million Dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate, and Two Million Dollars
($2,000,000) products/completed operations.

07-28

PROPERTY DISPOSITION

|
CITYWIDE ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

H SALE

The City of New York in partnership with PropertyRoom.com posts
vehicle and heavy machinery auctions online every week, at:
https://www.propertyroom.com/s/nyc+fleet

All auctions are open, to the public and registration is free.

Vehicles can be viewed in person, at:
Insurance Auto Auctions, North Yard
156 Peconic Avenue, Medford, NY 11763
Phone: (631) 294-2797

No previous arrangements or phone calls are needed to preview.
Hours are Monday and Tuesday from 10:00 A.M. — 2:00 P.M.
s4-f22

OFFICE OF CITYWIDE PROCUREMENT

H NOTICE

The Department of Citywide Administrative Services, Office of Citywide
Procurement is currently selling surplus assets on the Internet. Visit
http://www.publicsurplus.com/sms/nycdcas.ny/browse/home

To begin bidding, simply click on ‘Register’ on the home page.

There are no fees to register. Offerings may include but are not limited
to: office supplies/equipment, furniture, building supplies, machine
tools, HVAC/plumbing/electrical equipment, lab equipment, marine
equipment, and more.

Public access to computer workstations and assistance with placing
bids is available, at the following locations:

o DCAS Central Storehouse, 66-26 Metropolitan Avenue, Middle
Village, NY 11379

o DCAS, Office of Citywide Procurement, 1 Centre Street, 18th Floor,
New York, NY 10007
j2-d31

|
HOUSING PRESERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

H PUBLIC HEARINGS

All Notices Regarding Housing Preservation and Development
Dispositions of City-Owned Property appear in the Public Hearing
Section.

j2-d31
|
POLICE
H NOTICE

OWNERS ARE WANTED BY THE PROPERTY CLERK
DIVISION OF THE NEW YORK CITY POLICE DEPARTMENT

The following list of properties is in the custody of the Property Clerk
Division without claimants:

Motor vehicles, boats, bicycles, business machines, cameras, calculating
machines, electrical and optical property, furniture, furs, handbags,
hardware, jewelry, photographic equipment, radios, robes, sound
systems, surgical and musical instruments, tools, wearing apparel,
communications equipment, computers, and other miscellaneous
articles.

Items are recovered, lost, abandoned property obtained from prisoners,
emotionally disturbed, intoxicated and deceased persons; and property
obtained from persons incapable of caring for themselves.

INQUIRIES
Inquiries relating to such property should be made in the Borough
concerned, at the following office of the Property Clerk.

FOR MOTOR VEHICLES (All Boroughs):
e Springfield Gardens Auto Pound, 174-20 North Boundary Road,
Queens, NY 11430, (718) 553-9555

@ Erie Basin Auto Pound, 700 Columbia Street, Brooklyn, NY 11231,
(718) 246-2030

FOR ALL OTHER PROPERTY
® Manhattan - 1 Police Plaza, New York, NY 10038, (646) 610-5906

® Brooklyn - 84th Precinct, 301 Gold Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201,
(718) 875-6675

® Bronx Property Clerk - 215 East 161 Street, Bronx, NY 10451,
(718) 590-2806

® Queens Property Clerk - 47-07 Pearson Place, Long Island City,
NY 11101, (718) 433-2678

e Staten Island Property Clerk - 1 Edgewater Plaza, Staten Island,
NY 10301, (718) 876-8484
j2-d31

PROCUREMENT

“Compete To Win” More Contracts!

Thanks to a new City initiative - “Compete To Win” - the NYC
Department of Small Business Services offers a new set of FREE
services to help create more opportunities for minority and
Women-Owned Businesses to compete, connect and grow their
business with the City. With NYC Construction Loan, Technical
Assistance, NYC Construction Mentorship, Bond Readiness, and
NYC Teaming services, the City will be able to help even more
small businesses than before.
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® Win More Contracts, at nyc.gov/icompetetowin

“The City of New York is committed to achieving excellence in
the design and construction of its capital program, and
building on the tradition of innovation in architecture and
engineering that has contributed, to the City’s prestige as a
global destination. The contracting opportunities for
construction/construction services and construction-related
services that appear in the individual agency listings below
reflect that commitment to excellence.”

HHS ACCELERATOR

To respond to human services Requests for Proposals (RFPs), in
accordance with Section 3-16 of the Procurement Policy Board
Rules of the City of New York (“PPB Rules”), vendors must first
complete and submit an electronic prequalification application
using the City’s Health and Human Services (HHS) Accelerator
System. The HHS Accelerator System is a web-based system
maintained by the City of New York for use by its human services
Agencies to manage procurement. The process removes redundancy
by capturing information about boards, filings, policies, and general
service experience centrally. As a result, specific proposals for
funding are more focused on program design, scope, and budget.

Important information about the new method
o Prequalification applications are required every three years.

® Documents related to annual corporate filings must be
submitted on an annual basis to remain eligible to compete.

® Prequalification applications will be reviewed to validate
compliance with corporate filings, organizational capacity, and
relevant service experience.

® Approved organizations will be eligible to compete and would
submit electronic proposals through the system.

The Client and Community Service Catalog, which lists all
Prequalification service categories and the NYC Procurement
Roadmap, which lists all RFPs to be managed by HHS Accelerator
may be viewed, at http://www.nyc.gov/html/hhsaccelerator/html/
roadmap/roadmap.shtml. All current and prospective vendors should
frequently review information listed on roadmap to take full
advantage of upcoming opportunities for funding.

Participating NYC Agencies

HHS Accelerator, led by the Office of the Mayor, is governed by an
Executive Steering Committee of Agency Heads who represent the
following NYC Agencies:

Administration for Children’s Services (ACS)
Department for the Aging (DFTA)

Department of Consumer Affairs (DCA)

Department of Corrections (DOC)

Department of Health and Mental H{F ne (DOHMH)
Department of Homeless Services (DHS)

Department of Probation (DOP)

Department of Small Business Services (SBS)
Department of Youth and Community Development (DYCD)
Housing and Preservation Department (HPD

Human Resources Administration (HRA)

Office of the Criminal Justice Coordinator (CJC)

To sign up for training on the new system, and for additional
information about HHS Accelerator, including background materials,
user guides and video tutorials, please visit www.nyc.gov/hhsaccelerator

|
COMPTROLLER

ASSET MANAGEMENT

H SOLICITATION

Goods and Services

NOTICE OF INVESTMENT MANAGER SEARCH FOR FIXED
INCOME EMERGING MANAGER-OF-MANAGERS (EMOM)
INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT SERVICES - Request for Proposals -
PIN#015-208-259-00 FI - Due 11-25-20 at 11:55 P.M.

The Comptroller of the City of New York (the “Comptroller”), acting on
behalf of the New York City Retirement Systems, and specifically the
Teachers’ Retirement System of the City of New York (“TRS”), the New
York City Employees’ Retirement System (“NYCERS”), the New York
City Police Pension Fund, Subchapter Two (“Police”), the New York City
Fire Pension Fund, Subchapter Two (“Fire”), and the New York City
Board of Education Retirement System (“BERS”) (collectively “NYCRS”
or the “Systems”1), is conducting this Emerging Manager-of Managers
investment manager search (this “Search”) to identify and select
investment management firms, or a pool of investment management
firms, to create and manage one or moreEmerging Manager-of
Managers (‘EMOM”) Fixed Income portfolios for the System(s).

How to Participate in this Search: To be considered, investment
management firms must comply with the requirements (1) — (3) listed
below:

All firms shall carefully review the Notice of Search and the
Minimum Requirements described in Section III(B) of the Investment
Manager Notice of Search and as shown below. Interested firms that
meet the Minimum Requirements must enter their information in
the following databases to be considered by each of the Investment
Consultants. The Investment Consultants will review the databases
and provide BAM with a written report identifying the investment
managers that meet the Minimum Requirements.

1.

a. For Callan, Firms must submit their information
directly, to the Investment Consultant’s database
(Callan LLC). Information on requirements for entering
information into these databases can be found, at: http:/
www.callan.com (click on “Manager Questionnaire”).

b. For Wilshire, Firms must submit their information
directly, to the Investment Consultant’s database
(Wilshire Compass). Information on requirements for
entering information into these databases can be found,
at: compassportal.wilshire.com. All inquiries to Wilshire
are to be sent to, investmentsearch@wilshire.com.

c.  For Rocaton, NEPC and Segal Marco Advisors, Firms
must enter their information into eVestment Alliance’s
database. Information on requirements for entering
information into these databases can be found, at
https://www.evestment.com (click on “Submit My Data”).
When completing the eVestment database, investment
firms should identify their relevant products as “Fund of
Funds” under the field titled “Traditional Fund
Structure.”

2. All firms must ensure that they completely identify their
firm and product information in the aforementioned
databases. Additionally, firms must ensure that the
information (such as organization, product, returns, portfolio
characteristics and AUM data) is current and accurate as of
June 30, 2020.

3. There is no fee for entering information into the
aforementioned databases. Firms are advised that
information in the database may become part of any pool
contract that results from this Search.

Current and accurate data must be in the aforementioned
databases by the deadline stated in Section I of this Notice of
Search, at which time the respective Investment Consultant shall
commence its review of the database.

Consistent with the policies expressed by the City of New York,
participation by minority-owned and Women-Owned Businesses or
partnering arrangements with minority-owned and women-owned
investment firms are encouraged. Additionally, participation by small
and New York City-based businesses is also encouraged.

The Notice of Search which fully describes the scope of the search,
minimum requirements, how to participate and the evaluation process
will be available for download from the Comptroller’s website, www.
comptroller.nyc.gov, on or about October 23, 2020. To download the
Notice of Search, from the Comptroller’s website, select “RFPs &
Solicitations” then “Notice of Search for Fixed Income Emerging
Manager-of-Managers Investment Management Services” and complete
the form. Questions about the Notice of Search should be transmitted
by email to Fannie Moy, Senior Contract Analyst, at EMOMSearch@
comptroller.nyc.gov, by November 6, 2020, by 3:00 PM. EST.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids, at date and time
specified above.
Comptroller, 1 Centre Street, 8th Floor South, New York, NY 10007.
Yufen Fannie Moy (212) 669-4009; ymoy@comptroller.nyc.gov

- 023

|
DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

B AWARD

Goods and Services

FURNITURE FOR MARCY HOUSE PROJECT - Innovative
Procurement - Other - PIN#850MARCY - AMT: $38,048.91 - TO: RK
Design Group, Inc., 480 Forest Avenue, Locust Valley, NY 11560.
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In accordance with Sec 311 of the New York City Charter and Sec. 3-12
of the Procurement Policy Board Rules of March 5, 2018, Innovative
Procurement Method.

- 023

|
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

B SOLICITATION

Construction Related Services

BEPA-AH-MS4: BUREAU OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING
AND ANALYSIS City-Owned ARTERIAL HIGHWAY DRAINAGE
ASSET INVENTORY AND CONDITION ASSESSMENT STUDY
- Request for Proposals - PIN#82618EPACAHD - Due 12-7-20 at 4:00
P.M.

Minimum Qualification Requirements: 1) Proposers must be
authorized to practice engineering in the State of New York.
2) Proposers must also submit proof of licensure for those key
personnel practicing engineering in the State of New York.

Pre-Proposal Conference: November 2, 2020, 10:00 A.M., Conference
Call: 347-921-5612, ID: 234 063 083#

Attendance, to the Pre-proposal Conference is not mandatory but is
strongly recommended. Contract is subject to LL1.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids, at date and time
specified above.
Environmental Protection, Jeanne Schreiber (718) 595-3456;
rfp@dep.nyc.gov

- 023

CONTRACT MANAGEMENT

B SOLICITATION

Services (other than human services)

DEL-445: BWS OPERATIONS SUPPORT TOOL (OST)
TECHNICAL SUPPORT SERVICES, TRAINING AND
KNOWLEDGE TRANSFER - Sole Source - Available only from a
single source - PIN#82621S0004 - Due 11-12-20 at 4:00 P.M.

DEP, intends to enter into a sole source agreement with Research
Triangle Institute (RTI) for DEL-445: BWS Operations Tool (OST)
Technical Support Services, Training and Knowledge Transfer. DEP
OST is unique in the world, highly complex and OASIS (Operational
Analysis and Simulation of Integrated Systems), its core component is
proprietary. EPP is an OST component, custom-developed by Research
Triangle Institute (RTI) for DEP, and owned by DEP, that converts
National Weather Service (NWS) raw stream flow ensemble forecasts
into OST required stream flow inputs. While verification tools are used
to retrospectively evaluate the forecast skill and performance, and
identify potential need for improvement, diagnostic tools are used in
near-real time to quickly compare the performance among different
forecast types, as well as gain information about how current
hydrological condition compare to historical average condition for the
particular time period or season. OST EPP can only be supported by
the team of experts, at RTI that built it.

Any firm which believes it can also provide the required service IN
THE FUTURE is invited to do so, indicated by letter which must be
received no later than November 6, 2020, 4:00 P.M., at: Department of
Environmental Protection, Agency Chief Contracting Officer, 59-17
Junction Boulevard, 17th Floor, Flushing, NY 11373, ATTN: Ms. Debra
Butlien, dbutlien@dep.nyc.gov, (718) 595-3423

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids, at date and time
specified above.

Environmental Protection, 59-17 Junction Boulevard, Flushing, NY
11373. Glorivee Roman (718) 695-3226; glroman@dep.nyc.gov

& - 023-29

DEL-444: BWS OPERATION SUPPORT TOOL TECHNICAL
SUPPORTING SERVICES, TRAINING & KNOWLEDGE
TRANSFER - Sole Source - Available only from a single source -
PIN#82621S0003 - Due 11-12-20 at 4:00 P.M.

DEP, intends to enter into a sole source agreement with Hazen and
Sawyer for DEL-444: BWS Operation Support Tool (OST) Technical
Supporting Services, Training & Knowledge Transfer. DEP OST is
unique in the world, highly complex and OASIS (Operational Analysis
and Simulation of Integrated Systems), its core component is

proprietary. OASIS system model can only be supported by the team of
experts, at Hazen and Sawyer that built it and own it. OST modeling is
critical to BWS mission of day-to-day water supply in quantity and
good quality, and its daily adherence to local, State, and Federal
requirements, regulations and guidelines.

Any firm which believes it can also provide the required service IN
THE FUTURE is invited to do so, indicated by letter which must be
received no later than November 12, 2020, 4:00 P.M., at: Department of
Environmental Protection, Agency Chief Contracting Officer, 59-17
Junction Boulevard, 17th Floor, Flushing, NY 11373, ATTN: Ms. Debra
Butlien, dbutlien@dep.nyc.gov, (718) 595-3423.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids, at date and time
specified above.

Environmental Protection, 59-17 Junction Boulevard, Flushing, NY
11373. Glorivee Roman (718) 595-3226; glroman@dep.nyc.gov

& - 023-29

PURCHASING MANAGEMENT

H INTENT TO AWARD

Services (other than human services)

DART FLOATS SERVICE - Sole Source - Available only from a single
source - PIN# 1801015X - Due 11-6-20 at 11:00 A.M.

NYC Environmental Protection, intends to enter into a sole source
negotiation, with Apical Industries Inc. dba Dart Aerospace Ltd., for
service of the DART floats and floats with life raft and inflation
cylinders. Any firm which believes they can also provide this services,
are invited to indicate by letter or email, to Ira M. Elmore, Deputy
Agency Chief Contracting Officer.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids at date and time
specified above.

Environmental Protection, 59-17 Junction Boulevard, 17th Floor,
Flushing, NY 11373. Ira Elmore (718) 595-3259; ielmore@dep.nyc.gov

021-27

WATER SUPPLY

H SOLICITATION

Services (other than human services)

NYCEEC2020 - Negotiated Acquisition - Available only from a single
source - PIN#826NYCEEC2020 - Due 10-26-20 at 4:00 P.M.

In accordance with PPB Rules Section 3-04(b)(ii) DEP on behalf of the
Mayor’s Office of Sustainability intends to enter into negotiations with
New York Energy Efficiency Corporation (NYCEEC) for the
administration of the Property Assessed Clean Energy (PACE)
Program and furthering the greenhouse gas reduction plans of the City,
including the provision of cost-effective funding and financing to
property owners in New York City for the installation of renewable
energy systems and energy efficiency improvements, the development
and aggregation of demand for such funding and financing and the
promotion of innovative energy initiatives that deliver short and
long-term economic and environmental benefits to City residents.
Firms interested in providing similar services in the future may
express interest by responding to the above contact.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids at date and time
specified above.

Environmental Protection, 59-17 Junction Boulevard, 17th Floor,
Flushing, NY 11373. Joseph Vaicels (718) 5695-4290; juaicels@dep.nyc.gov

019-23
|
HUMAN RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION

B AWARD

Human Services/ Client Services

SECURING HOTEL SITES FOR RELOCATION SHELTER AS
PART OF THE COVID-19 RESPONSE - EXTENSION - Other -
PIN#07120E0011001A002 - AMT: $242,124,288.00 - TO: Hotel
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Association of New York City, Inc., 34 East 51st Street, 8th Floor, New
York, NY 10022. Contract Term from 4/15/2020 to 6/30/2021.

* 023

CONTRACTS

H INTENT TO AWARD

Services (other than human services)

CORRECTION: MULTI-STAGE RESEARCH EFFORT TO
EXPLORE INTER-GENERATIONAL POVERTY AMONG NEW
YORK CITY FAMILIES - Sole Source - Available only from a single
source - PIN# 0962150011 - Due 10-23-20 at 2:00 P.M.

The National Student Clearinghouse maintains a nationwide database
of post-secondary enrollment and educational outcomes on behalf of
more than 3,600 colleges and universities, representing 98% of total
U.S. enrollment in higher education. The National Student
Clearinghouse currently has records available for over 144 million
student. Participating institutions have authorized the Clearinghouse
to provide student records for the purpose of research, and the
Clearinghouse is the sole source of such a comprehensive database.
EPIN: 0962150011 Contract Term: 10/06/20 - 06/30/21 Contract
Amount: $67,769.88

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to secure,
examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-qualification
and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other information; and for
opening and reading of bids at date and time specified above.
Human Resources Administration, 150 Greenwich Street, 37th Floor,
New York, NY 10007. Sophia Hargraves (929) 221-6366;
hargravess@dss.nyc.gov

019-23

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR
COMM, INFO SYSTEMS, PERSONNEL MGMT AND ADMIN

H AWARD

Services (other than human services)

PROXY EQUIPMENT - Small Purchase - PIN#00221W0012001 -
AMT: $22,448.06 - TO: Compulink Technologies Inc, 260 West 39th
Street, Room 302, New York, NY 10018-4434.

Proxy Equipment Update.
* 023

POLICY & PARTNERSHIPS

H AWARD

Services (other than human services)

CONSULTANT FOR DISCRETIONARY PASSPORT
INTEGRATION - Small Purchase - PIN#00221W0001001 - AMT:
$215,200.00 - TO: Enterprise Consulting Group Ltd, 39 Avenue, at the
Commons, Suite 209, Shrewsbury, NJ 07702.

Consultant for Discretionary Portfolio Integration.
* 023
|

PARKS AND RECREATION

B VENDOR LIST

Construction Related Services

PREQUALIFIED VENDOR LIST: GENERAL CONSTRUCTION,
NON-COMPLEX GENERAL CONSTRUCTION SITE WORK
ASSOCIATED WITH NEW YORK CITY DEPARTMENT OF
PARKS AND RECREATION (“DPR” AND/OR “PARKS”) PARKS
AND PLAYGROUNDS CONSTRUCTION AND
RECONSTRUCTION PROJECTS.

NYC DPR is seeking to evaluate and pre-qualify a list of general
contractors (a “PQL’) exclusively to conduct non-complex general
construction site work involving the construction and reconstruction of
NYC DPR parks and playgrounds projects not exceeding $3 million per
contract (“General Construction”).

By establishing contractor’s qualification and experience in advance,
NYC DPR will have a pool of competent contractors from which it can
draw to promptly and effectively reconstruct and construct its parks,
playgrounds, beaches, gardens and green-streets. NYC DPR will select
contractors from the General Construction PQL for non-complex

general construction site work of up to $3,000,000.00 per contract,
through the use of a Competitive Sealed Bid solicited from the PQL
generated from this RFQ.

The vendors selected for inclusion in the General Construction PQL,
will be invited to participate in the NYC Construction Mentorship.
NYC Construction Mentorship focuses on increasing the use of small
NYC contracts, and winning larger contracts with larger values. Firms
participating in NYC Construction Mentorship will have the
opportunity to take management classes and receive on-the-job
training provided by a construction management firm.

NYC DPR will only consider applications for this General Construction
PQL from contractors who meet any one of the following criteria:

1) The submitting entity must be a Certified Minority/Woman Business
enterprise (M/WBE)¥;

2) The submitting entity must be a registered joint venture or have a
valid legal agreement as a joint venture, with, at least one of the
entities in the joint venture being a certified M/WBE*;

3) The submitting entity must indicate a commitment to sub-contract
no less than 50 percent of any awarded job to a certified M/WBE for
every work order awarded.

* Firms that are in the process of becoming a New York City-Certified
M/WBE, may submit a PQL application and submit a M/WBE
Acknowledgement Letter, which states the Department of Small
Business Services has begun the Certification process.

Application documents may also be obtained online, at:
http://a856-internet.nyc.gov/nycvendoronline/home.asap.; or
http:www.nycgovparks.org/opportunities/business.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to secure,
examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-qualification
and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other information; and for
opening and reading of bids, at date and time specified above.
Parks and Recreation, Olmsted Center Annex, Flushing Meadows —
Corona Park, Flushing, NY 11368. Alicia H. Williams (718) 760-6925;
Fax: (718) 760-6885; dmwbe.capital@parks.nyc.gov

j2-d31

REVENUE AND CONCESSIONS

B AWARD

Goods and Services

NYC PARKS AWARD OF CONCESSIONS - Competitive Sealed
Bids - PIN# CWB-2020-A - AMT: $1.00 - TO: Ronald Baretela,
25-67 152th Street, Flushing, NY 11354.

CWB-2020-A
Q9-MT

Nectarios Georgiadis

Solicitation No.:
Concession Agreement No.:
Licensee:

The City of New York Department of Parks & Recreation (“Parks”), has
awarded a concession, to Nectarios Georgiadis, of 24-11 Crescent
Street, Astoria, NY 11102, for the operation of a processing mobile
truck for the sale of Parks approved items, at MacNeil Park:
Poppenhusen Avenue between 115th Street and College Place, Queens.
The concession, which was solicited by a Request for Bids, will operate,
pursuant to a permit agreement for one (1) five (5) year term.
Compensation, to the City will be as follows: Year 1: $3,025; Year 2:
$4,150; Year 3: $5,220; Year 4: $6,450; Year 5: $7,550.

Solicitation No.: CWB-2020-A
Concession Agreement No.: Q14-MT
Licensee: Ronald Baretela

The City of New York Department of Parks & Recreation (“Parks”), has
awarded a concession, to Ronald Baretela, of 25-67 125th Street,
Flushing, NY 11354, for the operation of a processing mobile truck for
the sale of Parks approved items, at Astoria Heights Playground: 30th
Road between 45th and 46th Streets, Queens. The concession, which
was solicited by a Request for Bids, will operate, pursuant to a permit
agreement for one (1) five (5) year term. Compensation, to the City will
be as follows: Year 1: $1,000.00; Year 2: $1,050.00; Year 3: $1,125.00;
Year 4: $1,200.00; Year 5: $1,275.00.

Solicitation No.: CWB-2020-A
Concession Agreement No.: Q304-MT
Licensee: Ronald Baretela
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The City of New York Department of Parks & Recreation (“Parks”), has
awarded a concession, to Ronald Baretela, of 25-67 125th Street,
Flushing, NY 11354, for the operation of a processing mobile truck for
the sale of Parks approved items, at Leo Ehrenreich-Austin
Playground: Along Austin Street between 76th Avenue & 76th Drive,
Queens. The concession, which was solicited by a Request for Bids, will
operate, pursuant to a permit agreement for one (1) five (5) year term.
Compensation, to the City will be as follows: Year 1: $1,000.00; Year 2:
$1,050.00; Year 3: $1,125.00; Year 4: $1,200.00; Year 5: $1,275.00

Solicitation No.: CWB-2020-A
Concession Agreement No.: Q319-MT
Licensee: Ronald Baretela

The City of New York Department of Parks & Recreation (“Parks”), has
awarded a concession, to Ronald Baretela, of 25-67 125th Street,
Flushing, NY 11354, for the operation of a processing mobile truck for
the sale of Parks approved items, at Annadale Playground: 65th
Avenue between 102nd Street & Yellowstone Boulevard, Queens. The
concession, which was solicited by a Request for Bids, will operate,
pursuant to a permit agreement for one (1) five (5) year term.
Compensation, to the City will be as follows: Year 1: $1,000.00; Year 2:
$1,050.00; Year 3: $1,110.00; Year 4: $1,175.00; Year 5: $1,250.00.

Solicitation No.: CWB-2020-A
Concession Agreement No.: Q357-B-MT
Licensee: Ronald Baretela

The City of New York Department of Parks & Recreation (“Parks”), has
awarded a concession, to Ronald Baretela, of 25-67 125th Street,
Flushing, NY 11354, for the operation of a processing mobile truck for
the sale of Parks approved items, at Real Good Playground (Long
Island Express Playground): 62 Avenue between 99th & 102nd Streets,
Queens. The concession, which was solicited by a Request for Bids, will
operate, pursuant to a permit agreement for one (1) five (5) year term.
Compensation, to the City will be as follows: Year 1: $1,000.00; Year 2:
$1,050.00; Year 3: $1,105.00; Year 4: $1,161.00; Year 5: $1,220.00.

- 023
|
POLICE
PERMITS

B SOLICITATION

Services (other than human services)

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF AN APPAREL AND
EQUIPMENT STOREFRONT AT THE NYPD POLICE
ACADEMY - Request for Information - PIN#0560RFI00001 -
Due 12-11-20 at 2:00 P.M.

The New York City Police Department (“Police Department” or “NYPD”
or “Department”), hereby issues, this Request for Information (“RFI”),
to determine interest, from capable operators, to maintain and operate
an apparel and equipment storefront program (“NYPD Apparel and
Equipment Storefront Program” or “Program”), at The Police Academy,
which is located, in College Point, Queens County, NY.

Note: This IS NOT a Request for Proposals.

The Department, is seeking expressions of interest, as well as general
information, from qualified operators (“Vendor” or “Concessionaire” or
“Proposer”), to maintain and operate the NYPD Apparel and Equipment
Storefront Program. The purpose of this RFI, is to gather insights and
knowledge, on how to develop and structure a future Request for
Proposals (“RFP”), for the operation of the Program, designed for the
acquisition and sale of uniform apparel, equipment, and associated
items, to NYPD Uniformed Members of Service (“MOS”) and Civilian
MOS. The Department, anticipates that the premises will be
maintained and operated, pursuant to a permit, issued by the NYPD.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids at date and time
specified above.

Police Department, 90 Church Street, 12th Floor, Suite 1206, New York,
NY 10007. Sheanni Gunasekera (646) 610-5221; contracts@nypd.org

022-28

|
SANITATION

H AWARD

Goods and Services

STEEL SHEETS, PLATES, BARS - Innovative Procurement - Other -
PIN#20211408748 - AMT: $100,000.00 - TO: Aldoray and Associates
Corp., 5321 Avenue M, Brooklyn, NY 11234. MWBE Award.

- 023

|
TRANSPORTATION

H INTENT TO AWARD

Services (other than human services)

CLEANING SERVICE AND MATERIAL FOR SEVERAL DOT
FACILITIES - Negotiated Acquisition - Other - PIN# 84114MBAD774
- Due 11-4-20 at 4:00 P.M.

The New York City Department of Transportation (NYCDOT), intends
to enter into a negotiated acquisition extension agreement, with New
York State Industries for the Disabled, Inc. (NYSID), pursuant to
Section 3-04(b)(2)(iii) of the Procurement Policy Board Rules. NYSID
will provide Cleaning Service and Material for Several DOT Facilities
for the period of 10/16/20 — 10/15/21.

Vendors may express interest in future procurements by enrolling for
the appropriate commodity, at www.nyc.gov/pip, or by contacting Nicola
Rahman.

Use the following address unless otherwise specified in notice, to
secure, examine or submit bid/proposal documents, vendor pre-
qualification and other forms; specifications/blueprints; other
information; and for opening and reading of bids at date and time
specified above.
Transportation, Agency Chief Contracting Officer’s Office, 55 Water
Street, 8th Floor, New York, NY 10041. Nicola Rahman (212) 839-8167;
nrahman@dot.nyc.gov

- 023-29

|
CONTRACT AWARD HEARINGS

NOTE: LOCATION(S) ARE ACCESSIBLE TO INDIVIDUALS
USING WHEELCHAIRS OR OTHER MOBILITY DEVICES.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION ON ACCESSIBILITY OR TO
MAKE A REQUEST FOR ACCOMMODATIONS, SUCH AS SIGN
LANGUAGE INTERPRETATION SERVICES, PLEASE CONTACT
THE MAYOR’S OFFICE OF CONTRACT SERVICES (MOCS)

VIA EMAIL, AT DISABILITYAFFAIRS@MOCS.NYC.GOV OR
VIA PHONE, AT (212) '788-0010. ANY PERSON REQUIRING
REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION FOR THE PUBLIC
HEARING, SHOULD CONTACT MOCS, AT LEAST THREE (3)
BUSINESS DAYS IN ADVANCE OF THE HEARING, TO ENSURE
AVAILABILITY.

&
|

ADMINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN’S SERVICES

H PUBLIC HEARINGS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Public Hearing will be held, on
Thursday, November 5, 2020 commencing, at 10:00 A.M. on the
following contract:

IN THE MATTER of a proposed Negotiated Acquisition Extension
between the Administration for Children’s Services and Valles
Vendiola, LLP located, at 125 Maiden Lane, Room 508, to provide Audit
and Analysis Consulting Services. The amount of this Negotiated
Acquisition Extension will be $1,663,781.00. The term of this
Negotiated Acquisition Extension is November 1, 2020 through October
31, 2021.

The Vendor has been selected, pursuant to Section 3-04 (Negotiated
Acquisition) of the Procurement Policy Board Rules.

In order to access the Public Hearing or to testify, please join the public
hearing WebEx call, at 1-646-992-2010 (New York), 1-408-418-9388
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(United States outside of NY), Meeting ID: 173 634 9359 no later than
9:50 am on the date of the hearing. If you require further accommodations,
please contact Doron Pinchas, via email, at doron.pinchas@acs.nyc.gov no
later than three business days before the hearing date.

* 023

SPECIAL MATERIALS

|
CITY PLANNING

B NOTICE

NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF
THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Zoning For Coastal Flood Resiliency

Project Identification
CEQR No. 19DCP192Y
ULURP No. N210095 ZRY

Lead Agency

City Planning Commission
120 Broadway, 31st Floor
New York, NY 10271
SEQRA Classification: Type I

Contact Person

Olga Abinader, Director (212) 720-3493
Environmental Assessment and Review Division
New York City Department of City Planning

Pursuant to City Environmental Quality Review (CEQR), Mayoral
Executive Order No. 91 of 1977, CEQR Rules of Procedure of 1991 and
the regulations of Article 8 of the State Environmental Conservation
Law, State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) as found in 6
NYCRR Part 617, a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) has
been prepared for the action described below. Copies of the DEIS are
available for public inspection, at the office of the undersigned as well
as online, at www.nyc.gov/planning. The proposal involves actions by
the City Planning Commission and Council of the City of New York,
pursuant to Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP). A public
hearing on the DEIS will be held, at a later date to be announced, in
conjunction with the City Planning Commission’s citywide public
hearing, pursuant to ULURP. Advance notice will be given of the time
and place of the hearing. Written comments on the DEIS are requested
and would be received and considered by the Lead Agency until the 10th
calendar day following the close of the public hearing.

A. PROJECT IDENTIFICATION
Introduction

The New York City Department of City Planning (DCP) is proposing a
zoning text amendment to update the Special Regulations Applying in
Flood Hazard Areas (Article VI, Chapter 4) of the New York City
Zoning Resolution (ZR), which includes the “Flood Resilience Zoning
Text” (ULURP No. N130331(A)ZRY, CEQR No. 13DCP135Y) (the “2013
Flood Text”) and “Special Regulations for Neighborhood Recovery”
(ULURP No. N150302ZRY, CEQR No. 15DCP133Y) (the “2015
Recovery Text”). These temporary zoning rules were adopted on an
emergency basis to remove zoning barriers that were hindering the
reconstruction and retrofitting of buildings affected by Hurricane
Sandy and to help ensure that new construction there would be more
resilient. The 2013 Flood Text provisions are set to expire with the
adoption of new and final Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs), which is anticipated to
occur within the next few years. Applicability of the 2015 Recovery Text
expired in July 2020. Therefore, DCP is proposing a citywide zoning
text amendment, “Zoning for Coastal Flood Resiliency” (the “Proposed
Action”), to improve upon and make permanent the relevant provisions
of the existing temporary zoning rules of the 2013 Flood Text and 2015
Recovery Text. In addition, the Proposed Action includes special
provisions to help facilitate the city’s long-term recovery from the
COVID-19 pandemic and its associated economic effects by providing
more time for existing non- conforming uses to reopen and for builders
to undertake certain construction projects. The Proposed Action also

includes updates to other sections of the ZR, including the Special
Regulations Applying in the Waterfront Area (Article VI, Chapter 2)
and provisions within various Special Purpose Districts.

The Proposed Action would provide those homeowners, business
owners, and practitioners who live and work in the city’s floodplain the
option to design or otherwise retrofit buildings to: (a) reduce damage
from future coastal flood events, (b) be resilient in the long-term by
accounting for climate change, and (c) potentially save on long-term
flood insurance costs. In addition, it would allow resiliency
improvements to be more easily incorporated on waterfront sites, at the
water’s edge and in public spaces, as well as provide zoning regulations
to help facilitate the city’s long-term recovery from the COVID-19
pandemicand other future disasters. Overall, implementation of the
Proposed Action would improve the ability of the city to withstand and
recover quickly from future storms or other disaster events.

The Proposed Action would mostly affect New York City’s current 1%
annual and 0.2% annual chance floodplains, as illustrated in the DEIS.
However, select provisions of the Proposed Action would be applicable
citywide (discussed in detail below), affecting all five boroughs and the
city’s 59 Community Districts.

The Proposed Action was drawn from lessons learned and initiatives
implemented through New York City’s recovery efforts after Hurricane
Sandy and was developed based on analysis of resilient construction in
the floodplain, through widespread coordination with partner City
agencies, and community feedback received during an extensive public
engagement process as laid out in Zoning For Resiliency: Community
Outreach Summary, released in 2018.

Features of the Proposed Action include:

1. An expanded geography: Buildings and lots in both the
city’s 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains would be able
to pursue resiliency improvements to partially meet, fully
meet, or exceed flood-resistant construction standards, even
when these standards are not required by FEMA or Appendix
G of the New York City Building Code.

2. An enhanced building envelope: Zoning allowances
coupled with revised design requirements would allow
building owners to more effectively factor projected sea level
rise when designing new buildings or retrofitting existing
ones, without creating incongruous and uninviting
streetscapes. This would increase the building’s and its
content’s safety and allow flood insurance costs to be reduced,
while ensuring an accessible design that maintains an
inviting streetscape.

3. Alternatives for the relocation of equipment: Building
owners would have additional zoning flexibility to relocate
mechanical, electrical, and plumbing (MEP) equipment or
install backup systems, such as generators, above projected
flooding heights on roofs or in new, separate structures that
would elevate a site’s MEP equipment.

4. A zoning framework that facilitates recovery from
future disasters: A regulatory structure would be
established to facilitate the recovery from potential future
disasters. Given the present COVID-19 pandemic, selective
provisions would be included to facilitate the present
recovery. The Proposed Action would also limit the growth of
nursing homes and other similar facilities in flood prone
areas. This would increase the safety of particularly
vulnerable populations and allow the City to more effectively
assist impacted areas.

In the long term, the Proposed Action, in conjunction with coastal
protection strategies and infrastructure improvements that are being
pursued by the City and other state and federal agencies, would help to
fully realize the vision of a more resilient New York City.

Finally, the Proposed Action also includes related local actions intended
to address neighborhood-specific resiliency challenges (described in
further detail below). These actions will be subject to separate land use
applications and environmental reviews but are moving in parallel
with this citywide zoning text amendment.

As described in detail below, the Proposed Action is not expected to cause
a significant change in the overall amount, type, or location of
development. The Proposed Action is not expected to induce
development where it would not have otherwise occurred absent the
Proposed Action.

Background
The City’s Coastal Flood Risk

With 520 miles of shoreline, there is no denying that New York City is
a coastal city. Its large natural harbor, where the Hudson River meets
the, atlantic Ocean, is one of the reasons that the city has become a
center of commerce and culture. However, due to its extensive and
varied shoreline, New York City is vulnerable to coastal flooding.



4198

THE CITY RECORD

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2020

While there are many sources of flooding that pose issues in New York
City, including flooding from severe rain storms or due to impaired
infrastructure, coastal storms present the most significant flood risk in
terms of compromising human safety, property damage, and business
disruption. Therefore, in 1983, the City joined the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) allowing homeowners to purchase flood
insurance and receive assistance following flood events. This program,
administrated by FEMA, is a voluntary program based on an agreement
between the federal government and local communities. FEMA
identifies areas, at risk of flooding through the development of flood-risk
maps. Local authorities adopt these maps to implement and enforce
floodplain management regulations. In exchange, local communities get
access to federally backed flood insurance, which is made available to
property owners and renters throughout the floodplain. The rates for
this flood insurance vary depending on the property’s location, height
above sea level and general building characteristics. These rates can be
substantially reduced when subgrade spaces, such as basements and
cellars are filled in residential buildings, and when living spaces are
elevated above the base flood elevation (BFE).

Table 1: Number of Lots and Buildings in New York City’s
Floodplain

0.2% Annual
1% Annual Chance
Chance (FIRM | (FIRM +
+ PFIRM) PFIRM) TOTAL
Total Number of Lots 65,582 36,718 102,300
(without Parks)
Built 58,927 35,435 94,362
Vacant 6,655 1,283 7,938
% Built 90 97 92
% Vacant 10 3 8
Total Number of 80,907 44,632 125,539
Buildings

Source: NYC DCP; Utilizing 2007 FIRM and 2015 PFIRM numbers,
the most recently available data from FEMA.

Areas, at risk of a 1% or 0.2% annual chance of flood are commonly
known as the floodplain and are currently designated on FEMA’s
FIRMs and Preliminary FIRMs (PFIRMs). New York City’s 1% annual
chance floodplain, illustrated in the DEIS, covers approximately 15
percent of the city’s land area, touching 50 of the city’s 59 Community
Boards and 45 of its 51 Council Districts. This vast geography contains
over 80,900 buildings housing 434,500 residents that are currently, at
high risk of flooding by coastal storms. In commercial areas, the
floodplain contains roughly 14,500 private businesses that employ
approximately 270,000 people. In industrial areas, roughly 3,600
private businesses that employ approximately 87,000 people are
located in the floodplain. The city’s 0.2% annual chance floodplain,
shown in the DEIS, encompasses an additional four percent of the city’s
land area, which includes approximately 44,600 buildings that are, at
moderate risk of being flooded today and houses an additional 348,000
residents. Combined, there are a total of 125,500 buildings and 782,800
residents in the city’s floodplain (see Table 1).

No single flood event has made New York City’s vulnerability clearer
than Hurricane Sandy in 2012. This event created a historic storm
surge that flooded neighborhoods well beyond the 1% annual chance
floodplain, inundating approximately half of the lots in the 0.2% annual
chance floodplain, and illustrating how these areas are, at risk today
and will continue to be, at risk in the future.

The City’s Regulatory Framework in the Floodplain

The need to quickly recover from Hurricane Sandy revealed several
regulatory conflicts between the construction standards in Appendix G of
the NYC Building Code, which are overseen by the New York City
Department of Buildings (DOB) as a requirement of the NFIP, and
zoning regulations located within the ZR, which is administered by DCP
and enforced by DOB. Within the 1% annual chance floodplain, Appendix
G currently requires all habitable spaces of new construction, and
existing buildings that were substantially damaged or are undertaking
substantial improvements, to be raised above the Design Flood Elevation
(DFE). All spaces below the DFE must be either wet-floodproofed, if the
building is used solely for residential use, or dry-floodproofed, if the
building contains non-residential uses. Spaces that are wet- floodproofed
only can be used as crawl space, or for parking, storage and building
access, and spaces that are dry-floodproofed can be used for non-
residential uses. Additionally, residential buildings are not allowed, to
provide spaces, such as basements and cellars, below grade and
mechanical equipment must be located above the DFE.

These requirements have, at times, posed conflicts with certain zoning
regulations, as they change the way that most buildings in New York
City are structurally designed and internally configured. In New York
City, aside from land use, zoning also establishes limits on the size and
shape of buildings, with a range of zoning districts mapped to reflect
their varying density and character of waterfront areas. These limits
include height and floor area restrictions, which may hinder buildings
from elevating their spaces to comply with Appendix G.

Historically, the ZR generally did not take into account the issues caused
by coastal flooding. The floodplain was first introduced to the ZR as part
of the Lower Density Contextual Zoning (ULURP No. N890552ZRY)
text amendments adopted in 1989 when architects and residents of
waterfront communities raised concerns about achieving permitted
height and floor area in the floodplain. As a result, underlying zoning
regulations now allow for buildings in the floodplain to measure
building perimeter wall, roof and cellar heights from the BFE rather
than from the adjoining grade.

After Hurricane Sandy in October 2012, the Mayor signed Executive Order
No. 230, suspending height and other restrictions to the extent necessary
to allow buildings to be rebuilt to the Appendix G requirements. The
Executive Order was by its nature an interim measure that needed to be
codified by a zoning text amendment. As a result, the City had to adopt
two zoning text amendments—the 2013 Flood Text (ZR Article VI,
Chapter 4) and the 2015 Recovery Text (ZR Article VI, Chapter 4,
Appendix A)—on an emergency basis, and for a finite period. These were
intended to remove regulatory barriers that would hinder or prevent the
reconstruction of storm-damaged properties and to enable new and
existing buildings to comply with new, higher flood elevations issued by
FEMA, and to new requirements in the New York City Building Code.

In removing regulatory obstacles from the ZR, the 2013 Flood Text
allowed buildings within the 1% annual chance floodplain to meet the
requirements of Appendix G by, for example, allowing height to be
measured from the DFE (rather than from grade). The subsequent
2015 Recovery Text simplified the process to document non-
compliances, and established new rules to allow the reconstruction of
damaged homes located on narrow and small lots.

Both 2013 and 2015 zoning changes also supported the City’s land use
strategy for the floodplain. With such a vast and populous area subject
to varied risks of flooding, it is evident that the city cannot simply
retreat from the entire shoreline. Therefore, the City’s local land use
policies across the 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains vary based
on the degree of flood risk that exists in different parts of the city. As
an example, in 2017, the City established Special Coastal Risk
Districts in Broad Channel and Hamilton Beach, Queens to limit
future density in these areas due to their exceptional vulnerability to
coastal storms and projected daily tidal flooding due to sea level rise.
On a citywide level, the City’s land use strategy has aimed to maintain
prevailing land uses and the planned density across neighborhoods in
the floodplain while encouraging buildings and neighborhoods of all
types to become resilient in the long-term.

In addition, the two text amendments were adopted on a temporary,
emergency basis and were not subject to environmental review, as
determined to be Type II per New York Codes, Rules, and Regulations
(NYCRR) Part 617.5 (33): “adoption of regulations, policies, procedures
and local legislative decisions in connection with any action on this
list.” The zoning changes are set to expire in the next few years: the
2013 Flood Text expires within one year of the adoption of new FIRMs,
which are expected to be revised by FEMA in the next few years, while
applicability of the 2015 Recovery Text expired in July 2020. As
described in the Analytic Framework in Section F below, the
environmental analysis assumes a future scenario in which both the
2013 Flood Text and the 2015 Recovery Text have expired. However,
illustrations of scenarios with the 2013 Flood Text regulations are
provided in the DEIS to compare what exists today with what the
Proposed Action is modifying and improving.

COVID-19 Pandemic Recovery

New York City encountered its first case of COVID-19 on March 1,
2020 and, on March 7, Governor Andrew Cuomo declared a State
disaster emergency for the entire state to address the threat the virus
posed to the health and welfare of New York residents and visitors.
With cases quickly increasing over the next few weeks, the Governor
announced a full stay-at-home order for all non-essential workers on
March 20 and halted all non-essential construction on March 27. The
City’s Uniform Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) was suspended
on March 16.

As of mid-July, over 220,000 cases and 22,000 deaths were reported in
the city making it one of the global centers of the pandemic. In
addition, the city’s economy was greatly impacted by the shutdown,
losing nearly one million jobs in the span of only a few weeks.

To help address these issues, Mayor Bill de Blasio issued Emergency
Executive Order No. 98 on March 12 which included a declaration of a
state of emergency in the city due to the virus. This order was updated
repeatedly and soon also addressed legally imposed deadlines for the
filing of certain documents orfor the completion of other required
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actions since the measures taken to combat the spread of the virus
could prevent individuals, business and other entities from meeting
them. These measures were generally intended, to provide more time

for businesses to reopen and builders to complete construction projects.
However, these allowances cannot be extended beyond the timeframe of
the Emergency Order.

Description of the Proposed Project Area

The Proposed Action would be applicable to all lots located wholly or
partially within both the current 1% and 0.2% annual chance
floodplains (the latter serving as a proxy for the projected 2050 1%
annual chance floodplain). This contrasts with the 2013 Flood Text and
2015 Recovery Text, which have a more limited geography as they only
apply to buildings located wholly or partly within the 1% annual chance
floodplain. However, to help the city prepare for or respond to other
disasters, select provisions in the Proposed Action would be applicable
throughout the city.

1% Annual Chance Floodplain

As illustrated in the DEIS, the 1% annual chance floodplain
encompasses a significant portion of land coverage in New York City,
including approximately 65,600 lots and 80,900 buildings across the
city’s five boroughs.

0.2% Annual Chance Floodplain

As also shown in the DEIS; the 0.2% annual chance floodplain
encompasses a large portion of land in New York City, including
approximately 36,700 lots and 44,600 buildings across the city’s five
boroughs.

B. PURPOSE AND NEED

The Proposed Action would provide those homeowners, business
owners, and practitioners who live and work in the city’s floodplain the
option to design or otherwise retrofit buildings to: (a) reduce damage
from future coastal flood events, (b) be resilient in the long-term by
accounting for climate change, and (c) potentially save on long-term
flood insurance costs. In addition, it would allow resiliency
improvements to be more easily incorporated on waterfront sites, at the
water’s edge and in public spaces, as well as provide zoning regulations
to help facilitate the city’s long-term recovery from the COVID-19
pandemicand other future disasters. Overall, implementation of the
Proposed Action would improve the ability of the city to withstand and
recover quickly from future storms or other disaster events.

The Proposed Action builds upon the 2013 Flood Text and the 2015
Recovery Text which were approved in the aftermath of Hurricane
Sandy. These temporary zoning rules, adopted on an emergency basis,
removed many of the zoning barriers hindering the reconstruction and
retrofitting of buildings affected by the storm and helped ensure that
new construction in these locations would be more resilient. The 2013
Flood Text provisions are set to expire with the adoption of new and
final FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps, anticipated to occur in the
next few years. Applicability of the 2015 Recovery Text expired in July
2020. If these rules are not made permanent, it would limit the ability
of owners to protect existing vulnerable buildings from flooding and
would disincentivize more resilient construction in the floodplain.

Therefore, the Proposed Action would make permanent the temporary
zoning rules of these previous actions, but also improve upon them
based on lessons learned since their original implementation through
DCP’s analysis of resilient construction in the floodplain, coordination
with partner City agencies, and community feedback received during
public engagement since Hurricane Sandy.

Most critically, the 2013 Flood Text and the 2015 Recovery Text focused
on modifying zoning regulations so that buildings could be constructed
or modified to meet minimum requirements set forth in Appendix G of
the Building Code. However, the city’s flood risk will continue to
increase with climate change, since sea level rise will increase the
potential height of storm surges. For that reason, current building code
standards that are tied to today’s storm surge projections may not be
sufficient to protect buildings from being damaged by future storms. In
addition to increasing the potential height of storm surges, sea level
rise will also cause the floodplain to expand over time.

To supplement and inform future flood risk, the City relies on the
findings of the New York City Panel on Climate Change (NPCC). The
NPCC is a group of scientists and private sector experts that provides
climate change projections for the city. NPCC’s most recent report,
released in early 2019, provides the latest estimates for sea level rise
(SLR) in the city. The projections take into account different climate
change scenarios and inputs to arrive, at high- and low-range SLR
projections for the 2020s, 2050s, 2080s, and 2100. The NPCC projects
that the city could experience 28 inches of sea level rise, at the 90th
percentile of its estimation in the 2050s. The City uses the NPCC’s
high-range sea level rise projections for the 2050s as its actionable data
to inform land use and capital planning considerations, including the
Proposed Action. The City continues to monitor the NPCC’s projections
as they evolve over time because the science and underlying data are
not static and will continue to advance.

Based on data provided by the NPCC, the 1% annual chance floodplain
is projected to cover one-quarter of the city’s total landmass by the
2050s. This area, which closely overlaps today’s 0.2% annual chance
floodplain (whose full geographic extent includes the area of the 1%
annual chance floodplain), currently contains twice the number of
residents as today’s 1% annual chance floodplain: approximately
780,000 residents and 122,100 buildings. As a result, current zoning
rules need to be modified to take into consideration future flood risk, so
that long-term adaptation can be achieved across the city’s entire
floodplain.

Beyond this, there are other issues that need to be addressed, to ensure
that the zoning regulations applicable in the floodplain allow for all
types of buildings in neighborhoods across the city to be resilient in the
long term. Each neighborhood in the floodplain faces different
challenges to adapt to climate change. For instance, most of the
floodplain is characterized by low-density communities that contain a
prevalence of single- and two-family homes that are highly vulnerable to
flooding but are also easier to retrofit since they often can be physically
elevated. There are also medium- and high-density neighborhoods in the
floodplain, which contain larger multi-family structures that make it
more difficult and more expensive to fully comply with resiliency
standards but can be protected over time through incremental
resiliency improvements. The floodplain also hosts different types of
commercial corridors and industrial areas that need to be protected.
These areas play an important role in providing services to residents in
the floodplain, and in serving critical functions that support the city’s
overall population and economy. However, businesses face challenges to
incorporate resiliency improvements while keeping a functional
operation that largely depends on being,at grade. These uses will
therefore have to explore incremental resiliency improvements and
creative solutions to increase the building’s safety over time.

Through its public outreach efforts and analyses, DCP has identified
that the current zoning regulations are predominantly focused on
low-density residential areas — which were heavily impacted by
Hurricane Sandy — and they less effectively address the wider variety of
conditions found in the city’s floodplain. This makes it less likely that
other areas, such as retail corridors, can become resilient over time. In
addition, some of the regulations themselves have been found to be not
always well calibrated, sometimes hampering the ability to conduct
resiliency improvements while, at other times leading to buildings out
of scale with their surroundings or with unwelcoming blank walls, at
street level. These inconsistencies sometimes even occur along the same
streets. This is an outcome of the necessarily fast-paced nature of the
response to the 2012 hurricane, with DCP and other agencies making
their best, attempt to create zoning regulations to address situations
never before seen in the city. With more than seven years of experience
under the current floodplain regulations, some of these inconsistencies
have become clear and must be addressed so that buildings and, by
extension, neighborhoods in the city’s floodplain can become resilient.

It will take time for New York City’s building stock to adapt to climate
change because only a small portion of these buildings currently meet
the requirements of Appendix G of the Building Code. Nevertheless,
the City believes that resilient construction should become the new
normal in the floodplain. By making the current regulations
permanent and addressing the various identified issues with them, the
Proposed Action would facilitate this goal and make for more resilient
neighborhoods, since places with a resilient building stock would be
able to bounce back more quickly from a coastal flood event. In
conjunction with coastal protection strategies and infrastructure
improvements that are being pursued by the City collectively with
other state and federal agencies, this will help the City to fully realize
the vision of a more resilient New York City.

Finally, the city’s experience recovering from Hurricane Sandy and the
current COVID-19 pandemic makes clear that zoning should include
rules that can help facilitate long-term disaster recovery. While the storm
pointed out the need for provisions that make it easier to reconstruct
damaged buildings after a disaster like a hurricane, there is also a need
for zoning regulations to address the associated economic effects from
disasters like the pandemic, even if they do not cause physical damage. All
rules should be able to be made applicable quickly after a disaster strikes
the city, as with the COVID-19 pandemic, but should last no longer than
necessary to facilitate the recovery. Beyond this, the city can be made less
susceptible to future disasters by undertaking zoning changes that keep
vulnerable populations in nursing homes out of harm’s way and by
allowing for a more resilient energy grid.

Goals of the Proposed Action

Given the issues currently facing New York City’s coastal
neighborhoods under the existing zoning framework and the possibility
for future disasters beyond the floodplain, DCP has developed the
following core goals to assist the city and its residents to be resilient
over the long-term.

Goal 1. Encourage resiliency throughout the current and
future floodplains.

All building owners in areas subject to flood risk should have the
option to proactively incorporate resiliency standards into their
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buildings, even when these standards are not required by FEMA and
Appendix G of the New York City Building Code.

Goal 2. Support long-term resilient design of all building types.

Zoning rules in the floodplain should facilitate protection from coastal
flooding for all buildings, independent of their age, typology or specific
location.

Goal 3. Allow for adaptation over time through incremental
retrofits.

Building owners should be able to incrementally incorporate resiliency
improvements into all buildings and waterfront sites, including
existing structures that are not able to fully meet Appendix G.

Goal 4. Facilitate future recovery by reducing regulatory
obstacles.

Zoning rules should assist vulnerable populations and the recovery
process after a future storm or other type of disaster, including the
ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

While the Proposed Action includes a range of zoning changes to meet
these four goals, it would continue the overarching goal of the 2013
Flood Text to maintain prevailing land uses and the planned density in
neighborhoods across the floodplain, while helping buildings and
neighborhoods of all types to be resilient in the long-term. The following
section gives an overview of the proposed text amendment, categorized
by the four goals outlined above.

C. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Like the 2013 Flood Text and the 2015 Recovery Text, the Proposed
Action would generally provide optional zoning rules in the floodplain
for buildings to fully incorporate “flood-resistant construction
standards,” but also for those who may want to incorporate incremental
resiliency improvements to protect their buildings against flooding over
time, as described in more detail below. Given the scale and variety of
the city’s floodplain, the Proposed Action necessarily includes
modifications to many existing zoning regulations. These changes
generally allow habitable spaces and other building support features to
be better protected and raised out of harm’s way and address the effect
these elevated spaces can have on the city’s streetscape. The Proposed
Action also includes provisions with applicability beyond the floodplain
to help address a wider variety of situations.

Goal 1. Encourage resiliency throughout the current and
future floodplains.

The Proposed Action would modify zoning regulations to allow building
owners throughout the floodplain to proactively incorporate resiliency
improvements in their buildings by expanding the applicability of the
optional rules.

Expanding beyond the current 1% annual chance floodplain

The Proposed Action would greatly expand the current availability of
optional regulations to allow more building owners to design or retrofit
their buildings to meet “flood-resistant construction standards”
proactively. The existing 2013 Flood Text only applies in the 1% annual
chance floodplain. As a result, for buildings in the 0.2% annual chance
floodplain, there are no zoning regulations to facilitate or encourage
resiliency improvements. While most uses in this area are not required
to comply with Appendix G, the current 0.2% annual chance floodplain
will become more vulnerable to flooding in the future as sea-level rise
projections show flood risk increasing over time. To address this, the
Proposed Action would apply to both the 1% annual chance floodplain
and the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. The City believes that the 0.2%
annual chance floodplain geography is a valid proxy for the projected
1% annual chance floodplain in the 2050s and that this geographic
expansion is a sensible precautionary approach that would allow the
city to proactively adapt to future flood risk. Eligibility within these two
geographies would be determined, at the time of a building permit
application.

Expanding to lots

The Proposed Action would simplify the design process and encourage
more building owners to proactively meet “flood-resistant construction
standards” by determining applicability based on their zoning lot. The
2013 Flood Text provisions are currently applicable only to buildings
located wholly or partially within the 1% annual chance floodplain. For
example, in a residential campus with multiple buildings where only
some of which are in the 1% annual chance floodplain, the 2013 Flood
Text zoning allowances and flood protection standards cannot be
applied to all buildings, making the design process more complex—and
ultimately costly—since each building would have to follow different
zoning rules. Along streets, this standard produces inconsistent results
where only some specific buildings touch the floodplain edge. By
determining eligibility based on whether the zoning lot is both wholly or
partially within the floodplain, the Proposed Action would produce a
more consistent outcome and be more in line with applicability
requirements in the rest of the ZR.

Goal 2. Support long-term resilient design for all building
types.

The Proposed Action would include optional zoning regulations that
better enable building owners to make their buildings more resilient by
physically elevating habitable spaces and other building support
features above expected flood elevations. These would generally modify
existing regulations for building envelopes and ground floors, as well as
address more unique situations. When these allowances are used,
buildings would have to comply with “flood-resistant construction
standards” and a new set of streetscape requirements meant to
improve the relationship between the raised building and its
surroundings.

Accommodating Current and Future Flood Risk in the Building
Envelope

The Proposed Action includes optional modifications of various building
envelope regulations to better allow habitable spaces to be raised above
flood levels.

Flood-resistant construction elevation

The Proposed Action would continue, to provide additional building
height where building owners are required or are opting to meet
Appendix G floodproofing standards.

All zoning districts have height and setback regulations that govern
the size and shape of buildings. Their heights are measured from
different starting points depending on the type of building and the
zoning district. For example, the maximum height of a single-family
residence in a lower-density contextual Residence District (typically 35
feet) is measured from the “base plane,” which is generally located
between the elevation of the curb and the average natural grade along
the building facade.

Since 1989, in the 1% annual chance floodplain, required heights in the
ZR can be measured from the BFE to allow building owners to construct
habitable space above the elevations which FEMA projects would be
inundated by flooding without losing buildable space. However, it has
been identified that pre-1989 buildings could utilize this extra height
for enlargements without providing any floodproofing, as long as the
improvement did not trigger compliance with Appendix G.

In the aftermath of Hurricane Sandy, DOB changed the Building Code
to require that buildings in the 1% annual chance floodplain locate all
living spaces, at or above the DFE which, depending on building type,
requires an extra one or two feet above the BFE as an extra measure of
safety. The 2013 Flood Text embedded this rule into the ZR by allowing
heights in all zoning districts to be measured from the “flood- resistant
construction elevation” (FRCE), which is generally synonymous with
the DFE in the current rules. The underlying building envelope
associated with building types and zoning districts did not change; the
only change was to the height from where the envelope was measured.
With this modification, building owners can meet the requirements of
Appendix G without sacrificing living space.

The Proposed Action would continue to allow building envelopes across
all zoning districts to be measured from the FRCE. In addition, such
term would be revised to add certain clarifications. The FRCE will be
required to not be lower than two feet above lowest adjacent grade, to
ensure a minimum level of floodproofing. In the 0.2% floodplain, where
compliance with Appendix G is voluntary and no DFEs exist, this
two-foot minimum level of protection would also apply. Coupled with
required compliance with the “flood-resistant construction standards,”
this would mean that no living space would be located below the FRCE,
and below grade basements and cellars would not be built, in
residences. In addition, essential facilities (such as hospitals) would be
able to measure height from the 500-year flood elevation, which is
required by Appendix G. Finally, the allowance to measure height from
the BFE would be removed, to ensure a consistent framework and any
additional height would be tied to flood-resistant improvements.

Reference plane

The Proposed Action would include a consistent framework for
additional building height to encourage building owners to address
long-term climate change, lower insurance costs and provide usable
spaces, at grade.

Acknowledging that there may be situations where the FRCE height
could result in spaces with awkward heights that could deleteriously
impact the streetscape, the 2013 Flood Text allows the reference point,
at which heights are measured to be adjusted upwards to create more
practical and viable ground floor spaces. This alternate reference plane
is available in areas where the BFE equals or exceeds four feet, and
the plane’s maximum height (ranging from 9 to 12 feet) is dependent
on the zoning district and building use.

While the notion of an alternative reference plane has proven sensible,
there are issues with the specific ways it is applied. First, varying the
reference point based on the building type and zoning district creates a
highly complex framework that benefits some buildings more than
others. This leads to inconsistent outcomes, sometimes even along the
same street due to minor changes in the topography. Additionally, the
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BFE height necessary to use the reference plane limits its applicability
since most of the buildings in the 1% annual chance floodplain are
subject to a lower BFE. This means that most building owners in the
floodplain can only measure building height from the FRCE, whose
lower height only encourages compliance with the minimum
construction standards set forth in Appendix G, making it difficult for
building owners to over-elevate their buildings without sacrificing
living space. This means that building owners cannot easily
incorporate sea level projections into their building design (the NPCC
projects that New York City would be subject to approximately 30
inches of sea level rise by the 2050s) or maximize their flood insurance
reduction (which is generally achieved when the first occupiable floor is
placed four feet above the BFE).

To create a consistent framework for height measurement that
addresses these issues, the Proposed Action would allow building
heights to be measured from a new “reference plane” that is up to 10
feet above the base plane or curb level in the 1% annual chance
floodplain and up to five feet in the 0.2% annual chance floodplain., to
ensure that the additional height is tied to actual improvement in the
building’s resiliency, the building would have to comply with “flood-
resistant construction standards” and its “first story above the flood
elevation” (FSAFE) would have to be located, at or above the chosen
“reference plane” height. The FSAFE would be defined as the level of
the finished floor of the first story located, at or above the level to which
the building complies with “flood-resistant construction standards.” In
areas where the FRCE is higher than 10 feet, the higher FRCE could
continue to be used.

Other envelope modifications

To help offset the effects of the proposed additional height that would
allow construction, at or above the FRCE, the Proposed Action would
include several allowances intended to break down the building massing
in the upper portions of buildings.

For lower-density residential areas, the Proposed Action would
continue to encourage sloped roof design in areas where that type of
roof is the prevailing context. However, there would be a minor
modification to the existing “attic allowance,” which allows a 20 percent
floor area bonus in exchange for a sloped roof in R2X, R3, R4, R4A and
R4-1 Districts. The current regulations require that the additional floor
area be located directly under the roof, which often results in taller
roofs and building heights to accommodate a usable, attic. If these rules
were applied to the floodplain, the height of these buildings could be
exacerbated, as building heights would be measured from the FRCE or
the “reference plane.” To address this, the Proposed Action would
instead allow the additional floor area to be located in any portion of
the building which would encourage a lower roof slope and overall
building height. In Lower Density Growth Management Areas
(LDGMA) the rule would not change, since the ability to locate the
additional floor area is already permitted (albeit with a steeper roof
pitch). However, “cottage envelope” buildings, described below, would be
able to use the lower pitch in LDGMAs since it is more reminiscent of
bungalow homes.

In medium- and high-density contexts, the Proposed Action would
make two modifications to promote lower building scale. First, while
maximum base heights and overall heights in Quality Housing
buildings may be measured from the FRCE or the “reference plane,”
the Proposed Action would allow minimum base heights to continue to
be measured from the base plane. This would allow setbacks in
buildings to be made closer to the ground and keep the base heights
lower. The provision was adopted as part of the 2013 Flood Text and
would be maintained in the Proposed Action. Additionally, the Proposed
Action would modify the underlying dormer allowances, to provide an
alternative that could break up the bulk in the upper portion of the
building. The underlying dormer allowance permits 60 percent of the
width of the building as a permitted obstruction in the building setback
above the maximum base height, but this must diminish in width as
the building rises. The Proposed Action would allow a dormer that
extends up to 40 percent of the building width without any
diminishing.

Accommodating “flood-resistant construction standards” on Ground
Floors

The Proposed Action includes a series of regulations intended to
incentivize the floodproofing of ground floors, encourage active uses to
be kept, at the street level to promote more resilient neighborhoods,
and encourage internal building access. These regulations build on the
standards included in the 2013 Flood Text but aim, to provide more
consistent outcomes throughout the floodplain. These are described
below under five categories: wet-floodproofed spaces, dry-floodproofed
spaces, cellars, street wall location, and ground floor use requirements.

Wet-floodproofed spaces

The Proposed Action would provide a consistent floor area exemption
for wet-floodproofed ground floor spaces for all buildings to promote
long-term resiliency improvements.

“Flood-resistant construction standards” require the ground floor of
residential buildings to be wet- floodproofed, thereby limiting the use of
this ground floor space solely to parking, storage and/or building
access. While accessory parking is generally not counted toward zoning
floor area calculations, spaces used for storage or building access
typically count and therefore can act as a severe disincentive to
floodproofing. The 2013 Flood Text addressed this by allowing all
existing structures to fully exempt a wet-floodproofed ground floor. For
new buildings, the exemptions are limited to entryway areas used for
enclosed ramps and stairs to encourage access to be kept within the
building.

The Proposed Action would provide the full ground floor exemption for
wet-floodproofed spaces to new and existing buildings. This would
provide more consistent results and incentivize internal access, at
grade, while encouraging living spaces to be elevated above the FRCE
in new and existing buildings, including those that cannot be
physically elevated.

Dry-floodproofed spaces

To promote a safe and lively pedestrian environment, the Proposed
Action would encourage active dry- floodproofed ground floor spaces
along the City’s retail corridors.

“Flood-resistant construction standards” allow non-residential ground
floor uses to be dry-floodproofed. While this method allows active uses
to be kept close to grade, which is beneficial in maintaining retail
continuity along the city’s commercial streets, this method has proven
to be quite costly. The 2013 Flood Text, attempted to incentivize
dry-floodproofing by allowing up to 10,000 square feet of non-
residential uses in existing buildings to be exempted from floor area
calculations if they are dry-floodproofed. However, this provision has
seen limited use to date due to both the high cost of dry-floodproofing
as well as existing restrictions on the use of relocated space that make
the resiliency investment less viable. But if the 2013 provision was
utilized, the large size of the floor area exemption could lead to
out-of-scale development on small lots. For new buildings, the
exemptions are limited to entryway areas used for enclosed ramps and
stairs, to encourage access to be located within the building.

The Proposed Action would modify these incentives to better encourage
dry-floodproofed spaces in appropriate locations. The provision would be
available for both new and existing buildings facing “primary street
frontages” (as defined in the ZR) in Commercial Districts and M1
Districts paired with Residence Districts. The floor area exemption
would only be available for the first 30 horizontal feet of the non-
residential floor space as measured from the street wall of the building,
since this is the most critical space to maintaining retail continuity.
The exemption would come with design requirements, to ensure quality
ground floors. These would require the ground floor level be within two
feet of the adjacent sidewalk and follow transparency requirements. In
addition, the Proposed Action would maintain the existing floor area
exemption for access, to encourage ramps and stairs be located within
the building.

Cellars

The Proposed Action would ensure that floor area exemptions are given
only when buildings are floodproofed and remove incentives to build
low-quality ground-floors.

The 2013 Flood Text included some limited modifications to the
definition of “cellar” to help ensure that buildings with moderate and
high FRCE levels (especially those that equal or exceed four and a half
feet above grade) can achieve their fully permitted floor area. However,
this provision has unexpectedly resulted in low-quality spaces, since it
encourages low ground floor heights to obtain the floor area exemption,
and the outcome can be out of scale with the neighborhood context,
since an entire floor can be discounted from floor area calculations even
when the space is used for active uses. In addition, where allowed, this
provision has also encouraged the construction of sunken retail ground
floors. While these floors would have to be dry-floodproofed, they could
become vulnerable as sea levels rise, making it harder to further
retrofit these buildings in the future.

The Proposed Action would limit these exemptions by not allowing the
FRCE to be used as the measurement threshold for cellars and
basements. In addition, as noted in the “flood resistant construction
elevation” section above, the Proposed Action would modify the “base
plane” definition to remove references to the BFE. Taken together, this
would restrict the owners of buildings subject to a high BFE from
taking significant floor area exemptions for these low-quality below-
grade spaces. With this proposed change, floor area exemptions would
only be tied to the floodproofing of the building. However, existing
buildings would have the option to determine floor area calculations
using either the definition prior to or after the change, to ensure that
significant new non-compliances are not caused for these sites.

Street wall location

The Proposed Action would include limited street wall modifications
when access or flood protection measures are provided outside of the
building.
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Many zoning districts have street wall location provisions that ensure
new development will be constructed close to the property line to reflect
the character of their area. While these regulations promote best
practices in streetscape design, they can conflict with the ability, to
provide sufficient outdoor access from the sidewalk into buildings in
the floodplain since stairs and ramps can occupy considerable space and
may not fit in the permitted area.

The 2013 Flood Text provided street wall modifications in the highest-
density Commercial Districts to allow stairs and ramps in recesses that
occupy up to 30 percent of the street wall width. However, this allowance
is not applicable to buildings in lower-density districts and does not fully
accommodate stairs and ramps serving narrow buildings, or buildings
with high flood elevations, because of the limited recess percentage
allowance. The 2013 Flood Text also did not provide any street wall
location modifications for installing flood protection measures, which has
been identified by practitioners as hampering flood resiliency. While the
Proposed Action 1s particularly intended to facilitate interior entrances to
improve the streetscape around flood-resilient buildings there are
situations where exterior access may be necessary and existing street
wall location provisions may make this impossible. Provisions governing
these types of locations may also hamper the implementation of flood
protection measures such as flood gates.

The Proposed Action would instead allow sufficient space to
accommodate exterior stairs and ramps, as well as flood panels, in all
zoning districts that require street walls be located on or near the
street line. To incorporate these measures, street walls could be located
up to eight feet from the property line and, to allow ramps that run
perpendicular to the street, up to 50 percent of the street wall could be
located beyond eight feet. In acknowledging the access challenges for
narrow lots (less than 50 feet), the Proposed Action would allow the
remaining 50 percent of the street wall to be recessed, at the ground floor
level. The possible visual impact of the access measures would be
limited by requiring planting if the access extended along 70 percent or
more of the street wall.

Ground floor level requirements

The Proposed Action would accommodate resilient buildings and raised
first floors by addressing conflicts with existing ground floor level
zoning requirements.

To promote walkability and enliven retail corridors, some zoning
districts have ground floor use regulations that typically require
non-residential uses (i.e., commercial and community facility) on the
ground floor level in close proximity to the sidewalk level (often between
two and five feet), and that the building facade adjoining these uses
would be transparent to promote the feel of shopping districts with
large show windows. In the floodplain, that ground floors and
transparency be located close to the sidewalk level would often preclude
floodproofing strategies, which could become extremely onerous in areas
with a high FRCE. In addition, Commercial and Manufacturing
Districts include accessory signage regulations to promote businesses
on the lot that include size and height limitations measured from grade
which may lead to impractical outcomes in the floodplain given the
need to sometimes elevate these uses.

To address issues in applying these rules, at the sidewalk level in the
floodplain, the 2013 Flood Text allowed these ground floor measures to
be elevated to the FRCE so that buildings could comply with Appendix
G. For example, if the FRCE of the building was five feet above grade,
the measurement elevation for required non-residential uses could be
elevated to the FRCE along with associated transparency rules.
Accessory signage could also be measured from this elevation. With
these changes, owners can consider a wide variety of resilient design
strategies including ground-floor elevation, dry-floodproofing, or the
creation of wet- floodproofed “show pits.”

The Proposed Action would continue to allow this, with small additions.
In all areas, any blank walls created along retail corridors would now be
subject to streetscape rules and would need to be addressed by adding
elements such as planting, street furniture, or artwork. Additionally, in
V zones and Coastal A zones identified by FEMA, ground floor use
regulations would be made optional because dry-floodproofing is
prohibited and FRCEs are often extremely high above the sidewalk.

Improving Streetscape in the Floodplain

The Proposed Action would require buildings using any of the
regulations provided to comply with “flood- resistant construction
standards” to also comply with streetscape requirements meant to help
ensure flood- resistant buildings contribute to their surroundings.

Leading up to the 2013 Flood Text, there were concerns that elevating
buildings and restricting the use of ground floor space would have
deleterious effects on the neighborhood streetscape. To address this,
the 2013 Flood Text included ground level design requirements for
those buildings that utilized its zoning regulations. These requirements
are dependent on the height of the FRCE, the building’s use and the
applicable zoning district. They require that a minimum number of
elements be incorporated into the building’s design from a small menu
of options. For instance, single- and two-family homeowners that
elevate their first occupiable floor five feet above grade must

incorporate one of four design treatments, including front yard
plantings or a front porch.

While this system laudably, attempts, to provide design flexibility while
ensuring an appropriate level of streetscape consideration, its
workability has proven challenging in practice. This has mainly been
due to the requirements and thresholds being overly focused on
residential buildings, particularly in low-density areas. For example,
buildings in Commercial Districts are rarely required to meet any
streetscape requirements because their applicable flood elevation
threshold is so high, while many buildings in Residence Districts are
required to comply because the thresholds there are lower. In addition,
the actual design options in the menu are rather limited, particularly
for buildings other than single- and two-family residences. For
example, while these buildings have four design options to choose from,
multi-family buildings typically have only one. In addition,
practitioners have identified that some of the options are inadvertently
restricted by unrelated zoning regulations, further limiting the number
of available design features.

The Proposed Action would continue to require design features to
address concerns about building elevation and blank walls but would
address the issues raised with the current rules. Specifically, this would
create a more consistent framework of requirements, with more design
options, to better address the wide variety of building conditions found
in the floodplain.

The framework would include a points system, like the 2013 Flood Text.
Points would now be available in two broad categories: Building Access
and Ground Floor Level. Building Access would be focused on how users
reach the building’s elevated first story, while Ground Floor Level would
be focused on the design of the ground floor itself. Generally, for
buildings with a “first story above the flood elevation” (FSAFE) that is
less than five feet above grade, one point would be required and may be
fulfilled within either category. Where the building’s FSAFE is five feet
or higher, the building would have to meet a total of three points, with,
at least one point coming from each of the two categories. These
requirements would be applicable in all zoning districts other than M2
and M3 districts. Additionally, in M1 Districts, they would not apply to
heavy industrial uses. A much-expanded menu of design options would
be available for each category to better address different building types
and scales found in the floodplain. For example, the Building Access
category would include nine options such as front porches, stair turns,
entrances close-to-grade, and multiple entrances along a facade. The
Ground Floor Level category would include 14 options, including
planting and raised yards (included in the 2013 Flood Text), as well as
wall treatments such as decorative latticework, street furniture, and
ground floor level transparency. This expanded menu would give
designers the toolkit to better reflect conditions found in the floodplain,
such as locations along commercial corridors or in higher-density
residential neighborhoods.

In addition, the Proposed Action would ensure that these design
options can be more easily utilized. It would classify steps and covered
porches as permitted obstructions in front yards and modify the
maximum height of retaining walls to three feet to address those
practical construction constraints caused by the previous maximum
height of two and a half feet. In low-density Residence Districts, the
Proposed Action would also exempt buildings on narrow lots from
existing front yard planting requirements that inadvertently limit the
use of the other available design options. Finally, for all buildings
subject to these provisions, all group parking facilities provided on the
ground floor level would be required to be either wrapped by usable
building space, or screened by treatments such as latticework, vertical
plantings, or artwork.

Accommodating Current and Future Flood Elevations in Special
Conditions

The Proposed Action includes more tailored zoning regulations to
address special situations found in the city’s floodplain, including small
or narrow lots, as well as for existing buildings that do not meet
current zoning requirements. While these conditions exist throughout
the floodplain, they are often concentrated in certain neighborhoods,
such as the bungalow communities often found along the water’s edge.

Substandard lots (cottage envelope)

The Proposed Action would expand the availability of the popular
cottage envelope option, first created in the 2015 Recovery Text, to
small lots throughout the floodplain. This would allow for the
construction of resilient buildings that better match their surroundings
and accommodate better layouts.

Following the 2013 Flood Text, many neighborhoods with a prevalence
of small, high-lot coverage bungalow homes on substandard zoning lots
had concerns about the taller heights of recently constructed flood-
resistant buildings. This issue was partially a result of zoning
regulations that were designed with larger lots in mind. For instance,
when traditional yard regulations were applied on narrow and/or
shallow lots, the resulting building footprint was extremely small and
forced the permitted floor area into a taller building than would have
otherwise been expected. To make matters worse, the interiors of these
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narrow homes were also undesirable and inefficient, so both neighbors
and the homeowners themselves were often dissatisfied with the
outcome.

To better reflect the scale of surrounding buildings, the 2015 Recovery
Text provided an alternative cottage envelope option for single- and
two-family detached residences reconstructed in the special
Neighborhood Recovery Areas. This envelope came with decreased yard
requirements and increased permitted lot coverages on substandard
lots, in exchange for a shorter overall building height. The resulting
building form mimics the wider and deeper bungalow homes and has
provided homeowners the opportunity to create a more practical design
and interior layout. While this provision has been well received, it was
limited to reconstructions in the specific recovery areas.

The Proposed Action would expand the 2015 Recovery Text provisions
by allowing all new and existing single- and two-family detached
residences in R1 through R5 Districts in the floodplain to use the
cottage envelope option when the building is designed to “flood-
resistant construction standards.” Specifically, the maximum permitted
building height would be reduced to 25 feet, as measured from the
“reference plane,” instead of the typical maximum height of 35 feet. In
exchange for this reduction, the applicable yard and lot coverage
requirements would be modified: the minimum front yard would be
reduced to the depth of neighboring homes, while minimum side and
rear yards would be reduced, at a rate proportional to the narrowness
and shallowness of the lot (up to a minimum of three and 10 feet
respectively). In addition, any applicable lot coverage and open space
requirements would not apply because the modified yard regulations
effectively control the building’s footprint. Corner lots would be able to
consider one of their front yards a (narrower) side yard to allow for a
more contextual corner building.

Parking on narrow lots

The Proposed Action would continue to encourage single- and two-
family residences on narrow lots to have parking be located below the
building.

Several low-density Residence Districts restrict the location of parking
spaces and curb cuts on a property. For instance, in many contextual
districts, parking is only allowed within the side lot ribbon on lots less
than 35 feet wide, and curb cuts must be, at least 16 feet from other
curb cuts on the same or an adjoining zoning lot. While the
combination of these regulations works well to preserve the streetscape
in many neighborhoods, they may be particularly difficult to comply
with in the floodplain due to the prevalence of narrow lots found there
and the inability to use ground floors for habitable spaces.

To address these issues, the 2013 Flood Text included modified curb cut
spacing and parking location requirements, particularly for narrow lots.
These have allowed narrow residences to be elevated and parking to be
located below the building provided that, at least two parking spaces
are located there. The Proposed Action would maintain these
allowances, with small modifications to better align the number of
parking spaces that may locate under an elevated building to what is
required by the zoning district (which may be less than two spaces)
and to only allow the curb cut spacing for narrow lots. Specifically, in
providing parking spaces beneath the building single and two-family
residences in R1 through R5 districts (except R4B and R5B districts)
would be able to disregard underlying parking location and curb cut
location rules to allow parking spaces be located under the building.
On existing zoning lots with widths of less than 35 feet, the curb cut
spacing regulations would become optional if four feet of curb space is
provided between the new and existing curb cuts. In either case, the
site would have to comply with the underlying front yard planting
requirements.

Non-complying and non-conforming buildings

The Proposed Action would promote resiliency for the large number of
existing buildings and land uses that do not adhere to the zoning rules
that are currently applicable.

These conditions exist because the buildings or uses were constructed
before zoning existed or because they were legally built under the
provisions in effect, at the time and the regulations have since changed.
These non-complying buildings or non-conforming uses can stay in
place but there are limits on their reconstruction, enlargement or
alteration. Most importantly, if these buildings or uses are demolished
or damaged, such that more than a specified amount of floor area is
removed — (75 percent for most non- compliances, 50 percent for most
non-conformances) — they cannot be put back, although single- and
two- family residences located in districts that permit them can be
fully demolished and replaced. This longstanding policy was intended,
to ensure that properties comport with the applicable zoning
regulations over time.

However, these restrictions became immediately problematic in the
aftermath of Hurricane Sandy. The drafters of the ZR in 1961 did not
anticipate the significant destruction of non-conforming uses or non-
complying buildings caused by the storm, which meant that many uses
and buildings could not be rebuilt since they were damaged beyond the

applicable thresholds. Nor did the drafters anticipate that these
buildings would need to be elevated to become more resilient, therefore
potentially creating, or increasing, non-compliance with several bulk
regulations.

To ensure that building owners could rebuild and get their properties
out of harm’s way, the 2013 Flood Text allowed non-conforming uses
and non-complying buildings damaged in Hurricane Sandy beyond the
applicable thresholds to be reconstructed while still retaining their
previous non-conformances or non- compliances. It also encouraged
buildings to be elevated or reconstructed up to the FRCE by permitting
new and increasing existing non-compliances. Subsequently, the 2015
Recovery Text created two additional allowances to address situations
that building owners encountered when rebuilding their homes. First,
it permitted non-conforming two-family residences in single-family
Residence Districts and single- and two-family residences in
Manufacturing Districts to rebuild or vertically enlarge if they were in
Neighborhood Recovery Areas, neither of which had been permitted
under the 2013 Flood Text. Additionally, it allowed all habitable space
in existing single- and two-family residences, including space in
basements, to be elevated above the FRCE and accommodated all
associated non-compliances.

These special rules have facilitated reconstruction of properties
damaged by Hurricane Sandy, but building owners and practitioners
have identified issues that deterred some owners from making their
buildings more resilient. For example, the non-compliance allowances
only permitted buildings to be elevated to the FRCE, which limited the
ability to over-elevate to lower insurance premiums or plan for
projected sea level rise. Additionally, buildings being elevated have to
keep within their existing footprint to maintain existing yard and open
space non-compliances, which has proven to be challenging for those on
small or awkwardly configured lots. Finally, many of the provisions
were only applicable in the Neighborhood Recovery Areas for a limited
time period, even though similar issues are found throughout the
floodplain.

In response, the Proposed Action would allow nearly all non-conforming
uses and non-complying buildings to be elevated, retrofitted, or
reconstructed to meet “flood-resistant construction standards” and
measure height from the “reference plane” while retaining existing
non-conformances and non-compliances. This allowance would come
with the condition that less than 75 percent of the floor area be
damaged or demolished (single- and two-family residences in districts
that permit them would maintain their higher threshold). Relief
beyond this threshold would be available for non-conforming uses and
non-complying buildings damaged in any future disaster, as described
in the “Disaster Recovery Rules” section of Goal 4 below.

In addition, non-compliances could be created or increased as long as
the change to the building does not exceed specified parameters. For
example, it would be possible to retain and relocate non-complying floor
area (often located in basements) above the “reference plane”, provided
that the floor area does exceed the maximum allowed in the applicable
zoning district by 20 percent. Similarly, it would be possible to increase
the height of a building with non-complying height (as measured from
the lowest floor to the highest point of the roof), provided that the
elevated building does not exceed the maximum height allowed by the
applicable zoning district by 10 percent or 10 feet, whichever is less, as
measured from the “reference plane”. Non-compliances could also be
created or increased for open areas (yards, courts, and open spaces,
including minimum distance between buildings) to accommodate
resiliency measures on constrained sites. For instance, a building’s
previous footprint could be shifted or altered provided that the
building’s lot coverage is not increased and that any new encroachment
into required yards does not get too close to surrounding lot lines (five
feet from the rear lot line and three feet from the front and side lot
lines).

Building on the provisions of the 2015 Recovery Text, the Proposed
Action would also allow non- conforming residential buildings in heavy
Commercial (C8) Districts and in all Manufacturing Districts
throughout the floodplain to be elevated, retrofitted, or reconstructed to
meet “flood-resistant construction standards” and measure height from
the “reference plane” as long as the buildings are located within
predominantly residential areas in these districts. In addition, the
residential floor area in these buildings could not be increased and the
maximum height for single- and two-family residences would be 35 feet
(multi-family buildings, generally rare in these areas, would be able to
use the applicable zoning district height).

Providing Discretionary Actions to Address Special Situations

The Proposed Action would modify the existing special permit that can
be granted by the New York City Board of Standards and Appeals
(BSA) to facilitate resiliency improvements in unique conditions and
also create a new BSA special permit to allow alternative uses on
ground floors in Residence Districts.

BSA resiliency special permit

The Proposed Action would expand upon the existing BSA special
permit to allow it to better fulfill its original mission of promoting
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compliance with Appendix G. The Proposed Action would also move the
text to ZR Section 73-71.

There are often building or site conditions that cannot be fully
addressed by modifications to zoning regulations and therefore require
review on a case-by-case basis. The 2013 Flood Text recognized this by
including a resiliency special permit (ZR Section 64-81,“Special Permit
for Modification of Certain Zoning Resolutions”) whereby the BSA
could modify zoning regulations (predominantly related to the
building envelope) if it found that the existing rules created practical
difficulty in complying with Appendix G. While this special permit has
proven necessary in many situations, some of the limits placed on the
possible modifications available have made it difficult to undertake
resiliency improvements. For example, maximum height regulations
could not be increased by more than 10 percent or 10 feet (whichever is
lower), which proved inconsequential in many low-density zoning
districts given their low maximum height. Additionally, regulations for
use, parking or floor area were not available for modification even
though these were found to be necessary in many situations,
particularly through the City’s Build It Back program.

The modifications in the Proposed Action would change the maximum
height limitations to 10 percent or 10 feet (whichever is higher) to help
accommodate different retrofitting needs, which often require a
building’s ground floor to be evacuated and the floor space relocated to
the top of the structure. While continuing to allow yard and permitted
obstruction modifications, a wider range of zoning regulations could also
be modified through the special permit. For example, floor area
regulations could be modified to encourage below-grade spaces
(typically exempted from floor area calculations) to be raised above the
FRCE (where they would not be exempted). This allowance would be
limited to a maximum increase of 20 percent above what is permitted
in the zoning district or 10,000 square feet, whichever is less. In
addition, some parking and use regulations could also be requested. For
all these modifications, the BSA would have to find that there would be
practical difficulty in meeting “flood-resistant construction standards”
absent the modifications. The special permit would also be moved to ZR
Section 73-71.

BSA ground floor use special permit

The Proposed Action would create a new discretionary action to permit
ground floor offices in Residence Districts, where appropriate, to
encourage dry-floodproofing and benefit the streetscape in these areas.

While the Proposed Action includes strategies to encourage buildings to
become more resilient, public input has noted the limited options
available for residential buildings, since Appendix G requires their
ground floors to be wet-floodproofed and therefore limited solely to
parking, storage or access. This is a particular issue in Residence
Districts, where the only permitted option for dry-floodproofed ground
floors are community facility uses.

The Proposed Action would therefore create a separate BSA special
permit for buildings located in Residence Districts in the floodplain.
This special permit would allow office uses (Use Group 6B) on the
ground floor if the space is dry-floodproofed and meets certain
conditions focused on ensuring thatthe use fits into its residential
context. Parking and signage regulations typically applicable to doctor’s
office would apply to the use. The new special permit would be found in
ZDR Section 73-72, “Special Permit for Ground- Floor Uses in Residence
istricts.”

Goal 3. Allow for adaptation over time through incremental
retrofits.

While the proposal is primarily focused on encouraging all buildings in
the floodplain to fully meet “flood- resistant construction standards,”
there are situations where specific conditions, such as regulatory
obstacles or cost constraints, may prevent a building from reaching
that level of resiliency. The Proposed Action includes optional
modifications that would encourage buildings to become more resilient
over time without having to comply with those standards. These
modifications, which would also be available to buildings that meet
flood-resistant construction standards, include provisions to facilitate
location of mechanical equipment and other critical spaces above the
flood-resistant construction elevation (FRCE), allowances for some
specific flood protection measures, and parking design modifications in
low-density Residence Districts.

Locating Mechanical Equipment Above Flood Elevation

The Proposed Action would help protect mechanical equipment from
flood damage by facilitating its elevation above flood levels, which is
often the first and most cost-effective resiliency strategy for existing
buildings since it requires few changes to the building’s structure or
floor elevations.

The 2013 Flood Text allowed mechanical equipment, typically found in
basements and cellars, to be relocated to other areas within buildings or
in required open areas. In some instances, these have been found to be
insufficient and have therefore hampered resiliency improvements. For
example, owners of residential campuses who are looking to construct a
new separate structure to house mechanical equipment above expected

flood levels have been hindered by zoning regulations that require
minimum distances between buildings. The Proposed Action would
improve upon these existing 2013 Flood Text provisions for mechanical
equipment by promoting an expanded set of resiliency improvements.

Within and on top of buildings

The Proposed Action would facilitate the relocation of mechanical
equipment from basements and cellars to locations higher in or on top
of buildings.

The 2013 Flood Text included allowances for larger bulkheads on the
top of multi-family buildings and for existing commercial or
manufacturing buildings. It also included modifications in lower-density
Residence Districts to facilitate the relocation of equipment from
below-grade spaces to elsewhere within the building. Bulkheads were
already considered permitted obstructions and permitted to extend
above any required maximum heights or sky exposure planes if they
remained within certain size limitations. The 2013 Flood Text
increased these dimensions in the floodplain to encourage mechanical
equipment to be moved onto roofs where they are more protected from
flooding. For example, for buildings in R5 through R10 districts, and in
Commercial and Manufacturing Districts, these changes permitted a 10
percent increase in bulkhead coverage. Alternatively, for existing
buildings, it allowed an approximately 30 percent increase of their
permitted height. Bulkheads in R3 and R4 Residence Districts were
permitted smaller increases given their smaller scale. Screening was
required for all bulkheads. The Proposed Action would maintain these
provisions, while increasing their applicability for all new and existing
buildings in Residence, Commercial and Manufacturing Districts.
While there are no prohibitions on locating mechanical equipment in
the cellars of non-residential structures, in the long-term it is safer to
locate such equipment above the flood level.

In addition, the 2013 Flood Text also exempted buildings in the
floodplain from limitations on interior mechanical space found in many
lower-density Residence Districts, as this tended to force mechanical
equipment into basements and cellars. This exemption would continue
in the Proposed Action, to ensure that mechanical equipment can be
placed above the FRCE.

In open areas

The Proposed Action would also facilitate the placement of mechanical
equipment above the FRCE outside of buildings to address situations
where the structures cannot physically sustain additional loads or
where centralizing this equipment in a single structure would be more
efficient.

The 2013 Flood Text included allowances for mechanical equipment in
various open areas regulated by zoning. The equipment can be
considered permitted obstructions within yards, courts and other open
areas if it stays within certain coverage and height limitations. These
measures offered alternative locations for necessary mechanical
equipment in lieu of basements and cellars. The provisions are
available for existing single- and two-family residences as well as all
other new and existing buildings.

The Proposed Action would consistently apply these allowances to all
buildings regardless of whether they are new or existing. It would also
modify some of the dimensional limitations, to provide more rational
standards to address various design challenges that have been
identified since 2013. Mechanical equipment would have to be placed a
minimum of five feet from property lines (though this could be reduced
to three feet for substandard lots). Coverage would be limited to 25
percent of the minimum required open space, but the coverage would
be restricted to 25 square feet if the equipment is located between the
building and the front lot line, to minimize its effect on the street. The
height would be limited to certain heights above the “reference plane”
depending on the zoning district (10 feet in low-density Residence
Districts, 15 feet in other Residence Districts, and 23 feet in Commercial
and Manufacturing Districts). All equipment would be required to be
screened by vegetation when located in front yards or between the
street line and the street wall and when placed in other locations, if
more than one piece of equipment is provided, it would have to be
screened by materials that are, at least 50 percent opaque.

Finally, to allow for the construction of new utility structures on larger
campus-style housing sites, the Proposed Action would permit
buildings used predominantly for mechanical equipment to be
considered permitted obstructions on properties larger than 1.5 acres.
The structure’s coverage would similarly be limited to 25 percent of the
minimum required open space, and it would be required to be located,
at least 30 feet from any legally required windows with the exhaust
stacks located above adjacent residential buildings. The structures
would be subject to underlying height and setback controls.

Locating Important Spaces Out of Harm’s Way

Beyond mechanical equipment, there are some situations where
elevating key support spaces would improve the long-term resiliency of
buildings and their uses. The Proposed Action therefore includes
modifications to address three of these situations.
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Many retail stores rely on basement and cellar space to support their,
at-grade retail, but zoningregulations often restrict these spaces from
being located on the second floor, which limits the stores’ ability to
become more resilient. The Proposed Action would therefore include
two modifications to address this issue. In low- and medium-density C1
and C2 local Commercial Districts, where underlying zoning regulations
limit commercial uses to the first story in mixed-use buildings, the
Proposed Action would allow commercial uses on the second story in
buildings in the floodplain. This would give businesses an opportunity
to move key spaces out of basements or cellars. The space within the
second floor would still be counted towards floor area regulations.

In Commercial and Manufacturing Districts with a low maximum floor
area ratio (FAR), buildings may have little available floor area to raise
key spaces above the flood elevation. To remedy this, the Proposed
Action would add a floor area exemption of up to 500 square feet, to
provide businesses the option of elevating important spaces, such as
offices or storage rooms, above the FRCE in Commercial and
Manufacturing Districts where the permitted commercial or
manufacturing FAR is less than or equal to 1.0.

Lastly, existing residential buildings in low-density Residence Districts
are often hindered by underlying zoning regulations when, attempting to
fill in their basements or cellars and relocate the required parking found
there to other portions of their lot. The 2013 Flood Text included
provisions to address this. The Proposed Action would similarly allow
below-grade parking in existing residential buildings in R1 through R5
districts (except R4B and R5B districts) to be relocated to front, side or
rear yards. To be granted this allowance, below-grade spaces would have
to be removed and filled, in compliance with “flood-resistant
construction standards.” In addition, the Proposed Action would continue
to allow parking spaces and driveways to be covered with dustless gravel
for all single- and two-family residences in R1 through R5 districts.

Flood Protection Measures

The Proposed Action would allow more flood protection measures as
permitted obstructions to accommodate their installation when
required for compliance with “flood-resistant construction standards”
and in situations where alternate flood protection strategies may be
warranted.

The 2013 Flood Text allowed several flood protection measures, such as
flood barriers and associated emergency egress, as permitted
obstructions in various required open areas in recognition that they
are required in front of building entrances. However, practitioners and
other City agencies have subsequently identified additional viable
measures that are not included and have noted the difficulty in finding
on-site storage within buildings for temporary measures such as flood
panels, both of which have limited the use of these measures.

The Proposed Action would therefore maintain the existing flood
protection measures listed as permitted obstructions but add items
which were not previously listed: landscaped berms and their
associated floodgates. The Proposed Action would also allow space used
for the storage of temporary flood panels to be exempted from floor
area calculations, up to a maximum exemption of 15 square feet for
each linear foot of protection and no more than 1,000 square feet of
exemption per zoning lot. These standards account for the space that
panels, trolleys and deployable access take up in a typical building
configuration).

Accommodating Current and Future Flood Elevations on Waterfront Sites

The Proposed Action would modify provisions applicable in waterfront
areas to better allow for coastal flood resilient design.

In 1993 DCP enacted comprehensive waterfront rules that, at their
core, required developments on the waterfront, to provide public access
in the form of esplanades and ancillary spaces. The zoning text set forth
minimum amounts and dimensions for these spaces and stipulates
necessary amenities that must be provided, including circulation paths,
planting, seating, lighting, and several other elements to help ensure
that these are successful public spaces.

However, practitioners have noted how some of these requirements
make it difficult, if not impossible, to integrate contemporary resiliency
measures into the waterfront spaces and address sea level rise. The
2013 Flood Text provided some limited allowances for the grading of
waterfront yards and visual corridors to increase flood resilience, but
practitioners have identified other rules that could also be improved.
These include limits on site grading and height for waterfront yards,
open spaces and paths.

The Proposed Action would permit the construction of bi-level
esplanades that facilitate waterfront public access both close to the
shoreline, at the water level and, at a higher elevation to meet flood
design elevations, at the building level. To facilitate these bi-level
designs, the Proposed Action would also allow for increased retaining
wall heights (generally up to three feet), provide new planting design
options (including terraced planting), and provide slight reductions to
the minimum required planting areas, and screening buffers so that
access requirements can be satisfied.

The Proposed Action would facilitate the elevation of waterfront public
access areas while maintaining visual connectivity to the water by
raising the required level of visual corridors on upland streets from
three feet above curb level to five feet. In addition, flood protection
measures such as temporary flood control devices and associated
permanent fixtures, structural landscaped berms, flood gates, and
associated emergency egress systems would be permitted as
obstructions in both waterfront yards and visual corridors subject to
dimensional limitations (up to the FRCE or five feet above the lowest
adjacent grade, whichever 1s higher).

Finally, to encourage waterfront sites to include soft shorelines (such as
natural aquatic grasses) as a resiliency measure, the Proposed Action
would allow the width of the required waterfront yard and shore public
walkway to be reduced for soft shorelines by up to seven feet along up to
30 percent of the shoreline length of such yard.

Goal 4. Facilitate future recovery by reducing regulatory
obstacles.

The Proposed Action would include modifications to expedite future
recovery processes. Hurricane Sandy showed that areas affected by the
storm went beyond the floodplain and that the regulations which
would facilitate recovery would be useful for other types of disasters.
Thus, these select rules would be applicable citywide. Topics addressed
in this section include mechanical equipment, vulnerable populations,
as well as zoning rules available after a disaster occurs.

Power Systems and Other Mechanical Equipment

The Proposed Action would allow appropriately scaled power systems
on lots throughout the city to make it easier, to provide back-up energy,
especially in the event of a disaster. Recovery efforts from Hurricane
Sandy also identified issues with existing zoning regulations for
mechanical equipment both within and outside of the floodplain. As
described below, both of these issues extend beyond the floodplain and
therefore modifications to address them are required on a citywide
basis.

The 2012 hurricane caused a wide array of power system disruptions
well beyond the floodplain, and the city’s power grid has seen other
recent disruptions through events like blackouts. Allowing power
systems to be more easily located around the city would help support
back-up energy needs and the overall energy grid. The 2013 Flood Text
took the first step by allowing back-up systems, such as emergency
generators, to be considered permitted obstructions in the required
yards and open spaces for single- and two-family residences in the
floodplain.

The Proposed Action would expand this approach citywide in a more
consistent fashion. Power systems (including, but not limited to,
generators, solar energy systems, fuel cells, batteries, and other energy
storage systems) would be added as a permitted obstruction, subject to
dimensional limitations, that could encroach in any required open area
in all zoning districts citywide. Similar to the limitations for the
broader mechanical equipment category in the floodplain, power
systems would have to be placed a minimum of five feet from property
lines. Coverage would be limited to 25 percent of the minimum required
open space, although the coverage would be restricted to 25 square feet
if the equipment is located between the building and the front lot line to
minimize its effect on the street. The height would be limited to certain
heights above adjoining grade, or the “reference plane” for lots in the
floodplain, depending on the zoning district (10 feet in low-density
Residence Districts, 15 feet in other Residence Districts, and 23 feet in
Commercial and Manufacturing Districts). Exempted equipment would
be subject to requirements for enclosure or screening, depending on the
equipment type and applicable zoning district.

In addition, recovery efforts after Hurricane Sandy have highlighted
shortcomings with the floor area exemptions provided for mechanical
equipment in the ZR that have hampered resiliency projects. Space
used for mechanical equipment is exempted from floor area
calculations in all zoning districts citywide. However, it has not been
clear whether the space necessary for routinely accessing and servicing
the equipment is also exempted, which has led to inconsistent outcomes.
This has also, in some situations, made it difficult to retrofit buildings
in the floodplain by moving mechanical equipment from below-grade
locations, where they are fully exempted from floor area calculations, to
upper areas where they may not be. To address this situation in a
comprehensive manner across the city, the Proposed Action would
clarify that the floor area exemption for mechanical equipment applies
to mechanical, electrical, plumbing equipment, as well as to fire
protection and power systems, and necessary maintenance and access
areas. This is consistent with the general practice, at the Department
of Buildings but would ensure that buildings across the city would be
treated consistently.

Ramps and Lifts

The Proposed Action would provide rules for accessible design that are
consistent throughout the city.

The 2013 Flood Text classified ramps and lifts as permitted
obstructions in various forms of required open areas to help facilitate
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the elevation of living spaces. But in areas beyond the floodplain, these
elements are permitted in required open areas in a piecemeal fashion.
For example, lifts are classified as permitted obstructions in residential
courts, yet they are not considered permitted obstructions in required
yards. While DCP has been gradually adding them to the ZR as
permitted obstructions through different text amendments, the
Proposed Action would provide full consistency across the city by
classifying both ramps and lifts as permitted obstructions in all
required open areas.

Vulnerable Populations

The Proposed Action would limit the growth of vulnerable populations
in nursing homes in high-risk areas of the floodplain.

Hurricane Sandy and other storms across the nation have exposed the
difficulties facing nursing home residents in high-risk areas. Nursing
homes are licensed to house populations that require continual medical
care, but research shows that this dependency can be strained whether
nursing homes shelter in place or evacuate prior to a coastal storm
event. While all nursing homes in hurricane evacuations zones in the
city are subject to mandatory evacuations during a declared emergency,
the City believes it would be appropriate to limit the growth of nursing
homes in high-risk areas to lessen the health consequences and
logistical challenges of evacuating the residents of these facilities.

The Proposed Action would therefore prohibit the development of new
nursing homes and restrict the enlargement of existing facilities within
the 1% annual chance floodplain and other selected geographies likely
to have limited vehicular access because of the storm event. The
modification would restrict the enlargement of existing nursing homes
in this geography to a maximum of 15,000 square feet to allow for
improvements, including those related to resiliency. These restrictions
would also apply to the nursing home portions of Continuing Care
Retirement Communities (CCRCs). The CPC special permit (ZR
Section 74- 901) that permits nursing homes in areas where they are
not allowed as-of-right (i.e., R1 and R2 districts and certain community
districts) would not be available in this geography.

Disaster Recovery Rules

The Proposed Action would include rules that could be made available
to facilitate the recovery process from future disasters, some of which
would be implemented now to help address the COVID-19 pandemic
and its associated economic effects.

The need to adopt the 2013 Flood Text and 2015 Recovery Text as
temporary zoning rules on an emergency basis after Hurricane Sandy
demonstrated that a lengthy process to update zoning regulations can
present obstacles to the necessarily fast-paced disaster response. In
addition, while the Mayor can issue Emergency Orders to temporarily
remove legislative obstacles to facilitate recovery efforts, including
rules from the ZR, that process is limited in time (the duration of the
disaster), which may not be enough for a longer-term recovery. That
became clear post-Sandy and now during the COVID-19 pandemic
disaster response.

Given this, the Proposed Action would include a series of disaster
recovery provisions that could be made available through a text
amendment when a disaster occurs. Adding these provisions to the ZR
would offer a useful roadmap for the public, planners, and decision-
makers when working to recover from a disaster. Applicable recovery
provisions would be selected based on the issues caused by the disaster
and would be available for a limited time period (set, at the time of the
text amendment). The provisions could be limited to designated
recovery areas whose extent would be determined based on the
disaster’s impacts and the City’s recovery plans.

The recovery provisions would include a range of rules that could
facilitate the recovery process from disasters which cause physical
impacts. The 2013 Flood Text and the 2015 Recovery Text included a
set of rules that facilitated the reconstruction and retrofit of Hurricane
Sandy-damaged buildings, and therefore could also be useful after any
other disasters that lead to a concentration of physical damage in the
city. The Proposed Action would build upon this set of provisions and
include modifications to the damage and destruction thresholds set
forth in the underlying zoning rules to allow the reconstruction of
non-complying buildings and non-conforming uses. It would also
include modifications to building envelope rules to allow non-
compliances to be increased, or even created, in the event new
regulations would require damaged buildings be replaced in a slightly
different shape and form. (For example, after Hurricane Sandy, new
Building Code regulations were adopted and required buildings to
elevate beyond the minimum level required prior to the storm.) These
provisions would also include an allowance for property owners to use
their tax lot as their zoning lot when applying zoning rules, which was
found necessary in many waterfront communities. Lastly, it would allow
the documentation process for obtaining DOB permits to be simplified
for disaster-damaged buildings.

The recovery provisions would also facilitate the recovery process from a
wider range of disasters including those that do not involve physical
impacts, such as pandemics. This set of provisions is mostly drawn from
the lessons learned during the COVID-19 pandemic response. The

provisions would provide a framework to allow uses in zoning districts
where they are not typically permitted to better respond to the
situation then, at hand. This framework would also allow possible
relief from zoning rules that require permits to be sought with a
specific timeframe, and those that require a certain level of
construction and operation be completed to vest a project. It would also
include possible relief from provisions that only allow non- conforming
uses to remain inactive for a limited period of time (generally two
years) before they can no longer legally reopen.

The Mayor’s Executive Order No. 98 (March 12, 2020), which provided
short-term relief from regulations hindering the pandemic recovery
effort, included relief from construction timeframe and non-conforming
use provisions. However, these allowances will cease when the
Executive Order expires. Consistent with the general intent of the
disaster recovery rules and the Mayor’s Executive Order, the Proposed
Action would extend the available timeframe for non-conforming uses
to reactivate by an additional two years. In addition, the Proposed
Action would allow for the extension of the timeframe required for
substantial construction to take place under City Planning
Commission special permits and authorizations for an additional term.
These changes would provide greater certainty to residents, business
and building owners, and therefore support the city’s recovery from the
ongoing pandemic.

Uses in Waterfront Recreation Districts

Lastly, the Proposed Action would modify the zoning requirements that
have made it difficult for eating or drinking establishments in some
lower-density waterfront areas from making long-term resiliency
improvements.

In C3 and C3A Waterfront Recreation zoning districts, which are
mapped along the city’s waterfront in limited locations, these
businesses are required to obtain a BSA special permit to operate,
renewable every five years. Local elected officials and business owners
have noted how this short timeframe adds uncertainty that makes it
difficult for these establishments to invest in resiliency. Therefore, the
Proposed Action would extend the initial special permit term from five
to 10 years for new applicants. Additionally, for existing establishments
with a previously approved special permit, the permit would allow the
BSA to determine the required term moving forward.

Overlap with Special Districts

While special purpose districts cater to a range of locally specific
conditions, the 2013 Flood Text allowed the optional provisions in the
1% annual chance floodplain to supersede their special regulations and
further modified select special purpose district rules that overlap with
the floodplain. The Proposed Action would allow the optional provisions
to supersede regulations applicable in all areas within any special
purpose district that geographically overlaps with the 1% and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains. Additionally, select provisions in these
special purpose districts would be modified to align with the Proposed
Action’s ground floor use, street wall, and building envelope
regulations, as well as the proposed streetscape rules. This would allow
all buildings in the floodplain to have a consistent zoning framework
for resiliency.

Related Actions

In addition to the proposed citywide zoning recommendations, DCP
would be proposing neighborhood- specific zoning text and map
changes in three neighborhoods that were recommended as part of
DCP’s Resilient Neighborhoods Initiative. These related actions would
be in public review concurrent with the Proposed Action and their
effects are analyzed as part of separate environmental reviews. These
specific actions are intended to address resiliency challenges that are
specific to the conditions in these areas. These three neighborhoods are:

Brooklyn: Gerritsen Beach

Gerritsen Beach is a low-lying residential community originally
developed as a neighborhood of summer bungalows. During
Hurricane Sandy, the neighborhood was almost entirely inundated
as the tidal surge rose up to seven feet above grade. Less severe

but more frequent storms also cause flooding to Gerritsen Beach’s
constrained roadways (some streets are as narrow as 15 feet wide).
This area is proposed to be designated as a Special Coastal Risk
District (SCRD) to limit future density, by allowing two-family
residences only on large lots. The SCRD would also limit building
heights to 25 feet, as opposed to the 35 feet currently allowed by

the underlying zoning district. This height restriction would be
measured above the “reference plane” in alignment with the cottage
envelope in the Proposed Action. This lower height would best match
the area’s neighborhood character while enabling existing buildings
to retrofit. In addition, Gerritsen Beach’s residential and waterfront
areas would be remapped to more contextual districts, to prevent
the construction of, attached buildings, as the existing non-contextual
districts do not reflect the existing character of the area and, attached
buildings are more difficult to retrofit in the future. Additionally, the
proposal would expand use options for commercial establishments
along Gerritsen Avenue to allow for a wider range of local services,
which are key in providing support year-round for the community.
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Brooklyn: Sheepshead Bay

Sheepshead Bay is a mixed-use neighborhood with a working and
recreational waterfront, commercial corridors, and residential areas
that have a wide range of building types, from small bungalows

to large apartment buildings. During Hurricane Sandy, small
businesses in the area experienced flood levels as high as six feet
above grade, resulting in their temporary closure. Within the Special
Sheepshead Bay District (SSBD), businesses located in cellar spaces
below grade experienced severe flooding and, in some cases, have
been unable to return following Hurricane Sandy. In consultation
with the community, DCP proposes to update the existing SSBD

so that regulations align with the Proposed Action, to ensure that
buildings are encouraged to floodproof in the long term. Additionally,
public space regulations in the SSBD would be updated to include
requirements for resiliency — such as a prohibition on below-grade
plazas — and to promote the creation of well-designed, inviting
spaces that support the commercial vibrancy of Emmons Avenue.

Queens: Old Howard Beach

Old Howard Beach is a waterfront neighborhood with
predominantly detached houses, an active commercial corridor,
and a community that enjoys easy access to the waterfront. During
Hurricane Sandy, flooding inundated basements in residential
buildings and ground floor commercial uses. Old Howard Beach

is characterized by its location within a low-lying area, with BFEs
ranging from four to six feet above grade, with analysis suggesting
that projected sea level rise will affect the neighborhood primarily
through tidal inundation on low-lying streets. As sea levels rise,
Old Howard Beach is projected to see a gradual increase in
vulnerability to flooding from daily and monthly spring high tides.
Portions of Old Howard Beach are proposed to be rezoned to limit
permitted residential uses to single- and two-family detached
residences, enabling building owners to retrofit existing buildings
and, as may be necessary, elevate to the “reference plane.”
Building to these higher standards will reduce vulnerability to
future floods.

The Draft Scope of Work described an additional local action for New
Dorp Beach. Based on further analysis of existing conditions in the
New Dorp Beach neighborhood, recent capital commitments by the
New York City Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) and
New York City Department of Transportation (DOT) to upgrade sewer
and street infrastructure in the surrounding area, and progress being
made by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers on the Line of Protection,
DCP is no longer pursuing a local rezoning for this area, at this time.
The proposed Zoning for Coastal Flood Resiliency initiative would
provide zoning regulations to allow property owners the ability to make
proactive investments in resiliency.

D. ANALYTICAL FRAMEWORK AND REASONABLE WORST-
CASE DEVELOPMENT SCENARIO

Consistent with 2014 CEQR Technical Manual guidance, the Proposed
Action is analyzed as a “generic action” because there are no known
developments that are projected, at this time. According to the CEQR
Technical Manual, generic actions are programs and plans that have
wide application or affect a range of future alternative policies and, for
such actions, a site-specific description or analysis is not appropriate. As
described in the CEQR Technical Manual, generic analyses are
conducted using the following methodology:

- Identify Typical Cases: Provide several descriptions similar
to those in a localized action for cases that can reasonably
typify the conditions and impacts of the entire proposal.

- Identify a Range of Conditions: A discussion of the range of
conditions or situations under which the action may take place,
so that the full range of impacts can be identified. As detailed
below, this includes existing conditions, a future scenario
without the Proposed Action, and a future scenario with the
Proposed Action.

Due to the broad applicability of the Proposed Action, it is difficult to
predict the sites where development would be facilitated. In addition,
the Proposed Action is not in-and-of-itself expected to induce
development where it would not otherwise have occurred absent the
Proposed Action. Although the Proposed Action may allow
developments and existing buildings to retrofit to resilient standards,
the overall amount, type, and location of construction within the
affected area is not anticipated to change. Owing to the generic nature
of this Proposed Action, there are no known or projected as-of-right
development sites identified as part of the action’s Reasonable
Worst-Case Development Scenario (RWCDS). To produce a reasonable
analysis of the likely effects of the Proposed Action, 14 representative
prototypical sites containing either new developments, infill,
reconstructions, or retrofits of existing buildings in the city’s 1% and
0.2% annual chance floodplains have been identified to demonstrate the
wide range of proposed regulations for sites that would be able to
develop as-of-right in the future with the Proposed Action.

Additionally, Conceptual Analysis sites were identified for those
conditions where development would require discretionary action in

the future With-Action condition. This Conceptual Analysis will serve
as a means of disclosing the potential impacts of the proposed
discretionary actions.

Development affected by the Proposed Action is projected based on
trends between 2012 and 2019. Although projections are typically
modeled after trends of the previous decade, this analysis focuses on
development data since Hurricane Sandy in 2012, during which there
is more data available for resilient construction. Accordingly, unless
otherwise noted, development assumptions in the future without and
with the Proposed Action would mirror recent development patterns.
The Proposed Action is not expected to change the rate of construction
in the floodplain, which is controlled primarily by local real estate
conditions.

Prototypical Analysis

To assess the possible effects of the Proposed Action, a RWCDS was
developed for the future without the Proposed Action (No-Action
condition) and the future with the Proposed Action (With-Action
condition) for a 10-year period in both the 1% annual chance and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains. Although the Proposed Action’s provisions
are similar for these two geographies, there is a difference in the
permitted height of the “reference plane.” As discussed below, RWCDS
developments in the 0.2% annual chance floodplain generally follow the
development rationale for the 1% annual chance floodplain, unless the
lower “reference plane” height in the 0.2% annual chance floodplain does
not allow for it. In addition, as the city’s Building Code are applied
differently in these two areas, the No-Action conditions will vary. To
capture the varying conditions, the incremental difference between the
No-Action and With-Action conditions for both the 1% annual chance
and 0.2% annual chance floodplains will serve as the basis for
assessing the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Action.
Furthermore, the No-Action condition reflects a scenario where the
2013 Flood Text and 2015 Recovery Text have both expired. The
incremental difference does not consider the effects of these two prior
texts because they were adopted on a temporary basis with sunset
(expiration) dates, and given the urgent nature of these provisions,
there was no environmental review conducted. As illustrated in Table
2, 14 sites were selected as prototypes for environmental analysis for
the No-Action and With-Action scenarios.

Table 2: Prototypical Site Selection

ID Zoning |Building Construction 1];(1)-2 a Width |Depth
District | Typology Type (sf) (feet) (feet)
Single-family
1 R3-1 detached Retrofit 4,000 40 100
residence
Single-family
2 R3-1 semi- detached | New Construction | 2,500 25 100
residence
R4 Two-family,
3 (Infill) attached Reconstruction 2,000 20 100
residence
R5 Low-rise multi-
4 | (Infil) | family building Retrofit 2,500 | 25 100
High-rise multi- New
5 R7A bfl?iIII:llilI}l’g Construction 10,000 100 100
Campus-style
6 R6 housing Retrofit 50,000 500 100
7 | ci-2oms L‘L";gf&ﬁ}ﬁg‘i‘ New Construction | 12,000 | 120 | 100
C1-2/ High-rise
8 R7A mixed-use Retrofit 2,500 25 100
building
C1-2/ Commercial
9 R3-1 building Retrofit 10,000 100 100
Industrial
10 Mi-1 building Retrofit 10,000 100 100
Single-family
11 R4 detached New Construction | 2,500 25 100
residence
Single-family
detached
12 R3A residence (non- Retrofit 2,500 25 100
compliant)
Two-family
detached (non-
13 R3X conforming/non- Retrofit 2,000 20 100
compliant)
. Site
14 | C2-4/R8 | Waterfront site Modification 50,000 250 200

In addition, as discussed above, the Proposed Action would also have
provisions that would be applicable citywide, such as the allowance for
power systems to be considered permitted obstructions in required open
areas. Other citywide provisions would be a series of disaster recovery
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rules that could be made available in the event of a future disaster
through a zoning text amendment (and requisite environmental
review). However, two of those provisions would be made available
upon adoption of the Proposed Action to facilitate the city’s long-term
recovery from the COVID-19 pandemic and its associated economic
effects. These two provisions would provide more time for existing
non-conforming uses to reopen and for builders to undertake certain
construction projects.

To determine the No-Action and With-Action conditions, standard
methodologies have been used, pursuant to the CEQR Technical
Manual. These methodologies have been used to identify the amount
and location of future development, as discussed below.

Most provisions for the Proposed Action would affect the 1% and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains, which include 14 building types in a total of
97 zoning districts, including 34 Residence Districts, 48 Commercial
Districts, and 15 Manufacturing Districts. It would also allow for
resiliency improvements in the open areas on sites subject to waterfront
regulations. In this overall area, approximately 102,300 lots in New
York City would be potentially affected by the Proposed Action. The
characteristics listed below were analyzed to create the hypothetical
sites where the effects of the Proposed Action could be assessed (i.e.,
Prototypical Analysis Sites). These sites are not necessarily
representative of a specific lot, but rather reflect prevalent conditions
as a basis for analysis. These Prototypical Analysis Sites were then
analyzed for their respective recent development trends to determine
the development scenario to be assessed. To assess the effect of the
Proposed Action, the characteristics considered in identifying the
Prototypical Analysis Sites are described below.

Range of Building Typologies

- The sites are representative of the building types located in
the 1% annual chance and 0.2% annual chance floodplains.
Although all building types are in the floodplain, the
prototype list mirrors the data showing a prevalence of
single- and two-family buildings.

- The sites are based on building types and site conditions that
can demonstrate specific provisions and

- The sites reflect varied vulnerability and ability to retrofit
buildings, without repeating similar outcomes. Distinction
was made between low-rise and high-rise buildings based on
the number of floors, as they have different likelihoods of
being fully retrofitted to meet “flood- resistant construction
standards.” Low-rise buildings are four floors and below;
high-rise buildings are five floors and above.

Range of Zoning Districts

- To determine the zoning districts for the prototypical sites,
the overall most prevalent zoning districts were considered in
both the 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains. The top two
most prevalent zoning districts by building typology were
considered in both the 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains
and zoning districts which permit a reasonable range of
building typologies and development scenarios were selected
to evenly distribute the actions across different densities and
district types.

Lot Characteristics

- These were based on the median lot area, width, and depth of
all lots within a selected prototype zoning district. Although
there is a prevalence of small lots across all building types,
some lot sizes for future developments reflect current trends
of aggregate development.

Base Flood Elevation

- To determine the flood elevation, the average and median
flood levels by building typology were considered in the 1%
annual chance floodplain. The average flood level is moderate
across the City with three to four feet of base flood elevation.
However, depending on the building typology, some averages
were low, with two feet of base flood elevation, and some
averages were high, with five feet of base flood elevation. One
of these two thresholds has been applied to each scenario
based on the building type and data analysis.

Development Assumptions

Consideration of the development and retrofit typology, including size
and location of buildings and the layout of required parking, was
determined through analysis indicating the median lot coverage, floor
area, and building height throughout various neighborhoods within the
existing 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains and analysis of recent
construction in the floodplain through applications filed to DOB. It was
also determined through the use of aerial and street view photography.

Type of Construction

The percentage of unbuilt lots within a given zoning district was used to
approximate the areas where future development is most likely to

occur. Generally, the percentage of unbuilt lots is low in the 1% and
0.2% annual chance floodplains with low-density (R1 through R5
districts having the highest percentage, illustrating more new
construction for single- and two-family residences.

The percentage of built lots within a given zoning district was used to
approximate the areas where retrofit of existing buildings is most
likely to occur.

Because the Proposed Action has implications for both new
developments and existing buildings, assumptions are made for the
existing, no-action, and with-action conditions.

Existing Condition

Based on 2019 conditions, existing conditions for the Prototypical
Analysis Sites do not meet Appendix G, as only a small fraction of the
city’s floodplain currently meets these standards, largely as a result of
the post-Hurricane Sandy recovery efforts. Also, these existing
buildings typically do not meet Appendix G because of the smaller
floodplain geography that was designated by FEMA’s FIRMs, which
was in effect from when the city joined the NFIP program in 1983 until
PFIRMs were issued in 2013.

For this analysis, it is assumed that the existing buildings would
maximize their development potential under the permitted building
envelope. This provides a baseline for analysis of the effect of the
Proposed Action.

No-Action Condition

There will be two No-Action scenarios for each Prototypical Analysis
Site to illustrate conditions in both the 1% annual chance floodplain
and the 0.2% annual chance floodplain. The No-Action condition
assumes that the 2013 Flood Text and 2015 Recovery Text have both
expired, at some point during the 10-year analysis period, and that
new development has continued in the city’s floodplain without the
benefit of special zoning regulations in the floodplain.

- New developments would be required to meet the
requirements of Appendix G for buildings in the 1% annual
chance floodplain, but not in the 0.2% annual chance
floodplain. Existing buildings, in general, only need to meet
Appendix G if they are substantially damaged or
substantially improved, or if the building is conducting a
horizontal enlargement. However, in certain instances these
buildings could potentially pursue resilient improvements, to
demonstrate a more conservative analysis, the No-Action
scenario will assume that an existing building does not get
retrofitted or reconstructed. Recent development trends also
indicate that it is unlikely that the existing buildings will
invest in resiliency, especially in the absence of special zoning
regulations to assist buildings to comply with “flood-resistant
construction standards” without needing to lose existing floor
space.

For this analysis, it is assumed that each Prototypical Analysis Site
would maximize their development under the permitted building
envelope. This provides a baseline for analysis of the effect of the
Proposed Action.

With-Action Condition

There will be two With-Action scenarios for Prototypical Analysis Sites
1 to 13 to illustrate the impact of the Proposed Action in both the 1%
and 0.2% annual chance floodplain. Site 14 will have one With-Action
scenario to illustrate the impact of the Action on waterfront sites. The
With-Action conditions assume that the 2013 Flood Text and 2015
Recovery Text have been superseded by the Proposed Action and that
most building owners can then incorporate future flood risks when
making resiliency investments.

New developments would meet “flood-resistant construction
standards,” exceeding the minimum flood elevation requirements of
Appendix G, for buildings in both the 1% and 0.2% annual chance
floodplains by elevating habitable spaces to the permitted “reference
plane.”

Existing buildings would be retrofitted to either meet “flood-resistant
construction standards” or the minimum flood elevation requirements
of Appendix G, depending on the cost and structural feasibility of
construction for both the 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains.

In addition, prototype scenarios that only show incremental resiliency
improvements do not need to meet the “flood-resistant construction
standards” while a prototype scenario of the waterfront site does not
show changes to the building and only focuses on proposed
modifications specific to waterfront regulations in open areas.

For this analysis, it is assumed that the Prototypical Analysis Sites
would maximize their development under the Proposed Action.
Developments in the 0.2% annual chance floodplain generally follow
the development rationale for the 1% annual chance floodplain, unless
the lower “reference plane” height in the 0.2% annual chance floodplain
does not allow for it.
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Detailed descriptions and illustrative renderings of the existing,
No-Action, and With-Action conditions on each of the 14 Prototypical
Analysis Sites in the 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains are
provided in the DEIS.

Conceptual Analysis

Under the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA), a
conceptual analysis is warranted if a proposal creates new
discretionary actions that are broadly applicable, even when projects
seeking those discretionary actions will trigger a future, separate
environmental review. SEQRA’s goal is to incorporate environmental
considerations into the decision-making process, at the earliest possible
opportunity, and so it is the lead agency’s obligation to consider all
possible environmental impacts of the new discretionary actions, at the
time it creates them, at least on a conceptual basis.

As the Proposed Action would modify and create new discretionary
actions, including BSA special permits, an assessment of the potential
environmental impacts that could result from these actions within the
City’s 1% and 0.2% annual chance floodplains is warranted. While
these discretionary approvals would trigger environmental review, at
the time they are sought, the environmental effects of these approvals
were analyzed conceptually, as a means of disclosing future potential
significant adverse impacts. However, because it is not possible to
predict whether a discretionary action would be pursued on any one
site in the future, the RWCDS for the Proposed Action does not include
consideration of specific development that would seek these actions.
Instead, a Conceptual Analysis was conducted and is provided in the
DEIS, to understand how the new discretionary actions could be
utilized and to generically assess the potential environmental impacts
that could result. Nevertheless, all potential significant adverse
impacts related to these future discretionary actions would be disclosed
through environmental review, at the time of application.

It should be noted that, where relevant, any future discretionary
actions resulting from the Proposed Action would be submitted to the
New York City Landmarks Preservation Commission (LPC) for review
on a case-by-case basis. These actions would be reviewed by LPC under
the terms of the CEQR Technical Manual.

Analysis Year

The CEQR Technical Manual notes that for some actions where the
build-out depends on market conditions and other variables, the build
year cannot be determined with precision. In these cases, a 10-year
build year is generally considered reasonable, as it captures a typical
cycle of market conditions and generally represents the outer
timeframe within which predictions of future development and retrofit
work may usually be made without speculation. Therefore, an analysis
year of 2029 has been identified for this environmental review.

E. PRINCIPAL CONCLUSIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL
ANALYSES

Land Use, Zoning, and Public Policy

A detailed assessment of land use, zoning, and public policy concluded
that no significant adverse impacts on land use, zoning, or public policy
would occur in the future with the Proposed Action. The Proposed
Action would not directly displace any land uses, nor would it generate
land uses that would be incompatible with existing land uses, zoning, or
public policy in the city’s floodplains. The Proposed Action would not
result in land uses or structures that would be substantially
incompatible with the underlying zoning or conflict with public policies
applicable to the city’s floodplains. The Proposed Action would include
a zoning text amendment to update the Special Regulations Applying in
Flood Hazard Areas (ZR Article VI, Chapter 4), to provide homeowners,
business owners, and practitioners living and working in the city’s
floodplains the option to design or otherwise retrofit buildings to: (a)
reduce damage from future coastal flood events, (b) be resilient in the
long-term by accounting for climate change, and (c) potentially save on
long-term flood insurance costs. In addition, it would allow resiliency
improvements to be more easily incorporated on waterfront sites, at
the water’s edge and in public spaces, as well as provide zoning
regulations to help facilitate the city’s long-term recovery from the
COVID-19 pandemic and other future disasters. The Proposed Action
also includes updates to other sections of the ZR, including the Special
Regulations Applying in the Waterfront Area (Article VI, Chapter 2) and
provisions within various Special Purpose Districts. Overall,
implementation of the Proposed Action would improve the ability of the
city to withstand and recover quickly from future storms and other
disaster events. The Proposed Action would not result in significant
adverse impacts to zoning in the city’s floodplains, but rather, would
provide enhanced zoning allowances and design requirements in order
to help building owners to better accommodate projected sea level rise
when designing new buildings or retrofitting existing ones, without
creating incongruous and uninviting streetscapes.

Additionally, given the health consequences and logistical challenges of
evacuating nursing home residents, the Proposed Action would limit
the development of new nursing homes and restrict the enlargement of
existing facilities within the 1% annual chance floodplain and selected
geographies with limited vehicular access after a storm (illustrated in

the DEIS). Nevertheless, this action is not expected to substantially
alter land use trends in these areas. Existing nursing homes in the
specified geographies would not be displaced as a result of the
Proposed Action, and nursing homes would continue to be permitted in
all other areas of the city under With-Action conditions. As such, no
significant adverse impacts to land use would occur.

Moreover, the Proposed Action would not hinder any New York City
Waterfront Revitalization Program (WRP) policies, but rather, is
anticipated to promote a number of the city’s WRP policies. As detailed
in the WRP Consistency Assessment Form (CAF) provided in the DEIS,
the Proposed Action would support and facilitate commercial and
residential redevelopment in areas well-suited to such development
(WRP Policy 1); incorporate consideration of climate change and sea
level rise into the planning and design of waterfront industrial
development and infrastructure (Policy 2.5); minimize loss of life,
structures, infrastructure, and natural resources caused by flooding
and erosion, and increase resilience to future conditions created by
climate change (Policy 6); preserve, protect, maintain, and enhance
physical, visual, and recreational access to the waterfront (Policy 8.1);
and protect and improve visual quality associated with New York City’s
urban context and the historic and working waterfront (Policy 9.1).

Socioeconomic Conditions

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse impacts related to socioeconomic
conditions. As noted above, the Proposed Action would allow
developments and existing buildings to retrofit to resilient standards,
but the overall amount, type, and location of development within the
affected area is not anticipated to change. The following summarizes
the conclusions for each of the five CEQR areas of socioeconomic
concern.

Direct Residential Displacement

Analysis of the Prototypical Analysis Sites shows that no existing
residential uses or residents would be displaced as a result of the
Proposed Action. As such, no significant adverse impacts related to
direct residential displacement to would occur as a result of the
Proposed Action.

Direct Business/Institutional Displacement

Assessment of the Prototypical Analysis Sites shows that no existing
business or institutional uses would be displaced as a result of the
Proposed Action. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts related to
direct business or institutional displacement would occur as a result of
the Proposed Action.

Indirect Residential Displacement

The Proposed Action would not generate new residential dwelling units
(DUs) or residents as compared to No-Action conditions. As such, no
significant adverse impacts related to indirect residential displacement
would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Indirect Business/Institutional Displacement

The Proposed Action would generate a negligible number of
incremental workers on several of the Prototypical Analysis Sites as
compared to No-Action conditions. As the Proposed Action would
introduce less than 200,000 sf of incremental commercial development,
it would not result in substantial new development that is markedly
different from existing uses and development, and would not create or
add to a retail concentration. Therefore, it is unlikely that the Proposed
Action would introduce a new trend or population that could alter
existing economic patterns, and no significant adverse impacts related
to indirect business or institutional displacement would occur as a
result of the Proposed Action.

Adverse Effects on Specific Industries

The Proposed Action would not directly displace any businesses, or
result in significant indirect business displacement due to increased
rents. The Proposed Action would not result in an adverse impact on a
particular industry or category of business, and would not substantially
reduce employment or impair economic viability in an industry or
category of business. As such, no significant adverse effects on specific
industrial would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Community Facilities and Services
Direct Effects

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in any significant adverse direct effects on community
facilities or services. The Proposed Action would not displace or
otherwise directly affect any public schools, child care centers, libraries,
or police or fire protection service facilities. Additionally, the Proposed
Action, including the restriction of nursing home development in
certain geographies detailed above, would not result in significant
adverse direct effects to health care facilities.
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Indirect Effects

Based on the CEQR Technical Manual screening methodology, detailed
analyses of public elementary, intermediate, and high schools, public
libraries, publicly funded child care centers, outpatient health care
facilities, and police and fire protection services are not warranted for
the Proposed Action. The Proposed Action would not result in any
significant adverse indirect effects on community facilities or services.

Open Space

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would not
result in any significant adverse impacts on open space resources. The
Proposed Action would not physically displace any open space resources,
and would not result in increased noise or air pollutant emissions, odors,
or shadows on public open spaces that would significantly affect their
usefulness. Additionally, as the Proposed Action would not generate new
residents, and would result in the introduction of a negligible amount of
workers on three of the Prototypical Analysis Sites, it would not
diminish the ability of any open spaces to adequately serve users.

Shadows

A detailed assessment of shadows concluded that the Proposed Action
would not result in significant adverse shadow impacts. In accordance
with the methodology outlined in the CEQR Technical Manual, a
detailed shadow analysis was conducted to assess the extent and
duration of incremental shadows resulting from the Proposed Action.
The Proposed Action would generate limited shadows on small,
peripheral areas of sunlight-sensitive resources in the immediate
vicinity of the Prototypical Analysis Sites. All affected resources would
continue to receive direct sunlight throughout the day, and no natural
resources are expected to be permanently shaded to a degree that
would impact public use and enjoyment or plant and animal survival.
The Proposed Action would not result in changes to development that
would substantially reduce or completely eliminate direct sunlight
exposure. Therefore, significant adverse impacts related to shadows are
unlikely to occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Historic and Cultural Resources
Archaeological Resources

A detailed assessment of historic and cultural resources concluded that
the Proposed Action could potentially result in significant adverse
impacts on archaeological resources. The Proposed Action would alter
the permitted bulks, footprints, and MEP equipment location
requirements in the city’s floodplains.

As such, additional in-ground disturbance may occur where
archaeological remains exist in the future with the Proposed Action.

The extent of effects on archaeological resources are unknown because
the Proposed Action is generic, and it is therefore not possible to know
exactly where and to what extent additional in-ground disturbancemay
occur in the future with the Proposed Action. As such, the possibility of
effects on archaeological resources cannot be eliminated.

On sites owned or controlled by the City, or sites that require
discretionary approvals, LPC would review any potential impacts to
archaeological resources, and would require that these impacts be
mitigated to the fullest extent possible, pursuant to the CEQR
Technical Manual. However, on privately owned sites that do not
require discretionary actions, the anticipated in-ground disturbances
would occur as-of-right without LPC oversight. It is anticipated that
these effects would be limited; however, there is no mechanism for the
City to enforce archaeological testing prior to construction. Therefore,
these potential archaeological impacts would be unmitigated.

Architectural Resources

Indirect (Contextual) & Shadows Impacts

A detailed assessment of historic and cultural resources concluded that
the Proposed Action would not result in indirect contextual or shadows
impacts to historic architectural resources. The Proposed Action in- and-
of-itself is not expected to induce development where it would not
otherwise have occurred absent the Proposed Action. Although some
retrofits to the buildings on the Prototypical Analysis Sites could
minimally alter the setting and visual context of potential surrounding
historic resources, none of these changes would be significant or
adverse as compared to No-Action conditions. Additionally, although
views of surrounding historic resources could be partially obstructed as
a result of the Proposed Action, more proximate and significant views
of these historic resources would remain. Therefore, it is unlikely that
the Proposed Action would result in development that would diminish
the qualities that make surrounding historic architectural resources
historically and/or architecturally important.

Furthermore, the Proposed Action would change permitted height and
bulk and MEP equipment regulations. Therefore, the Proposed Action
does have the potential to generate shadows. As detailed in Chapter 6,
“Shadows,” although the Proposed Action may increase shadows cast
on some historic architectural resources, the increases are likely to be
limited in duration and coverage, and would therefore not be significant
or adverse.

Direct (Physical) Impacts

In the With-Action condition, privately-owned properties that are New
York City Landmarks (NYCLs) or in New York City Historic Districts
would continue to be protected under the New York City Landmarks
Law, which requires LPC review and approval before any new
construction, enlargement, alteration, or demolition can occur.
Therefore, any as-of-right changes to LPC-designated or calendared
resources inthe future with the Proposed Action would require approval
before changes to the historic structure were made. This approval
process would ensure that development under the Proposed Action
would not have an adverse impact on these resources. However,
NYCL-eligible historic resources do not have these same protections.

Similarly, historic resources that are listed on the State and National
Registers of Historic Places (S/NR) are given a measure of protection
from the effects of federally-sponsored or federally-assisted projects
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, and are
similarly protected against impacts resulting from state-sponsored or
state-assisted projects under the New York State Historic Preservation
Act. Although preservation is not mandated, federal agencies must,
attempt to avoid adverse impacts on such resources through a notice,
review, and consultation process. However, privately-owned properties
using private funds that are S/NR-listed can be altered or demolished
without review.

It is possible that Prototypical Analysis Sites may contain privately
owned LPC-eligible, S/NR-listed, or S/NR-eligible historic architectural
resources. Therefore, direct impacts to these historic resources through
as-of-right alterations or demolitions in the future with the Proposed
Action cannot be ruled out. As such, the Proposed Action has the
potential to result in significant adverse direct impacts to privately
owned NYCL-eligible, S/NR-eligible, or S/NR-listed buildings.

Construction-Related Impacts

As discussed above, the Proposed Action would not induce development
as compared to the No-Action scenarios. However, retrofits/
reconstructions of existing buildings are expected to occur on eight of
the 14 Prototypical Analysis Sites in the future with the Proposed
Action. Due to their generic nature, it is not known whether any of
these sites would be located within close proximity to any NYCL-
eligible and/or S/NR-eligible historic resources. For conservative
analysis purposes, it was assumed that the Prototypical Analysis Sites
would be located within 90 linear feet of NYCL-eligible and/or S/
NR-eligible historic resources. Therefore, the Proposed Action has the
potential to result in construction-related impacts to eligible resources.

These eligible resources would continue to be afforded limited protection
under New York City Department of Buildings (DOB) regulations
applicable to all buildings located adjacent to construction sites.
However, as the resources are not S/NR-listed or NYCL-designated, or
calendared for designation, they would not be afforded the added
special protections under DOB’s Technical Policy and Procedure Notice
(TPPN) #10/88. Additional protective measures afforded under DOB’s
TPPN #10/88 would only become applicable if the eligible resources are
calendared or designated in the future prior to the initiation of
construction work. If the eligible resources are not calendared or
designated, however, they would not be subject to TPPN #10/88, and
may therefore be adversely impacted by adjacent retrofitting work
resulting from the Proposed Action.

On sites located within 90 linear feet of eligible historic resources that
are owned or controlled by the City, or that require discretionary
approvals, LPC would review any potential construction-related
impacts to architectural resources and would require that construction
on sites incorporates Construction Protection Plans, pursuant to the
CEQR Technical Manual in order to avoid significant adverse
construction-related impacts. However, on privately owned sites that
do not require discretionary actions within 90 linear feet of eligible
historic resources, there is to mechanism for the City to enforce added
special protections under DOB’s TPPN #10/88, and potential
construction-related impacts would be unmitigated.

Urban Design and Visual Resources

A detailed assessment of urban design and visual resources concluded
that the Proposed Action would not result in significant adverse
impacts on urban design or visual resources, but rather, is expected to
enhance the pedestrian experience in the city’s 1% annual and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains. The Proposed Action includes zoning
allowances coupled with enhanced design requirements that would
allow building owners to better accommodate projected sea level rise
when designing new buildings or retrofitting existing ones, without
creating incongruous and uninviting streetscapes. Although the
Proposed Action would result in a notable change in the design
character of the floodplains as compared to No-Action conditions, this
change would not constitute a significant adverse urban design impact
in that it would not alter the arrangement, appearance, or
functionality of the city’s floodplains such that the alteration would
negatively affect a pedestrian’s experience of the area. Rather, the
changes in development anticipated in the With-Action conditions
would improve the pedestrian experience by ensuring accessible



FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2020

THE CITY RECORD

4211

ground-level design, particularly for buildings with lower-level
commercial uses, in order to make the streetscapes in the floodplains
more inviting, while ensuring preparedness to better accommodate
projected sea level rise in New York City’s floodplains.

The proposed floor area exemptions would continue to incentivize
buildings to floodproof and encourage uses to be kept, at street level.
The Proposed Action would allow a small floor area incentive for active
uses to be kept, at grade and dry-floodproofed. The first 30 feet of floor
area as measured from the street wall of a building when facing
primary streets would be exempted from total floor area calculations,
as these are the areas in which retail continuity is key for the success
of the street. This allowance would incentivize buildings to dry-
floodproof as opposed to elevating active uses, improving the pedestrian
experience. Additionally,, to ensure quality ground floors, this floor-area
exemption would come with design controls, such as the condition that
the ground floor level may not be higher than two feet above nor two
feet below the level of the adjacent streets. This incentive would
encourage well-designed commercial and community facility uses to be
kept, at grade, helping enhance the streetscape experience and retail
continuity in the city’s floodplains.

Additionally, as detailed above, the Proposed Action would require
buildings in Residence Districts, Commercial Districts, and M1
Districts, utilizing the optional provisions in Article VI, Chapter 4 of the
ZR, to meet designated points outlined in the streetscape mitigation
regulations and would extend design requirements to all residential,
commercial, and mixed-use buildings as well as buildings containing
community facilities and light manufacturing buildings in the
floodplain. These improvements would help, attenuate elevated access
and potential blank walls, at the street level caused by resiliency needs.
The Proposed Action would also provide a wider range of options to
comply with the requirements, in order to better accommodate
different neighborhood contexts, lot conditions, and ground-floor uses.
For example, front porches, stair turns, entrances close-to-grade, and
multiple entrances along a fagade would be option, as well as
treatments such as decorative latticework, street furniture, and ground
floor level transparency. This expanded menu would give designers the
toolkit to better reflect conditions found in the floodplain, and the
Proposed Action would ensure that these design options can be more
easily utilized, classifying steps and covered porches as permitted
obstructions and exempting buildings on narrow lots in low-density
Residence Districts from existing front yard planting requirements
inadvertently limiting the use of other available design options. These
design requirements in the future with the Proposed Action would
enhance the pedestrian experience and help activate the streetscapes
of residential and commercial communities in the city’s floodplains. In
addition to these requirements, the Proposed Action would continue, to
provide flexibility for all buildings that have transparency
requirements for ground floor levels.

The Proposed Action would not entail any major changes to block
shapes, street patterns or hierarchies, land uses, building densities,
topography, or wind conditions in the 1% annual or 0.2% annual chance
floodplains. The Proposed Action would not change existing land uses or
generate new land uses that would be incompatible with the existing
built character of the city’s floodplains. The Proposed Action would
provide enhanced building envelopes for new developments and
existing building retrofits and reconstructions in the floodplains in
order to better accommodate projected sea level rise in building design.
As detailed in Chapter 7 of the DEIS, “Historic & Cultural
Resources,” the Proposed Action could alter existing visual resources
such as properties eligible for designation as New York City Landmarks
(NYCLs) or for listing on the State/National Registers of Historic
Places (S/NR). However, as detailed in Chapter 5 of the DEIS, “Open
Space,” and Chapter 9 of the DEIS, “Natural Resources,” the
Proposed Action would not result in any significant changes to open
spaces or natural resources that are considered significant visual
resources in the city’s floodplains. Additionally, increased heights and
bulks on the Prototypical Analysis Sites would not obstruct any
significant viewsheds in the area, or negatively alter the pedestrian
experience in the vicinity of the sites.

The Proposed Action would permit an elevated waterfront yard on
Prototypical Analysis Site 14 that could alter existing view corridors.
Although views of the waterfront or other visual resources could be
partially obstructed as a result of the Proposed Action, none of these views
would be unique, as more proximate and significant view corridors would
remain throughout the city’s floodplains, including vantage points in
public parks, esplanades, and, at street ends adjacent to the waterfront,
as well as private waterfront properties that provide public waterfront
access. Moreover, it should be noted that some waterfront properties, such
as Prototypical Analysis Site 14, would continue to be subject to
discretionary review, which requires urban design review and would
further encourage the waterfront resiliency measures of the Proposed
Action. Additionally, the proposed modifications to elevated visual
corridors would help accommodate a broader range of site grade changes
and design flood elevations utilized across the waterfront site and
building, better reflecting a pedestrian’s eye level and thus improving the
pedestrian experience. Therefore, no significant adverse impacts to visual
resources would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Natural Resources

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in any significant adverse impacts to natural resources.
Future development as projected with the prototypical sites would not
adversely affect floodplains, or increase flooding on the Prototypical
Analysis Sites or the adjacent properties. All development is also
required to comply with New York City Building Codes for construction
within the 1% annual and 0.2% annual chance floodplains, and the
Proposed Action would not affect that requirement.

Development projected under the RWCDS with the Proposed Action is
expected to result in the disturbance of sites previously developed with
commercial and residential uses including structures, paved roads/
paths, domestic lawns with trees, or urban yard habitats. These
conditions provide limited habitat for vegetation and wildlife apart
from the species common to the city’s built environments. It is
therefore concluded that the Proposed Action and the related potential
changes in land cover would not result in any significant adverse
impacts to the natural environment or populations of plant and wildlife
species in New York City or the metropolitan region.

Therefore, it is concluded that no further analysis is warranted and
there would be no potential for significant adverse natural resource
impacts with the Proposed Action.

Hazardous Materials

A detailed assessment of hazardous materials concluded that the
Proposed Action could potentially result in significant adverse
hazardous materials impacts. In accordance with the methodology
outlined in the CEQR Technical Manual, a hazardous materials
assessment of the Prototypical Analysis Sites was conducted. The
Proposed Action could result in increased in-ground disturbance in
areas where hazardous materials may be present. The assessment
analyzed the potential impacts of hazardous materials as they pertain
to the Proposed Action and compared the differences between the
No-Action and With-Action scenarios on the Prototypical Analysis
Sites.

The extent of the effects of hazardous materials are unknown because
of the generic nature of the Proposed Action and because it is not
possible to determine exactly where and to what extent additional
ground disturbance may occur in the future with the Proposed Action.
Without an assessment of specific development sites, the absence of
hazardous materials cannot be definitively demonstrated. As such, the
possibility of impacts related to hazardous materials cannot be
eliminated. The extent of potential impacts is expected to be limited.
However, as development resulting from the Proposed Action on the
Prototypical Analysis Sites would be as-of-right, there would be no
mechanism for the City to conduct or require a program to test for
hazardous materials contamination or to mandate the remediation of
such materials. Therefore, any such impact would remain unmitigated.

Water and Sewer Infrastructure

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse impacts on water and sewer
infrastructure. To determine the need for water and sewer impact
assessments, a screening analysis was performed for the Proposed
Action that compares the development of Prototypical Analysis Sites
under the No-Action and With-Action scenarios. The CEQR Technical
Manual states that a preliminary infrastructure analysis is needed if a
project (1) would result in an exceptionally large demand for water
(e.g., those that are projected to use more than one million gallons per
day such as power plants, very large cooling systems, or large
developments); or (2) is located in an area that experiences low water
pressure (e.g., areas, at the end of the water supply distribution system
such as the Rockaway Peninsula and Coney Island). The results of the
screening analysis indicate that the Proposed Action would not result
in significant adverse impacts on water and sewer infrastructure, and
detailed analyses are not warranted.

Water Supply

The Proposed Action would not result in significant adverse impacts on
water supply. The preliminary screening concludes that the effects of
the Proposed Action would not be great enough to warrant a detailed
analysis of water supply.

Wastewater Treatment, Stormwater & Drainage Management

The Proposed Action would not result in significant adverse impacts on
wastewater or stormwater conveyance or treatment, or drainage
management. The preliminary assessment shows that the incremental
development that may occur, at any one Prototypical Analysis Site
would fall below the CEQR guidance thresholds.

Solid Waste and Sanitation Services

A preliminary assessment determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in any significant adverse impacts on solid waste or
sanitation services. In accordance with the methodology outlined in the
2014 CEQR Technical Manual, a preliminary assessment was
conducted to assess the potential of the Proposed Action to affect
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demand for solid waste and sanitation services. As the Proposed Action
is a generic action, there are no known potential or projected
development sites. To produce a reasonable analysis of the likely effect
of the Proposed Action, representative Prototypical Analysis Sites were
developed. The analysis found that none of the 14 Prototypical Analysis
Sites would result in a net increase of more than 50 tons of solid waste
per week. As such, the Proposed Action would not result in significant
adverse solid waste and sanitation services impacts, and detailed
analysis is not warranted.

Energy

A preliminary assessment determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant, adverse impacts on the generation or
transmission of energy. The energy screening analysis for the Proposed
Action considers the projected operational energy consumption for the
Prototypical Analysis Sites in the future with the Proposed Action as
compared to the No-Action conditions. Based on the incremental
change in energy use, at each Prototypical Analysis Site, the Proposed
Action would not have a substantial impact on the City’s energy
systems.

Transportation

A preliminary assessment determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse impacts on the transportation network.
The Prototypical Analysis Sites would be distributed throughout the
city’s floodplains. Incremental development for both the 1% annual and
0.2% annual chance floodplains, at each of the Prototypical Analysis
Sites would not exceed the minimum development densities for DUs or
commercial uses detailed in Table 16-1 of the CEQR Technical Manual.
Therefore, further transportation- related analysis is not warranted,
and the Proposed Action would not result in significant adverse
impacts related to traffic, pedestrians, transit, or parking.

Air Quality

Based on the preliminary assessment, it is concluded that the Proposed
Action would not result in any significant adverse air quality impacts.
The Proposed Action would not exceed the thresholds referenced in the
CEQR Technical Manual for mobile source analyses during any traffic
peak period. Therefore, based on CEQR Technical Manual guidance, no
additional mobile source analysis is required for the Proposed Action. As
the relevant thresholds are not exceeded, the Proposed Action is therefore
not expected to result in any significant adverse air quality impacts due
to mobile sources. Additionally, based on the modeling analysis of
stationary sources performed for Prototypical Analysis Sites 3, 5, and 11,
the Proposed Action would also not result in any impacts with respect to
stationary source air emissions. Therefore, it is concluded that the
Proposed Action would not result in any air quality impacts.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse impacts related to GHG emissions or
climate change, but rather, is expected to promote climate change
resiliency in the city. A screening analysis for GHG emissions and
climate change was conducted for the Proposed Action by comparing
the development of Prototypical Analysis Sites in the No-Action and
With- Action scenarios. The Proposed Action would not involve other
energy-intense projects or result in incremental development greater
than 350,000 square feet on any of the Prototypical Analysis Sites.

In fact, the Proposed Action would promote sustainability and
resiliency in the city’s floodplains. The Proposed Action would provide
homeowners, business owners, and practitioners living and working in
the city’s floodplain the option to design or otherwise retrofit buildings
to: (a) reduce damage from future flood events, (b) be resilient in the
long-term by accounting for climate change, and (c) potentially save on
long- term flood insurance costs. In addition, it would allow resiliency
improvements to be more easily incorporated on waterfront sites, at the
water’s edge and in public spaces, as well as provide zoning regulations
to help facilitate the city’s long-term recovery from the COVID-19
pandemic and other future disasters. Overall, implementation of the
Proposed Action would improve the ability of the city to withstand and
recover quickly from future storms or other disaster events.

Noise

A preliminary screening determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in any significant adverse impacts related to noise. The
Proposed Action would not result in any significant changes in
transportation of travel patterns that would affect ambient noise. The
Prototypical Analysis Sites would be distributed throughout the city’s
floodplains. Incremental development for both the 1% annual and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains, at each of the Prototypical Analysis Sites
would not exceed the minimum development densities for DUs or
commercial uses requiring a detailed transportation analysis or have
the resulting effects on ambient noise conditions from mobile sources.
Additionally, any changes in building configuration in the future with
the Proposed Action would not affect exposure to emission from
surrounding noise generators. For these reasons, it is concluded that no
further analysis is needed and the Proposed Action would not result in
significant adverse noise impacts.

Public Health

A preliminary assessment determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse public health impacts. The Proposed
Action would not result in unmitigated significant adverse impacts in
the following technical areas that contribute to public health: air
quality, water quality, operational noise, or construction. However, as
discussed in Chapter 10, “Hazardous Materials,” the Proposed
Action could potentially result in significant adverse impacts related to
hazardous materials because of increased in- ground disturbance in
the future with the Proposed Action. Therefore, a preliminary
assessment of public health was conducted, which concluded that,
although the Proposed Action could result in significant adverse
unmitigated impacts related to hazardous materials, the potential for
these impacts to occur is expected to be limited and would not
significantly affect public health. Therefore, no significant adverse
public health impacts are expected as a result of the Proposed Action.

Neighborhood Character

A preliminary assessment determined that the Proposed Action would
not result in significant adverse impacts on neighborhood character.
Land use, zoning, public policy, socioeconomic, open space, shadows,
historic and cultural resources, urban design, visual resources,
transportation, and noise conditions in the future with the Proposed
Action would not negatively affect the neighborhood character of the
1% annual of 0.2% annual chance floodplains as compared to No-Action
conditions. Rather, in the case of urban design, the Proposed Action
would likely improve the pedestrian experience and therefore the
neighborhood character of the city’s floodplains. Although significant
adverse impacts would occur with respect to historic and cultural
resources in the future with the Proposed Action, these impacts would
not result in a significant change to one of the determining elements of
neighborhood character. As such, no significant adverse neighborhood
character impacts would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Construction

A preliminary construction assessment determined that the Proposed
Action has the potential to result in construction-related impacts to
eligible historic resources.

The 14 Prototypical Analysis Sites are independent sites and would not
require construction that exceeds two years. Although it is possible
that a site could be developed or redeveloped in close proximity to other
sites, the Proposed Action in-and-of-itself would not induce
development or cause a significant chance in the overall amount, type,
or location of development. Additionally, due to the broad geographic
area across which Prototypical Analysis Sites would be located, there
are unlikely to be clustering implications associated with geographic or
temporal overlap of construction activities.

However, retrofits/reconstructions of existing buildings are expected to
occur on eight of the 14 Prototypical Analysis Sites in the future with
the Proposed Action. Due to their generic nature, it is not known
whether any of these sites would be located within close proximity to
any NYCL-eligible and/or S/NR-eligible historic resources. For
conservative analysis purposes, it was assumed that the Prototypical
Analysis Sites would be located within 90 linear feet of NYCL-eligible
and/or S/NR-eligible historic resources. Therefore, the Proposed Action
has the potential to result in construction-related impacts to eligible
resources.

These eligible resources would continue to be afforded limited protection
under DOB regulations applicable to all buildings located adjacent to
construction sites. However, as the resources are not S/NR-listed or
NYCL-designated, or calendared for designation, they would not be
afforded the added special protections under DOB’s TPPN #10/88.
Additional protective measures afforded under DOB’s TPPN #10/88
would only become applicable if the eligible resources are calendared or
designated in the future prior to the initiation of construction work. If the
eligible resources are not calendared or designated, however, they would
not be subject to TPPN #10/88, and may therefore be adversely impacted
by adjacent retrofitting work resulting from the Proposed Action.

On sites located within 90 linear feet of eligible historic resources that
are owned or controlled by the City, or that require discretionary
approvals, LPC would review any potential construction-related
impacts to architectural resources and would require that construction
on sites incorporates construction protection plans, pursuant to the
CEQR Technical Manual in order to avoid significant adverse
construction-related impacts. However, on privately owned sites that
do not require discretionary actions within 90 linear feet of eligible
historic resources, there is to mechanism for the City to enforce added
special protections under DOB’s TPPN #10/88, and potential
construction-related impacts would be unmitigated.

Mitigation

The Proposed Action would result in significant adverse impacts
related to historic and cultural resources and hazardous materials. As
discussed below and in the DEIS, no feasible mitigation measures have

been proposed due to the generic nature of the analysis, resulting in
the potential for unavoidable significant adverse impacts.
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Historic & Cultural Resources
Archaeological Resources

As detailed in Chapter 7, “Historic & Cultural Resources,” the
Proposed Action could potentially result in significant adverse impacts
on archaeological resources. The Proposed Action would alter the
permitted bulks, footprints, and MEP equipment location requirements
in the city’s floodplains. As such, additional in-ground disturbance may
occur where archaeological remains exist in the future with the Proposed
Action.

The extent of effects on archaeological resources are unknown because
the Proposed Action is generic, and it is therefore not possible to know
exactly where and to what extent additional in-ground disturbancemay
occur in the future with the Proposed Action. As such, the possibility of
effects on archaeological resources cannot be eliminated.

On sites owned or controlled by the City, or sites that require
discretionary approvals, LPC would review any potential impacts to
archaeological resources, and would require that these impacts be
mitigated to the fullest extent possible, pursuant to the CEQR
Technical Manual. However, on privately owned sites that do not
require discretionary actions, the anticipated in-ground disturbances
would occur as-of-right without LPC oversight. It is anticipated that
these effects would be limited; however, there is no mechanism for the
City to enforce archaeological testing prior to construction. Therefore,
these potential archaeological impacts would remain unmitigated in
the future with the Proposed Action.

Architectural Resources

Direct (Physical) Impacts

As detailed in Chapter 7, “Historic & Cultural Resources,” the
Proposed Action could potentially result in significant adverse direct
impacts on architectural resources. The Proposed Action in-and-of-itself
is not expected to induce development where it would have not occurred
absent the Proposed Action. It is possible that Prototypical Analysis
Sites may contain privately owned LPC-eligible, S/NR-listed, or S/
NR-eligible historic architectural resources. Therefore, direct impacts
to these historic resources through as-of-right alterations or
demolitions in the future with the Proposed Action cannot be ruled out.
As such, the Proposed Action has the potential to result in significant
adverse direct impacts to privately owned NYCL-eligible, S/NR-eligible,
or S/NR-listed buildings. As there is no mechanism for the City or State
to enforce LPC and/or New York State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO) review of these as-of-right alterations, enlargements, or
demolitions prior to construction, these potential impacts would remain
unmitigated in the future with the Proposed Action.

Construction-Related Impacts

As detailed in Chapter 7, “Historic & Cultural Resources” and
Chapter 20, “Construction,” the Proposed Action has the potential
to result in construction-related impacts to eligible historic resources.
The Proposed Action is not expected to induce development as
compared to the No-Action scenarios. However, retrofits/reconstructions
of existing buildings are expected to occur on eight of the 14 Prototypical
Analysis Sites in the future with the Proposed Action that could be
located within 90 linear feet of NYCL- eligible and/or S/NR-eligible
historic resources. These eligible resources would continue to be
afforded limited protection under DOB regulations applicable to all
buildings located adjacent to construction sites. However, as the
resources are not S/NR-listed or NYCL-designated, or calendared for
designation, they would not be afforded the added special protections
under DOB’s TPPN #10/88. Additional protective measures afforded
under DOB’s TPPN #10/88 would only become applicable if the eligible
resources are calendared or designated in the future prior to the
initiation of construction work. If the eligible resources are not
calendared or designated, however, they would not be subject to TPPN
#10/88, and may therefore be adversely impacted by adjacent
retrofitting work resulting from the Proposed Action.

On sites located within 90 linear feet of eligible historic resources that
are owned or controlled by the City, or that require discretionary
approvals, LPC would review any potential construction-related
impacts to architectural resources and would require that construction
on sites incorporates Construction Protection Plans, pursuant to the
CEQR Technical Manual in order to avoid significant adverse
construction-related impacts. However, on privately owned sites that
do not require discretionary actions within 90 linear feet of eligible
historic resources, there is to mechanism for the City to enforce added
special protections under DOB’s TPPN #10/88, and potential
construction-related impacts would be unmitigated.

Hazardous Materials

The Proposed Action could potentially result in significant adverse
hazardous materials impacts, as the Proposed Action could result in
increased in-ground disturbance in areas where hazardous materials
may be present. As detailed in Chapter 10 of the DEIS, “Hazardous
Materials,” the extent of the effects of hazardous materials are
unknown because of the generic nature of the Proposed Action and

because it is not possible to determine exactly where and to what
extent additional ground disturbance may occur in the future with the
Proposed Action. Without an assessment of specific development sites,
the absence of hazardous materials cannot be definitively
demonstrated. As such, the possibility of impacts related to hazardous
materials cannot be eliminated. The extent of potential impacts is
expected to be limited. However, as development resulting from the
Proposed Action on the Prototypical Analysis Sites would be as-of-
right, there would be no mechanism for the City to conduct or require a
program to test for hazardous materials contamination or to mandate
the remediation of such materials. Therefore, any such impact would
remain unmitigated.

Alternatives
No-Action Alternative

The No-Action Alternative assumes that the Proposed Action is not
implemented. Conditions under this alternative are similar to the
“Future without the Proposed Action (No-Action Condition)” described
in the EIS chapters. Although the No-Action Alternative would
potentially eliminate the adverse effects of the Proposed Action, the
goals and objectives of the Proposed Action would not be met, nor
would the associated benefits be realized. In the No-Action Alternative,
the city’s flood risk will continue to increase with climate change, since
sea level rise will increase the potential height of storm surges. The
New York City Building Code standards that are tied to today’s storm
surge projections may not be sufficient to protect buildings from being
damaged from future storms under the No-Action Alternative. The
No-Action Alternative would not provide clear and simple rules that
treat all buildings in the floodplains as similarly as possible; would not
guide long-term resilient design across New York City’s 1% and 0.2%
annual chance floodplains; and would not prepare the city’s
neighborhoods to withstand future storms.

No Unmitigated Significant Adverse Impacts Alternative

The No Unmitigated Significant Adverse Impacts Alternative examines
a scenario in which components of the Proposed Action are changed in
order to specifically avoid unmitigated significant adverse impacts
associated with the Proposed Action. The potential for unmitigated
significant adverse impacts is, attributed to an increase in in-ground
disturbance on eight of the 14 Prototypical Analysis Sites in the future
with the Proposed Action, as well as as-of-right alterations to potential
NYCL-eligible or privately owned S/NR- eligible or S/NR-listed historic
architectural resources during retrofitting in the future with the
Proposed Action.

As detailed in Chapter 7 of the DEIS, “Historic & Cultural
Resources,” and Chapter 10 of the DEIS, “Hazardous Materials,”
the Proposed Action could lead to incremental in-ground disturbances
on eight of the Prototypical Analysis Sites (Nos. 1, 2, 3, 6,9, 11, 12, and
13). This as-of-right development could occur on sites where
archaeological resources or hazardous materials may be present. As
such, potential significant adverse impacts with respect to
archaeological resources and hazardous materials cannot be eliminated
on these sites.

Conceptual Analysis

As detailed in Chapter 23 of the DEIS, “Conceptual Analysis,” the
Proposed Action would not result in any significant adverse impacts to
any CEQR technical area. The anticipated retrofitting work on the two
Conceptual Analysis Sites would require special permits subject to BSA
approval. Detailed and site-specific analyses of the potential effects of
the anticipated With-Action projects, pursuant to the CEQR Technical
Manual would be made, at the time of the special permit applications
in order to make an impact determination. In its reviews, BSA would
be required to conclude that the proposed buildings meet flood-
resistant construction standards and determine that the other required
findings of the special permits are met. These future special permit
applications, if determined to meet the findings, thereby would not
result in significant adverse impacts to any CEQR technical area,
pursuant to CEQR Technical Manual guidance.

Unavoidable Significant Adverse Impacts

According to the CEQR Technical Manual, unavoidable significant
adverse impacts are those that would occur if a proposed project or
action is implemented regardless of the mitigation employed, or if
mitigation is infeasible. The Proposed Action could result in significant
adverse impacts with respect to historic architectural resources,
archaeological resources, and hazardous materials, as detailed above.
However, as also discussed above, no practicable mitigation measures
were identified that would reduce or eliminate these impacts.
Therefore, the Proposed Action would result in the potential for
unavoidable adverse impacts with respect to historic architectural
resources, archaeological resources, and hazardous materials.

Growth-Inducing Aspects of the Proposed Action

The term “growth-inducing aspects” generally refers to “secondary”
impacts of a proposed action that trigger further development outside
the directly affected area. The CEQR Technical Manual indicates that



4214

THE CITY RECORD

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2020

an analysis of the growth-inducing aspects of a proposed action is
appropriate when the project: (1) adds substantial new land use,
residents, or new employment that could induce additional
development of a similar kind or of support uses, such as retail
establishments to serve new residential uses; and/or (2) introduces or
greatly expands infrastructure capacity (e.g., sewers, central water
supply).

As detailed above, the Proposed Action is a generic action with no defined
development sites. The Proposed Action in-and-of-itself is not expected
to induce development or cause a significant chance in the overall
amount, type, or location of development. The development assumptions
in the No-Action and With-Action scenarios mirror recent development
patterns based on trends between 2012 and 2019. The Proposed Action is
not expected to change the rate of growth in the city’s floodplains, which
is controlled primarily by the supply of developable land and by the local
supply of skilled professionals in the construction industry. The Proposed
Action is not expected to have a substantial effect on the development
potential of sites, nor is it expected to modify the current housing
development rate within the city’s floodplains. As such, the Proposed
Action would not add substantial new land uses, new residents, or new
employment that could induce additional development of a similar kind
or of support uses.

Additionally, the Proposed Action is not expected to negatively affect or
impact the marketability of a building in any single zoning district
over another and thus would not alter general market forces within
any single neighborhood. Furthermore, the Proposed Action would not
greatly expand infrastructure. Therefore, the Proposed Action would
not result in any secondary impacts.

Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources

As detailed in the 2014 CEQR Technical Manual, an irreversible or
irretrievable commitment of resources refers to impacts on or losses to
resources that cannot be recovered or reversed. Examples include

permanent conversion of wetlands and loss of cultural resources, soils,
wildlife, agricultural production, or socioeconomic conditions.
Irreversible is a term that describes the loss of future options. It applies
primarily to the impacts of use of non-renewable resources, such as
minerals or cultural resources, or to those factors, such as soil
productivity, that are renewable only over long periods of time.
Irretrievable is a term that applies to the loss of production, harvest, or
use of natural resources. For example, if farmland is used for a
non-agricultural event, some or all of the agricultural production from
an area of farmland is lost irretrievably while the area is temporarily
used for another purpose. The production lost is irretrievable, but the
action is not irreversible.

Several resources, both natural and built, would be expended in the
construction and operation of any retrofitting work that may result
from the Proposed Action. These resources include building materials
used in construction; energy in the form of natural gas, petroleum
products, and electricity consumed during construction and operation
of buildings; and the human effort required to develop, construct, and
operate various components of any potential development. These
resources are considered irretrievably committed because their reuse
for some other purpose would be impossible or highly unlikely.

As discussed above, the Proposed Action is a generic action with no
defined development sites. The Proposed Action would not significantly
change or increase the rate of growth in the city’s floodplains, which is
controlled primarily by the supply of developable land and by the local
supply of skilled professionals in the construction industry. Any
development, pursuant to that consistent rate of growth would require
consumption of resources.

The Proposed Action constitutes an irreversible and irretrievable
commitment of potential development sites as a land resource, thereby
rendering land use for other purposes infeasible.
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CITYWIDE ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

B NOTICE
OFFICIAL FUEL PRICE ($) SCHEDULE NO. 8636
FUEL OIL AND KEROSENE

gg%VTR. ITI{IEgI. leJI];:IIEJOIL DELIVERY VENDOR CHANGE ($) II;FII?FE)/(I%BOZO
4087216 1.3 #2DULS CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.3896 GAL.
4087216 2.3 #2DULS PICK-UP SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.2849 GAL.
4087216 3.3 #2DULS WINTERIZED CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.5879 GAL.
4087216 4.3 #2DULS WINTERIZED PICK-UP SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.4831 GAL.
4087216 5.3 #1DULS CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE -0016 GAL. 1.6691 GAL.
4087216 6.3 #1DULS PICK-UP SPRAGUE -.0016 GAL. 1.5643 GAL.
4087216 7.3 #2DULS >=80% CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.4174 GAL.
4087216 8.3 #2DULS WINTERIZED CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.7084 GAL.
4087216 9.3 B100 B100<=20% CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE -.0254 GAL. 2.7675 GAL.
4087216 10.3 #2DULS >=80% PICK-UP SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.3126 GAL.
4087216 11.3 #2DULS WINTERIZED PICK-UP SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.6036 GAL.
4087216 12.3 B100 B100 <=20% PICK-UP SPRAGUE -.0254 GAL. 2.6627 GAL.
4087216 13.3 #1DULS >=80% CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE -0016 GAL. 1.6787 GAL.
4087216 14.3 B100 B100 <=20% CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE -.0254 GAL. 2.7764 GAL.
4087216 15.3 #1DULS >=80% PICK-UP SPRAGUE -.0016 GAL. 1.5739 GAL.
4087216 16.3 B100 B100 <=20% PICK-UP SPRAGUE -.0254 GAL. 2.6716 GAL.
4087216 17.3 #2DULS BARGE MTF III & ST. WI SPRAGUE .0051 GAL. 1.3502 GAL.
3687192 1.0 JET FLOYD BENNETT SPRAGUE .0026 GAL. 1.9513 GAL.
3587289 2.0 #4B5 MANHATTAN UNITED METRO .0112 GAL. 1.5605 GAL.
3587289 5.0 #4B5 BRONX UNITED METRO .0112 GAL. 1.5593 GAL.
3587289 8.0 #4B5 BROOKLYN UNITED METRO .0112 GAL. 1.5535 GAL.
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3587289 11.0 #4B5 QUEENS UNITED METRO
3587289 14.0 #4B5 RICHMOND UNITED METRO
3687007 1.0 #2B5 MANHATTAN SPRAGUE
3687007 4.0 #2B5 BRONX SPRAGUE
3687007 7.0 #2B5 BROOKLYN SPRAGUE
3687007 10.0 #2B5 QUEENS SPRAGUE
3687007 13.0 #2B5 RICHMOND SPRAGUE
3687007 #2B5 RACK PICK-UP SPRAGUE
3687007 16.0 #2B10 CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
3687007 17.0 #2B20 CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
NOTE:
4087216 #2DULSB5 95% ITEM 7.3 & CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
5 % ITEM 9.3
4087216 #2DULSB10  90% ITEM 7.3 & CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
10 % ITEM 9.3
4087216 #2DULSB20 80% ITEM 7.3 & CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
20 % ITEM 9.3
4087216 #2DULSB5 95% ITEM 10.3 & PICK-UP SPRAGUE
5% ITEM 12.3
4087216 #2DULSB10 90% ITEM 10.3 & PICK-UP SPRAGUE
10% ITEM 12.3
4087216 #2DULSB20 80% ITEM 10.3 & PICK-UP SPRAGUE
20% ITEM 12.3
4087216 #1DULSB20 80% ITEM 13.3 & CITYWIDE BY TW SPRAGUE
20% ITEM 14.3
4087216 #1DULSB20 80% ITEM 15.3 & PICK-UP SPRAGUE
20% ITEM 16.3
OFFICIAL FUEL PRICE ($) SCHEDULE NO. 8637
FUEL OIL, PRIME AND START
CONTR. ITEM FUEL/OIL
NO. NO. TYPE DELIVERY VENDOR
OFFICIAL FUEL PRICE ($) SCHEDULE NO. 8638
FUEL OIL AND REPAIRS
CONTR. ITEM FUEL/OIL
NO. NO. TYPE DELIVERY VENDOR
20211200451 #2B5 ALL BOROUGHS APPROVED OIL
20211200451 #4B5 ALL BOROUGHS APPROVED OIL
OFFICIAL FUEL PRICE ($) SCHEDULE NO. 8639
GASOLINE
CONTR. ITEM FUEL/OIL
NO. NO. TYPE DELIVERY VENDOR
3787120 1.0 REG UL CITYWIDE BY TW GLOBAL MONTELLO
3787120 2.0 PREM UL CITYWIDE BY TW GLOBAL MONTELLO
3787120 3.0 REGUL PICK-UP GLOBAL MONTELLO
3787120 4.0 PREM UL PICK-UP GLOBAL MONTELLO
3787121 5.0 ES85 (SUMMER) CITYWIDE BY DELIVERY UNITED METRO
NOTE:

.0112
.0112
.0036
.0036
.0036
.0036
.0036
.0036
.0021
-.0010

0036

0021

-.0010

0036

0021

-.0010

-.0064

-.0064

GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
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GAL.

GAL.

GAL.

GAL.

GAL.

GAL.
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GAL.

CHANGE ($)

CHANGE ($)

0036
0112

GAL
GAL

CHANGE ($)

-.0372
-.0691
-.0372
-.0372

0041

1 (A), (B) and (C) Contract 4087216, item 7.3 replaced item 8.3 (Winter Version) effective June 1, 2020

2. As of February 9, 2018, the Bio-Diesel Blender Tax Credit was retroactively reinstated for calendar year 2017. Should the tax credit be
further extended, contractors will resume deducting the tax credit as a separate line item on invoices.

GAL
GAL
GAL
GAL
GAL

1.5588
1.6442
1.3743
1.3633
1.3800
1.3762
1.5406
1.3020
1.5859
1.7137

1.4849

1.5524

1.6874

1.3801

1.4476

1.5826

1.8982

1.7934
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GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.

GAL.(A)

GAL.(B)

GAL.(C)

GAL.(D)

GAL.(E)

GAL.(F)

GAL.

GAL.

PRICE ($)
EFF. 10/19/2020

PRICE ($)
EFF. 10/19/2020

1.6995
1.6938

GAL.(J)
GAL.(K)

PRICE ($)
EFF. 10/19/2020

1.3606
1.4528
1.2956
1.3878
1.8849

GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.
GAL.(G)

3. Federal excise taxes are imposed on taxable fuels, (i.e., gasoline, kerosene, and diesel), when removed from a taxable fuel terminal. This fuel
excise tax does not include Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) tax. LUST tax applies to motor fuels for both diesel and gasoline
invoices. Going forward, LUST Tax will appear as an additional fee at the rate of $0.001 per gallon and will be shown as a separate line item
on your invoice.



4216

THE CITY RECORD

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23, 2020

4. The National Oilheat Research Alliance (NORA) has been extended until February 6, 2029. A related assessment of $.002 per gallon has
been added to the posted weekly fuel prices and will appear as a separate line item on invoices. This fee applies to heating oil only and since
2015 has included #4 heating oil. All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

5. Contract #4087216, effective June 1, 2020, replaces former items (1.2-17.2) on Contract #3987206
6. Due to RIN price adjustments Biomass-based Diesel (2019) is replaced by Biomass-based Diesel (2020) commencing 1/1/2020.

7. Metro Environmental Services, LLC Requirement Contract #: 20201201516/4087084 for Fuel Site Maintenance Services,
Citywide has been registered and Contract is available on DCAS / OCP’s “Requirements Contract” website for Citywide use
as of January 27, 2020. Link to Fuel Site Maintenance Services, Citywide contract via OCP website: https:/mspwvw-dcsocp.
dcas.nycnet/nycprocurement/dmss/asp/RCDetails.asp?vContract=20201201516

8. (D), (E) and (F) Contract 4087216, item 10.3 replaced item 11.3 (Winter Version) effective June 1, 2020
9. (G) Contract 3787121, item 5.0 replaced item 6.0 (Winter Blend) effective April 1, 2020

10. NYC Agencies are reminded to fill their fuel tanks as the end of the fiscal year approaches (June 30th).
11. (J) and (K) Effective October 1, 2020 contract #20211200451 by Approved Oil.

REMINDER FOR ALL AGENCIES:

All entities utilizing DCAS fuel contracts are reminded to pay their invoices on time to avoid interruption of service.

Please send inspection copy of receiving report for all gasoline (E70, UL & PREM) delivered by tank wagon to OCP/Bureau of Quality Assurance

(BQA), 1 Centre Street, 18th Floor, New York, NY 10007.

* 023

|
COMPTROLLER

H NOTICE

THE STATUTES IN SUCH cases made and provided, notice is hereby
given that the Comptroller of the City of New York, will be ready to
pay, at 1 Centre Street, Room 1200, New York, NY 10007 on 10/28/2020
to the person or persons legally entitled an amount as certified to the
Comptroller by the Corporation Counsel on damage parcels, as follows:

Damage

Parcel No Block Lot
16 4746 75
28 4693 22

Acquired in the proceeding entitled: MID-ISLAND BLUEBELT,
PHASE 2 (OAKWOOD BEACH) subject to any liens and
encumbrances of record on such property. The amount advanced shall
cease to bear interest on the specified date above.

Scott M. Stringer
Comptroller

014-27

NOTICE OF ADVANCE PAYMENT OF AWARDS PURSUANT TO
THE STATUTES IN SUCH cases made and provided, notice is hereby
given that the Comptroller of the City of New York, will be ready to
pay, at 1 Centre St., RM 1200, New York, NY 10007 on 11/3/2020 to the
person or persons legally entitled an amount as certified to the
Comptroller by the Corporation Counsel on damage parcels, as follows:

Damage

Parcel No. Block Lot
3,3A 5708 Adjacent to and part of 22
6, 6A 5708 Adjacent to and part of 29

Acquired in the proceeding entitled: Grantwood Avenue subject to
any liens and encumbrances of record on such property. The amount
advanced shall cease to bear interest on the specified date above.

Scott M. Stringer
Comptroller
020-n2

|
HOUSING PRESERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT

H NOTICE

REQUEST FOR COMMENT
REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
CERTIFICATION OF NO HARASSMENT

Notice Date: October 16, 2020

To: Occupants, Former Occupants, and Other
Interested Parties
Property:  Address Application # Inquiry Period
413 9% Avenue, Manhattan  43/2020 June 21, 2004 to
Present
415 9" Avenue, Manhattan  44/2020 June 21, 2004 to
Present

a/k/a 415-417 9* Avenue

Authority: Special Hudson Yards District,

Zoning Resolution §93-90

Before the Department of Buildings can issue a permit for the alteration
or demolition of a multiple dwelling in certain areas designated in the
Zoning Resolution, the owner must obtain a “Certification of No
Harassment” from the Department of Housing Preservation and
Development (“HPD”) stating that there has not been harassment of the
building’s lawful occupants during a specified time period. Harassment
is conduct by an owner that is intended to cause, or does cause, residents
to leave or otherwise surrender any of their legal occupancy rights. It
can include, but is not limited to, failure to provide essential services
(such as heat, water, gas, or electricity), illegally locking out building
residents, starting frivolous lawsuits, and using threats or physical force.

The owner of the building identified above has applied for a
Certification of No Harassment. If you have any comments or
evidence of harassment at this building, please notify HPD at CONH
Unit, 100 Gold Street, 6 Floor, New York, NY 10038 by letter
postmarked not later than 30 days from the date of this notice or by
an in-person statement made within the same period. To schedule an
appointment for an in-person statement, please call (212) 863-5277 or
(212) 863-8211.

For the decision on the Certification of No Harassment Final
Determination please visit our website at www.hpd.nyc.gov or
call (212) 863-8266.

PETICION DE COMENTARIO
SOBRE UNA SOLICITUD PARA UN
CERTIFICACION DE NO ACOSO

Fecha de October 16, 2020

notificacion:

Para: Inquilinos, Inquilinos Anteriores, y Otras
Personas Interesadas

Propiedad: Direccion: Solicitud #: Periodo de

consulta:

413 9t Avenue, 43/2020 June 21, 2004 to
Manhattan Present
415 9% Avenue, 44/2020 June 21, 2004 to
Manhattan Present
a/k/a 415-417
9t Avenue.

Autoridad: Special Hudson Yards District, Zoning

Resolution Cédigo Administrativo §93-90
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Antes de que el Departamento de Edificios pueda ecisio un permiso
para la alteracién o demolicién de una vivienda ecision de ocupacién
de cuartos individuales, el propietario debe obtener una “Certificacion
de No Acoso” del Departamento de Preservacion y Desarrollo de la
Vivienda (“HPD”) que indique que tiene no haber sido hostigado

a los ocupantes legales del edificio durante un periodo de tiempo
especificado. El acoso es una conducta por parte de un dueio de edificio
que pretende causar, o causa, que los ecision se vayan o renuncien a
cualquiera de sus derechos legales de ocupacién. Puede incluir, entre
otros, no proporcionar servicios esenciales (como calefaccion, agua, gas
o electricidad), bloquear ilegalmente a los ecision del edificio, iniciar
demandas frivolas y ecision amenazas o fuerza fisica.

El duetio del edificio identificado anteriormente ha solicitado una
Certificacion de No Acoso. Si tiene algin comentario o evidencia de
acoso en este edificio, notifique a HPD al CONH Unit, 100 Gold
Street, 6 Floor, New York, NY 10038 por carta con matasellos

no mas tarde que 30 dias después de la fecha de este aviso o por una
declaracién en persona realizada dentro del mismo periodo. Para hacer
una cita para una declaracion en persona, llame al (212) 863-5277 o
(212) 863-8211.

Para conocer la ecision final sobre la Certificacion de No Acoso, visite
nuestra pagina web en www.hpd.nyc.gov o llame al (212) 863-8266.

015-23
REQUEST FOR COMMENT
REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
CERTIFICATION OF NO HARASSMENT
Notice Date: October 16, 2020
To: Occupants, Former Occupants, and Other Interested
Parties

Application # Inquiry Period

45/2020 September 24, 2005
to Present

Property: Address

437 West 43 Street,
Manhattan

Authority: Special Clinton District, Zoning Resolution §96-110

Before the Department of Buildings can issue a permit for the
alteration or demolition of a multiple dwelling in certain areas
designated in the Zoning Resolution, the owner must obtain a
“Certification of No Harassment” from the Department of Housing
Preservation and Development (“HPD”) stating that there has not
been harassment of the building’s lawful occupants during a specified
time period. Harassment is conduct by an owner that is intended to
cause, or does cause, residents to leave or otherwise surrender any of
their legal occupancy rights. It can include, but is not limited to, failure
to provide essential services (such as heat, water, gas, or electricity),
illegally locking out building residents, starting frivolous lawsuits, and
using threats or physical force.

The owner of the building identified above has applied for a Certification
of No Harassment. If you have any comments or evidence of harassment
at this building, please notify HPD, at CONH Unit, 100 Gold Street,
6% Floor, New York, NY 10038, by letter postmarked not later than
30 days from the date of this notice or by an in-person statement made
within the same period. To schedule an appointment for an in-person
statement, please call (212) 863-5277 or (212) 863-8211.

For the decision on the Certification of No Harassment Final
Determination please visit our website at www.hpd.nyc.gov or
call 212-863-8266.

PETICION DE COMENTARIO
SOBRE UNA SOLICITUD PARA UN
CERTIFICACION DE NO ACOSO

Fecha de notificacion: October 16, 2020

Para: Inquilinos, Inquilinos Anteriores, y Otras Personas
Interesadas
Propiedad: Direccidon: Solicitud #: Periodo de
consulta:
437 West 43 Street, 45/2020 September 24, 2005
Manhattan to Present

Autoridad: Special Clinton District District, Zoning Resolution
Coédigo Administrativo §96-110

Antes de que el Departamento de Edificios pueda conceder un permiso
para la alteracién o demoliciéon de una vivienda multiple de ocupacién
de cuartos individuales, el propietario debe obtener una “Certificacién
de No Acoso” del Departamento de Preservacion y Desarrollo de la
Vivienda (“HPD”) que indique que tiene no haber sido hostigado

a los ocupantes legales del edificio durante un periodo de tiempo
especificado. El acoso es una conducta por parte de un duefio de edificio

que pretende causar, o causa, que los residentes se vayan o renuncien

a cualquiera de sus derechos legales de ocupacién. Puede incluir, entre
otros, no proporcionar servicios esenciales (como calefaccién, agua, gas
o electricidad), bloquear ilegalmente a los residentes del edificio, iniciar
demandas frivolas y utilizar amenazas o fuerza fisica.

El duerio del edificio identificado anteriormente ha solicitado una
Certificacién de No Acoso. Si tiene algin comentario o evidencia de
acoso en este edificio, notifique a HPD al CONH Unit, 100 Gold
Street, 6®* Floor, New York, NY 10038 por carta con matasellos

no mas tarde que 30 dias después de la fecha de este aviso o por una
declaracion en persona realizada dentro del mismo periodo. Para hacer
una cita para una declaracion en persona, llame al (212) 863-5277 o
(212) 863-8211.

Para conocer la decision final sobre la Certificacién de No Acoso, visite
nuestra pagina web en www.hpd.nye.gov o llame al (212) 863-8266.

016-26
REQUEST FOR COMMENT

REGARDING AN APPLICATION FOR A
CERTIFICATION OF NO HARASSMENT

Notice Date: October 16, 2020

To: Occupants, Former Occupants, and Other Interested

Parties

Property: Address Application # Inquiry Period
102 West 123 Street, 54/2020 August 25, 2017
Manhattan to Present
130 West 119 Street, 38/2020 September 9,
Manhattan 2017 to Present
132 Quincy Street, 55/2020 August 25, 2017
Brooklyn to Present
1011 Lincoln Place, 35/2020 August 26, 2017
Brooklyn to Present
175 Halsey Street, 36/2020 September 2,
Brooklyn 2017 to Present

Authority: SRO, Administrative Code §27-2093

Before the Department of Buildings can issue a permit for the
alteration or demolition of a single room occupancy multiple dwelling,
the owner must obtain a “Certification of No Harassment” from the
Department of Housing Preservation and Development (“HPD”) stating
that there has not been harassment of the building’s lawful occupants
during a specified time period. Harassment is conduct by an owner
that is intended to cause, or does cause, residents to leave or otherwise
surrender any of their legal occupancy rights. It can include, but is not
limited to, failure to provide essential services (such as heat, water, gas,
or electricity), illegally locking out building residents, starting frivolous
lawsuits, and using threats or physical force.

The owner of the building identified above has applied for a Certification
of No Harassment. If you have any comments or evidence of harassment
at this building, please notify HPD, at CONH Unit, 100 Gold Street,
6% Floor, New York, NY 10038, by letter postmarked not later than

30 days from the date of this notice or by an in-person statement made
within the same period. To schedule an appointment for an in-person
statement, please call (212) 863-5277 or (212) 863-8211.

For the decision on the Certification of No Harassment Final
Determination please visit our website at, www.hpd.nyc.gov, or
call (212) 863-8266.

PETICION DE COMENTARIO
SOBRE UNA SOLICITUD PARA UN
CERTIFICACION DE NO ACOSO

October 16, 2020

Inquilinos, Inquilinos Anteriores, y Otras Personas
Interesadas

Propiedad: Direccidén:

Fecha de notificacion:

Para:

Solicitud #: IPeriodo de

consulta:
102 West 123 Street,  54/2020 August 25,2017
Manhattan to Present
130 West 119% Street,  38/2020 September 9,
Manhattan 2017 to Present
132 Quincy Street, 55/2020 August 25, 2017
Brooklyn to Present
1011 Lincoln Place, 35/2020 August 26, 2017
Brooklyn to Present
175 Halsey Street, 36/2020 September 2,
Brooklyn 2017 to Present
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Autoridad: SRO, Cédigo Administrativo §27-2093

Antes de que el Departamento de Edificios pueda conceder un permiso
para la alteracion o demolicion de una vivienda multiple de ocupacion
de cuartos individuales, el propietario debe obtener una “Certificacion
de No Acoso” del Departamento de Preservacion y Desarrollo de la
Vivienda (“HPD”) que indique que tiene no haber sido hostigado

a los ocupantes legales del edificio durante un periodo de tiempo
especificado. El acoso es una conducta por parte de un duerio de edificio
que pretende causar, o causa, que los residentes se vayan o renuncien
a cualquiera de sus derechos legales de ocupacién. Puede incluir, entre
otros, no proporcionar servicios esenciales (como calefaccién, agua, gas
o electricidad), bloquear ilegalmente a los residentes del edificio, iniciar
demandas frivolas y utilizar amenazas o fuerza fisica.

El duertio del edificio identificado anteriormente ha solicitado una
Certificacién de No Acoso. Si tiene algin comentario o evidencia de
acoso en este edificio, notifique a HPD al CONH Unit, 100 Gold
Street, 6 Floor, New York, NY 10038 por carta con matasellos no
mas tarde que 30 dias después de la fecha de este aviso o por una
declaracion en persona realizada dentro del mismo periodo. Para hacer
una cita para una declaracion en persona, llame al (212) 863-5277 o
(212) 863-8211.

Para conocer la decision final sobre la Certificacion de No
Acoso, visite nuestra pagina web en www.hpd.nyc.gov o llame al
(212) 863-8266.

016-26

MAYOR’S OFFICE OF CONTRACT SERVICES

B NOTICE

Notice of Intent to Issue New Solicitation(s) Not Included in FY 2021
Annual Contracting Plan and Schedule

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Mayor will be issuing the
following solicitation(s) not included in the FY 2021 Annual
Contracting Plan and Schedule that is published, pursuant to New
York City Charter § 312(a):

Agency: Department of Sanitation

Description of services sought: Maintain and Repair the truck scales
and container weighing systems, at DSNY transfer facilities;

Start date of the proposed contract: 7/1/2021

End date of the proposed contract: 6/30/2026

Method of solicitation the agency, intends to utilize: Competitive Sealed
Bid

Personnel in substantially similar titles within agency: None
Headcount of personnel in substantially similar titles within agency: 0

- 023

MAYOR'’S OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL
COORDINATION

H NOTICE

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW

Governors Island Corporation, doing business as The Trust for
Governors Island, is seeking discretionary approvals that would enable
up to 4.5 million gross square feet of development on the South Island
(the section of the Island south of Division Road). The proposed density
of development is intended to create a critical mass of active uses that
would enliven the Island for 24/7 year-round usage and support the
maintenance of the Island’s open space and landscapes as well as the
historic buildings on the North Island. This increase in density would
also help finance improvements to infrastructure, including additional
ferry service and expanded access.

The Proposed Actions include zoning text and map amendments

and potential approval of capital funding. Specifically, the Special
Governors Island District would be expanded to cover the entire Island
and create new controls pertaining to the South Island. The underlying
zoning for the South Island would be changed to a C4-1 mid-density
commercial district, while the zoning for the North Island would

remain R3-2. The Special Governors Island District controls applicable
to the North Island would remain unchanged. The proposed zoning
framework applicable to the South Island would provide controls

for future development and facilitate the preservation and use of
recreational open space on the South Island.

Redevelopment of the Island was previously analyzed in two
documents:

o Final Generic Environmental Impact Statement for the Phased
Redevelopment of Governors Island, issued by the Office of the
Deputy Mayor for Economic Development (ODMED) in
December 2011 (the 2011 Final Generic Environmental Impact
Statement [FGEIS]). The 2011 FGEIS analyzed potential future
development of the Island as follows: Phase 1 (2013), which
comprised park and open space development now completed and
the Later Phases (through 2030), which included subsequent
phases of development. The Later Phases—Park and Public
Space development consisted of proposed open space
development established in a Park and Public Space Master Plan
(the 2010 Park and Public Space Master Plan) developed by the
Trust with significant public input. The Later Phases—Island
Redevelopment included two components: redevelopment of the
North Island Historic Structures and development within two
designated South Island Development Zones.

o Final Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement
for the Phased Redevelopment of Governors Island, issued by the
ODMED on May 23, 2013 (2013 FSGEIS). The 2013 FSGEIS
analyzed the creation of the Special Governors Island District on
the North Island; the reuse and reactivation of approximately 1.2
million square feet (sf) of space on the North Island, in addition
to the 176,000 sf already in use in 2013; and the completion of
the 2010 Park and Public Space Master Plan. In addition, a new
structure was contemplated on the open area north of Building
110, immediately west of Soissons Landing (the Soissons
Concession Site). Ferry service seven days per week to support
the uses in the reactivated buildings and the expanded park and
public spaces was also anticipated. The 2013 FSGEIS also
considered the development of the two Development Zones by
2030 based on generic development programs (a university
research option and a mixed-use option including faculty and
student housing and offices uses) since there were no specific
development plans or proposals for those areas. The overall floor
area was anticipated to be three million sf for the entire Island.

As anticipated in both the 2011 FGEIS and the 2013 FSGEIS, the
Second Supplemental Generic Environmental Impact Statement
(SSGEIS) considers the potential impacts of the proposed development
of the Eastern and Western Development Zones (the Proposed Project)
and accessory actions in the context of the previously approved and
developed park and public spaces as well as the previously approved
renovation and reactivation of the North Island.

The Notice of Completion and the Draft Second Supplemental

Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DSSGEIS) for the Phased
Redevelopment of Governors Island — South Island Development
Zones were issued by the New York City Office of the Deputy Mayor for
Housing and Economic Development (ODMHED, formerly ODMED) on
October 15, 2020, which marked the beginning of the public comment
period on this document. A public hearing on the DSSGEIS will be
held in conjunction with the public hearing on the associated Uniform
Land Use Review Procedure (ULURP) applications at a date to be
announced later.

Written comments on the DSSGEIS are requested and will be received
and considered by the Lead Agency during the public comment period
which runs from October 15, 2020 through ten days after the DSSGEIS
public hearing. Please send comments to:

Mayor’s Office of Environmental Coordination
Denise Pisani, Deputy Director

100 Gold Street, 2nd Floor

New York, NY 10038

Phone: (212) 788-6835

Email: dpisani@cityhall.nyc.gov

The Notice of Completion and the DSSGEIS may be obtained by
any member of the public from the website of the Mayor’s Office
of Environmental Coordination at: https://www1.nyc.gov/site/oec/
environmental-quality-review/11DMEO007M.page.

This notice is issued pursuant to Part 617, Article 8 (State
Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental
Conservation Law.

Project Contact:

021-23
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CHANGES IN PERSONNEL

BOARD OF ELECTION POLL WORKERS
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE

NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
YERIAZARIAN ANDREA A 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YESKEL DAVID 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YESMIN TAHIRA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YESSAAD FEDELA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YEUNG WESLEY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YEWMAN SAMANTHA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YIT SIERRA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YNFANTE FELIX 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOFTAHIE EREBKA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOON YE-NEE 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YORN CARY M 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG ALYSON M 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG ANINA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
BOARD OF ELECTION POLL WORKERS
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
YOUNG GRACELYN S 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG HANNAH 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG JOHNNY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG KATHERIN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG LINDSAY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG MARCUS 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG NOLAN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNG WILLIAM L 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YOUNGBLOOD NATHAN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/25/20 300
YOURCH PEYTON 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/24/20 300
YOWELL HANNA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YU MICHAEL 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YU TITI 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YUDELL MICHAEL 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YUNG DONALD 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YUNG STEPHANI 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
YURACHEK EMILY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZABINSKY KATE 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAFAR SUNDAS 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAJDMAN JOSHUA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZALK DAVID 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZALUTSKY SAM 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAMPAGLIONE ANNAROSA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZANGRILLI MARK 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZANGWILL RHONDA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAPICCHI VINCENT A 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/25/20 300
ZARAGOZA JENNA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAUDER GAIL 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZAUNER MICHELLE 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZEICHNER MARTIN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZEICHNER NAOMI 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZEIDMAN JAMIE N 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZEIGLER CASSAUND 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZEITER ANDREW 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZELLMER KRISTIN V 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZENGEL GERARD V 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZERVAS IRINI D 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZERVOS TOMMY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHANG ANDREW 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHANG MANDY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHANG MARY M 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHOU HELEN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHOU KAREN 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHOU LILY 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZHOU SELENA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZIMMER ANTHONY J 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZIMMERMANN SUSIE N 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZINMAN ALI 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZITSMAN TOBIAS 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZUCKER CLAIRE 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
ZUCKERGOOD SAMANTHA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
BOARD OF ELECTION POLL WORKERS
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
ZWERLING CARA 9POLL $1.0000 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 300
GUTTMAN COMMUNITY COLLEGE
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
HUSSAIN HANIFA 10102 $23.5700 RESIGNED YES 02/01/20 462

COMMUNITY COLLEGE (BRONX)
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20

4219

TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
ADAMS KENNETH G 04314  $162256.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/15/20 463
ADEBOLA ADIJAT 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 08/06/20 463
BEGA ANETA 04294 $92.7200 APPOINTED YES 08/10/20 463
BERNARD VIRGENA 04024  $111011.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
BRANDON AVERY 04071 $69817.0000 INCREASE YES 07/01/20 463
BROWN ALLANA M 04293 $67.5840 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 463
CAMPAGNA GRACE 04008 $85162.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
COLEMAN DELROY 04294 $77.4500 APPOINTED YES 06/03/20 463
CRUZ CARLOS 04607 $168.9600 APPOINTED YES 06/21/20 463
ELY BRANDON P 04688 $50.5200 APPOINTED YES 08/06/20 463
FISHER TERESA 04606 $182.1600 APPOINTED YES 06/21/20 463
GANNON MAUREEN 04108  $121852.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
HABEEB CHARLYN M 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 08/17/20 463
HABEEB CHARLYN M 04008 $85162.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 463
HARRIS KENYA D 04108 $121852.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/26/20 463
KELLEY-WILLIAMS JEANINE 04108  $117466.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
KOSSAK ROMAN 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
LANDAU MAIDA S 04024 $69003.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 463
LEIBMAN GEORGE 04024  $104260.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
MAZZATENTA CLAUDIO 04108  $121852.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
RAWLS SHANELL 04008 $85162.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 463
ROSARIO SUSAN 04099 $62825.0000 INCREASE YES 09/15/19 463
SHABAZZ ALNISA 04008 $93791.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463
SHADDAI JEAN L 04008 $87762.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 463

COMMUNITY COLLEGE (QUEENSBORO)
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20

TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
ALIMARAS PETER G 04108 $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
ALVES KATHLEEN 04686 $54.6700 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464
ANSANI ANTONELL 04108  $121852.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
ASSER STUART M 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
CHANG JOANNE C 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
CONEY TIMOTHY D 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 07/31/20 464
CONEY TIMOTHY D 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 02/14/20 464
EDLIN MARGOT A 04108  $108681.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
ELLIS LORENA 04108 $60926.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
FARDOUSH ASHWAK 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 07/28/20 464
GEORGE JOEL v 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 07/31/20 464
HEREDIA JORGE L 04802 $39485.0000 INCREASE NO  08/17/20 464
JACOBOWITZ SUSAN 04108  $108681.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
KATZ ZIVAH PE 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
KELLY NANCY 04293 $238.4910 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 464
KING CAROLYN 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
KINNEARY PATRICIA 04024 $94542.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
LIN MAAN 04024  $104260.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
LYNCH TIMOTHY G 04701  $198000.0000 DECREASE YES 08/16/20 464
MANGINO CHRISTIN 04319  $270000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 464
MILLER-SMALL FRANKLIN R 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 04/09/20 464
MURLEY JEAN 04108  $108681.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
NGUYEN ANDREW V 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
PALMER SANDRA S 04702  $167327.0000 DECREASE YES 08/16/20 464
PELLER MARSHALL I 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 464
PETERSEN JOAN 04108  $108681.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
PEYER VALERIE M 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464
RAO RAHUL P 91650 $280.0000 RESIGNED NO  07/25/20 464
RUDNICK STEVEN 04294 $156.4650 RESIGNED YES 05/23/20 464
SHAHAR JED 04686 $54.6700 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464
SMITH KERRI-AN 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
SMITH LAKERSHA L 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
SYED HABIBEH 04167 $51307.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/19/20 464
TILLEY BRIGITTE 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464
TRAVER AMY 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
VISONI GILMAR E 04108 $117466.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
WANG SHIANG-K 04314  $155000.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 464
WHITE SYBIL 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464
YE WEIER 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 464
YE WEIER 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/20/20 464

COMMUNITY COLLEGE (KINGSBORO)
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20

TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
BROCKMAN PAUL 04294 $139.0800 RESIGNED YES 08/15/20 465
KIRK DONNA 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 465
LEWIS DENISE 04689 $55.6000 APPOINTED YES 06/17/20 465
MCHUGH LINDA D 10102 $15.6100 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 465
NAPOLI PHYLLIS 10102 $15.6300 RETIRED YES 08/22/20 465
SCANLON DENNIS 04294 $90.6638 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 465
SIDMAN DANIEL G 04167 $54369.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/28/20 465
VALENTE NICHOLAS 04802 $37172.0000 TRANSFER  NO  10/28/19 465
WEYERBACHER ALEXIS A 04625 $40.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/19/20 465
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COMMUNITY COLLEGE (MANHATTAN) COMMUNITY COLLEGE (MANHATTAN)
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
ABOITE PAULE 04294 $112.1391 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 PRIOLEAU FATIMA Y 04090 $51854.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466
ABRAMOVITCH ILANA 04294 $63.3713 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 QUIDEAU FLORENCE 04008 $85162.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/26/20 466
AHMED MOSTAQUE 04090 $54491.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 RADELL THADDEUS 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466
ALEXANDER CECIL 04294 $56.0695 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 RAJENDRAN KHUSHMAN 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466
ALLEN DAVID T 04108 §$101572.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 RANDOLPH SUSANNA N 04254 $58.3055 APPOINTED ~YES 08/16/20 466
ARISA MIGUEL 04008  $58812.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 REILLY ROBERT ~J 04008  $81855.0000 RETIRED  YES 08/26/20 466
ASLANIAN YEGHIA 04024  $111011.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466 RICHARDSON RUBY 04294 $19.7768 APPOINIED  YES 08/16/20 466
AZHAR MOHAMMAD 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 RIVERA MARILYN 04294 $85.7074 APPOINTED  YES 08/16/20 466
BAH DJENABOU 10102 §15.6100 APPOINTED YES 07/01/20 466 ROANE WILLIAM M 04096  $82709.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466
BARKER JOEL 04108  $101572.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 igﬁ? i?;:EN N gigg: ssi::z;g;; iiigizgg 522 g:ﬁgﬁg :gi
BEALER TRACY L 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 .
BEAUMONT JOHN 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 igg?; gﬁmw gjgg: $88::222:2 igsﬁfg:i]} gz g:;ig;;g :gg
BEAUPIERRE ELSIE M 04008  $55826.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 SAGNA BAKARY 04294 $79:4970 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
BLOUNT-HILL KWAN-LAM 04293 $63.5977 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 SALAS REMYSELL 04294 §112.1391 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
BONIFACIO AYENDY J 04008  $74621.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/26/20 466 SALM SARAH 04201 $82.2605 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
BONNA MICHELE A 04294 $70.0869 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 SANBORN JUSTINE K 04294 $70.0869 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
BORCK C BAY 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 SEYAM LAMTAA 04090  §54491.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466
BOSTICK EDWARD 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466 SIMS BRETT A 04108 $117466.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466
BUJUPAJ ABEDIN 04294 $56.0695 APPOINTED ~ YES 08/16/20 466 SOLORIO CHRISTY 04008  $85162.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466
CARLSON LYNDA 04108  $121852.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466 S0TO JUNE R 04008  $93791.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466
CARRASCO JOSE D 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 SPEVACK HAROLD M 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466
CARRERA JUNCO  INES M 04090 $51854.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 STRAUSS JILL 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466
CARSON MARGARET 04024 $91030.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 STROYE SHARON 04294 $140.1832 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
CASTRO NUNES FI MIGUEL 04024 $85162.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 VARDERI ALEJANDR 04291 $95.0706 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
CHENG TZU-WEN 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 WALKER-ANDERSON MISHKA-S Y 04008  $71112.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466
CRAMER MICHAEL 04292 $230.7656 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 WALSH JAMES P 04294 $60.6689 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
DELUCA ANTOINET A 04008  $55826.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 WEINMAN ALAN 04294 $112.1391 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
DERBYSHIRE NANCY 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 WELZ GARY L 04294 $139.6003 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
DREWES WILLIAM H 04293 $63.5977 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 WHITNEY ELIZABET 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466
FARIAS CHRISTIN M 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 WICKSTROM LAUREN 04108 $98056.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466
FARIAS MERCEDES M 04601 $30.5700 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 WILLIAMS ELLA A 04294 $140.1832 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
FERNANDEZ ROMER JOSE A 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 WONGCHANAPAI PARADORN 04294 $70.0869 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466
YUMAK SUMEYRA 04024  $85162.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466
COMMUNITY COLLEGE (MANHATTAN) ZOGLIN PAUL 04008  $55826.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
TITLE COMMUNITY COLLEGE (HOSTOS)
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
FRASER KYLE A 04204 $56.0695 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 TITLE
GALLINA EPIFANIA R 04294 $168.2086 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 NAME NUM___ SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
eIL DANIEL A 04090 $54491.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 ALBINO RODRIGUE RAMON A 04686 $66.9700 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
GILKEN JENNIFER M 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 :iﬁg::iSHI :EEiN ? igigg :i:'gigg iiig:ﬁ:ig §§§ g:;gi;;g :gz
GORDON ITISHA C 04844  $39327.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/16/20 466 ARTAS LUIS 10102 $16:8100 APFOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
GRASSO JOHN J 04294 §121.3378 APPOINTED  YES 08/16/20 466 AVERY JOSEPHIN R 04688 $55.6000 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
GREENWALD PETER F 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 AYOUB MINA M 04689 §44.6900 APPOINTED YES 06/01/20 468
GUILAMO-ADDISON DALY 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 BABEKRT EL HASSA 04096 $59239.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 468
GUIRGUIS RUTH V 04024  $85162.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 BAEZ JOSELYN N 04293 $206.6924 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 468
HAMAMI TARIQ 04294 $66.1350 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 BAKER WILLIAM 04685 $60.6100 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
HARO JOSE A 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 BALIRAM RAMKUMAR 04687 $54.8400 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
HERATH ANURADHA K 04294 $174.9164 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 BARRAN ALANA 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
HERNANDEZ JOEL 04108  $117466.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 BECKERMAN JOAN 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
HILL AYAN 04008  $85162.0000 APPOINTED ~YES 08/26/20 466 BENITEZ ADRIAN 04687 $60.1700 APPOINTED YES 06/06/20 468
HOFF JAMES D 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 BOOTH JR ANTHONY M 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
HOUSER GREGORY A 04294 $70.0869 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 BOUDA ABDOUL R 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
HUTCHESON JOSEPH G 04090 $54491.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 BRANDAO JAIME B 04689 $50.5200 APPOINTED YES 06/06/20 468
IYENGAR REVATHI 04008 $85162.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 466 BURRUS CHARLES 04686 $56.8500 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
KEE LORI A 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 BUSTELO JOSE G 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
KERNIS NEIL I 04008  $71112.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 CAMINITI CHRISTIA R 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
LANG DAVID 04294 $174.5121 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 CORRO CAMPOS  JAVIER J 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
LEAMY JENNIFER R 04294 $174.5121 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 CORTEZ BRISEIDA 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
LESCH ANNE M 04294 $112.1391 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 DARLING GREGORY J 04687 $60.1700 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
LEWIS PAULA 04008 $81647.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 DICK MISHAEL E 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
LI SISI 04294 $158.4388 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 DIMARZIO PAOLA 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
LIU CHANG-HA 04294 $58.3055 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 GASSAMA OULEYE 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
LONGLEY JENNIFER M 04024  $85162.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 GENZALE ANN M 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
LOPEZ-JANTZEN  NICOLE 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 GOMEZ -RAMOS DENISE C 04075  $91030.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 468
MACCHIAVELLO  CARLA 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 GONZALEZ KATTIRIA M 04008  $85162.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/26/20 468
MALEKAR SHAMIRA S 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 GONZALEZ WILLIAM J 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
MATARESE MAUREEN 04108  $105125.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 GREEN JOHN-MAR N 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED  YES 06/01/20 468
MEDINA DANIELA M 04294 $168.2086 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 GRISHINA IRINA 04687 $54.8400 APPOINTED  YES 07/13/20 468
MEZA BERNSTEIN CAMILA F 04294 $29.9038 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 HANS AUDRA L 04687 §50.6900 APPOINTED YRS (07/13/20 468
NOKAL PRAJAKTA L 04294 $168.2086 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 HERRERA PEREZ  ORLANDO 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
wHwUZA W D oiz  Su0.le3 aommmd ves os/16/0 dss | MIRSCH LA GBS 65700 AoDmm WIS O1/53/20 468
EﬁigA §2¥3E A gi;gz s:gii;i‘gggg ;g:gf;iin zzz g:;ig;;g :gg ITHIER-STERLING THELMA 04688 $50.5200 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
' IVANOVA ANNA 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
NEBIA JULIA 04254 §58.3055 APPOINTED ~ YES 08/16/20 466 JINES BRANDON L 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
NOSSA GEORGE A 04090  $56597.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 KABA TOUNKARA 10102 $16.5600 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
ONEY CHRISTIN 04607 $127.1953 APPOINTED ~ YES 08/16/20 466 KELZOUGANA SOULEYMA M 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
PAGANO DUANE 04294 $56.0695 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 KLEEMAN LAURA 04688 $55.6000 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
PASTUKHOV SEMCH YEVGENIY 04294 $168.2086 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 KYEMTORE AMDIYA A 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
PATTERSON GLENFORD L 04294 $116.6109 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 LAMOURT-RIVERA JOSHOAN 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
PECK RASHELLE 04008  $68476.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 LEE JUNGHANG 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
PELLED DANIELLE 04294 $56.0695 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 LONGSWORTH SOPHIA C 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
PENG CHUN-YI 04024 $88099.0000 INCREASE YES 08/26/20 466 LOPEZ LOPEZ NATALY A 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
PEREZ JANINA  C 04294 $168.2086 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 MANGINO CHRISTIN 04702  $180629.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 468
PODLAS MARK 04017 $50158.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 466 MARGULIES AMOS J 04689 $44.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
POTTAYIL RAJENDRA 04090  $51854.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/26/20 466 MC NALLY EDWARD R 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468
POUQUET FLORE M 04294 $112.1391 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 466 MEADOWS SYLVESTE O 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468
PRIANO CHRISTIN 04024  $88099.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/26/20 466 MORALES JONATHAN 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 06/06/20 468
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COMMUNITY COLLEGE (HOSTOS) TSANG SAU WAN 1003B $97620.0000 RETIRED YES 07/07/20 740
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 TSERING DOLMA 40610 $56150.0000 APPOINTED NO  06/16/19 740
TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY DEPARTMENT OF PROBATION
MURPHY JOHN B 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 06/06/20 468 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
OBINECHE ONYINYEC W 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 TITLE
OKWOROGWO CHUKWUDI J 04687 $52.7300 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
OLANA ELIZABET 04688 $55.6000 APPOINTED YES 06/01/20 468 CASEY JENNIFER L 51810 $53416.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/21/20 781
OLIVO ARIANNA V 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 FORDE RONNIE J 51810 $52824.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/14/20 781
OPOKU-AGYEMANG BARBARA 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 HENRY JENNIFER 51810 $53948.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/17/20 781
OUANGO BOINZEMW 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 PINSON MITCHELL J 51810 $52824.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/29/20 781
OUEDRAOGO RASSAMBN I 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 YOUNG ISREAL 1002C $70138.0000 DECEASED  NO  08/24/20 781
PELICOT LUIS J 04686 $66.9700 APPOINTED YES 06/01/20 468
PUELLO MIGUELIN 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 HOUSING PRESERVATION & DVLPMNT
RAMKISSOON CHRISTOP A 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
REYES RUSSI RODY A 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 TITLE
RIBOT GILDRED M 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
ROCHE ORLANDO 04017 $47814.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 468 ABDELHADY HASSAN M 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
RODRIGUEZ SANTO CHRISLEI M 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 ABLIAMITOV AIDER 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
ROJAS KAREN 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 CRUZ ROBERT A 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
RYERSBACH MARGA 04687 $52.7300 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 DYER JAMAL A 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
SANABRIA KIM 04108  $133676.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 468 HAIDER MAIRAJ 22507 $77250.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 806
SANCHEZ DE LOS RAYNEL F 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 HOWARD KAWANA S 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
SINADINSE ANTONIO P 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 JARADAT LISA 1002F $85847.0000 APPOINTED YES 06/15/20 806
SOSSOU TCHATCHA RODOLPHE 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 LUCAS ALVIN G 56058 $54100.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 806
SUAREZ LUCIA 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 MARZAN SABRINA 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
TACKIE-YARBOI ~ NYOMOR-D O 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 MONROE ALEXIS T 56057 $47393.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/22/20 806
TAJBHAI AMINA H 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 PATEL RAMESH R 34202 $96611.0000 RETIRED NO  08/19/20 806
TOURE AMINATA M 10102 $15.6100 APPOINTED YES 08/01/20 468 POLLACK MIRIAM 30087 $79552.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 806
VALLE VICTOR 90698 $232.0000 RETIRED NO 08/16/20 468 RAGHONATH SIRI K 80112 $73002.0000 RETIRED NO  08/26/20 806
VAZQUEZ ANGEL A 04688 $50.5200 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 RAMOS MIGUEL A 13621 $84362.0000 APPOINTED YES 04/26/20 806
WANAMAKER LAUREN M 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 RANADE ADITYA 30087  $105000.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 806
WHITE DEBORAH N 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 SPROTTE KRISTEN N 56058 $66413.0000 RESIGNED YES 07/28/20 806
YOON YONEJUNG 04687 $50.6900 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 TOMLINSON DESMOND 10026  $116621.0000 RETIRED NO 12/01/18 806
YU EUN-YOUN 04687 $52.7300 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 VAZQUEZ EILEEN F 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
ZUCKER ELYSE R 04686 $54.6700 APPOINTED YES 07/13/20 468 WATSON TRAVIS J 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
WIGGINS WAYNE 31670 $53563.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 806
COMMUNITY COLLEGE (LAGUARDIA)
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 DEPARTMENT OF BUILDINGS
TITLE FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY TITLE
ADAMS KENNETH 04319  $270000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 469 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
ALMONTE RAMON 04625 $40.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/03/20 469 AHMED AYAZ 31622 $61800.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 810
BERMUDEZ GUSTAVO A 04844 $49909.0000 RESIGNED  NO  04/22/20 469 ALAFOYIANNIS LAMBRINI 22410 $80892.0000 PROMOTED  NO  07/19/20 810
BIMBI DAVID S 04685 $63.0400 APPOINTED YES 07/01/20 469 ALMONTE RAMON E 10209 $17.3000 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 810
CACERES DE FREI EMMA 10102 $17.5600 RETIRED YES 07/02/19 469 FARAG IRIN I 22405 $65000.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/14/20 810
GAUL YVONNE 04979  $110000.0000 INCREASE YES 08/02/20 469 FERGUSON CHERYL D 10251 $49276.0000 RETIRED NO  08/25/20 810
KAZMI SYED ALI M 10102 $15.8100 APPOINTED YES 07/01/20 469 GILBRIDE JOSEPH M 50104  $113129.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/14/20 810
KNAUER CARON 04625 $92.7200 APPOINTED YES 08/17/20 469 HIBBERT WAYNE A 31622 $61800.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/22/20 810
MCGURTY ELLIE 04625 $74.4800 APPOINTED YES 08/17/20 469 HUSSEIN MOHAMED A 31622 $61800.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 810
MENDOZA ROSA M 12158 $64277.0000 RETIRED NO  08/25/20 810
COMMUNITY COLLEGE (LAGUARDIA) PERSAUD VISHON 31622 $52000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 810
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 RUBINOV NETANEL 31622 $52000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 810
TITLE SWATEK III RICHARD E 30087 $74017.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/19/20 810
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY ZHANG YAN FANG 12626 $50078.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/28/20 810
MESULAM DAISY 10102 $22.4400 RETIRED YES 07/01/20 469
PADILLA ANGELA A 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 469 DEPT OF HEALTH/MENTAL HYGIENE
PAL ANASTACI R 10102 $17.9000 APPOINTED YES 07/27/20 469 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
RAHMAN MD 04689 $48.3600 APPOINTED YES 01/01/20 469 TITLE
SHAH KINNARI H 04625 $84.4800 APPOINTED YES 08/17/20 469 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
TORO ELENA B 10102 $15.6100 RETIRED YES 07/31/20 469 CHOW HOI YAN 21744 $86830.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 816
WHITLEY JOANNE 10102 $15.8900 RESIGNED YES 10/04/19 469 COATES RUTH K 81815 $20.2700 DECEASED  NO  07/03/20 816
WHYNE DAVID E 04689 $46.4600 APPOINTED YES 07/01/20 469 CONKLIN KURT 21744 $86830.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/28/20 816
DANDRIDGE ALECTRA H 51001 $69152.0000 RESIGNED YES 12/01/19 816
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION ADMIN DOGO-ISONAGIE MARYANN I 54743 $84450.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/18/20 816
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 FERNANDES KRISTINA E 56057 $44083.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/19/20 816
TITLE HURELL BRITTANY 70810 $37172.0000 DISMISSED NO  08/14/20 816
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY JACKSON ROBIN 10236 $53300.0000 RETIRED YES 08/29/20 816
ALMONTE MARGARIT 54503 $30425.0000 APPOINTED YES 03/01/20 740 KIDWELL STEPHANI R 51022 $35.0200 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 816
ALVAREZ AIDA MAR 54503 $30425.0000 APPOINTED YES 02/09/20 740 LIU JIAQIN 31215 $45722.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 816
ANDRADE ANDREA B0087 $96873.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 740 MARTINEZ VENESSA 56057 $50000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/09/20 816
AVRAMESCU MIA 10068 $80507.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/18/20 740 MCLEAN MELAINE A 53040 $73.3700 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 816
DALUZ WALTER 56057 $38235.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 740 MILES SARAH M 51001 $38.9600 RESIGNED NO  08/13/20 816
DE JESUS YOKASTA 54483 $62889.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/16/20 740 MOORE MIRANDA S 21744 $97138.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 816
DELBANCO YVONNE 13304  $150000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/20/20 740 ONAKOMAIYA MARIE M 21744  $103000.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/21/20 816
ENGLISH DEBORAH L 56057 $43968.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 740 PIRSCH ANNA M 06776 $88780.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/28/20 816
FELIX ASHLEY 56057 $43968.0000 RESIGNED YES 07/03/20 740 RODRIGUEZ JOSUE 13651 $68253.0000 TERMINATED NO  08/21/20 816
FERNANDEZ STEPHANI 50941 $97533.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/23/20 740 THOMAS DEMETRIU T 56058 $75197.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/06/20 816
FREEMAN RICHARD H 10026 $112673.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/16/20 740 ZDYBICKI MARIA 51011 $76716.0000 RETIRED NO  08/28/20 816
GANGONE NICOLINA 10251 $54865.0000 RETIRED NO  08/14/20 740
GARRIDO SARAH K 56057 $45134.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 740 ADMIN TRIALS AND HEARINGS
GORDON THEODORE 13632 $89486.0000 PROMOTED  NO  01/07/18 740 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
GRANT DANIELLE M 56057 $48365.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 740 TITLE
HARRISON CARMELIA 60888 $37413.0000 APPOINTED NO  07/01/20 740 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
KAMPER KEVIN 10050  $147703.0000 RETIRED NO  08/05/20 740 CHAN HEI YING 30086 $34.1400 RESIGNED YES 08/27/20 820
KELLMAN VERNON W 1003B  $105620.0000 RETIRED NO  08/12/20 740 EMANUEL ANESSA R 56056 $32520.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 820
LAMBERT CAMILLE 56057 $48365.0000 APPOINTED YES 06/24/20 740 HOXHA FLORIDA 30086 $34.1400 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 820
MC LEAN ARMIE P 10251 $62400.0000 RETIRED NO  08/08/20 740 REMY TRACY 52406 $18.5700 RESIGNED YES 08/21/20 820
MILLER KRYSTAL A 56073 $61893.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/05/20 740
PANDYA SHUCHI 40510 $57750.0000 APPOINTED NO  02/13/20 740 DEPT OF ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION
PENA LOURDES J 56057 $43968.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 740 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
SACKICHAND LUSHAUN 12750 $42325.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 740 TITLE
SHETTLESWORTH  LA-VONNA 12627 $75591.0000 APPOINTED NO  08/08/19 740 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
TARANTOLA ANTHONY P 90735 $319.5500 RETIRED NO  08/15/20 740 AUGUSTE KEVIN 20113 $35183.0000 RESIGNED YES 03/07/17 826
TORRES EVA L 10251 $46166.0000 RETIRED NO  08/15/20 740 CRAFT KENNETH G 82992  $129500.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 826
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ENNACHERIL SHIELA 8297A  $104246.0000 RETIRED YES 08/27/20 826 BULLOCK ALLISON N 22122 $63489.0000 APPOINTED NO  08/16/20 846
ENNACHERIL SHIELA 12627 $79694.0000 RETIRED NO  08/27/20 826 BURMISTROVICH  VLADIMIR 13632  $113300.0000 RESIGNED  NO  08/18/20 846
HAIGLER TYREE 90641 $16.6300 RESIGNED YES 07/24/20 826 CANNON JALIL 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/15/20 846
HEITMANN EDWARD 90756 $352.3200 DECREASE YES 06/24/20 826 CARRERA DAVID 71210 $24.9300 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
NASSER BAHAA M 20202 $54765.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/19/20 826 CASTRO LUIS E 71210 $25.2200 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
O’DONNELL JR. DANIEL J 90756 $352.3200 DECREASE YES 06/23/20 826 COLON MARITZA J 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/17/20 846
POITEVIEN LUCKNER 90767 $396.4000 RESIGNED NO  08/24/20 826 CORLEY DENISE 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 06/02/20 846
SALEK NORBERT P 90641 $16.6300 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 826 DAVIS SHERRISE 90641 $16.6264 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 846
SIMON GABRIEL J 20202 $53560.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/07/20 826 DEJESUS DOMINGO 71210 $31.7300 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
SMITH RONALD 34620 $60306.0000 RETIRED NO  08/01/20 826 DENG SIMON A 71210 $31.4100 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
TAVERAS JOED A 90756 $352.3200 DECREASE YES 06/13/20 826 FERNANDEZ CARLOS A 90641 $39923.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 846
ZAMMETT LORRAINE 90644 $40372.0000 RETIRED YES 08/10/20 826 FIELDS DANAYA T 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
FREDERICKS SAKEMA M 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
DEPARTMENT OF SANITATION FRIAS JOSHUA 71210 $24.8700 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 GALES ROBIN 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/22/20 846
TITLE GATLIN CYNTHIA D 81111 $82503.0000 INCREASE YES 07/12/20 846
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY GEBHART KYLE 22122 $63489.0000 APPOINTED NO 08/16/20 846
ARROYO MARIA M 10250 $38941.0000 RETIRED NO  06/24/20 827 GEORGE JESSICA 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 12/11/19 846
BENDALL ROBERT L 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/16/20 827 GEORGE LEON 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
BROWN BARRY J 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  07/29/20 827 GIL DANIEL A 71205 $19.5300 RESIGNED YES 05/09/20 846
coMI JOSEPH P 12202 $52750.0000 RETIRED NO  08/23/20 827 GUEST EBONY L 91406 $18.7200 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
DEMARCO DANIEL E 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/02/20 827 HEL DOMINIC E 71210 $31.3700 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
MANN VALERIE F 70112 $42781.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/16/20 827 HEPBURN JAYSON A 91915 $52.7900 RESIGNED YES 08/15/20 846
MASTROPAOLO FRANK 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/13/20 827 HERNANDEZ VICTORIA I 81111 $75632.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/23/20 846
ROMANO GENNARO J 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/02/20 827 HILL MAMIE L 91406 $18.1000 RESIGNED YES 08/09/20 846
SCHALLER RUSSELL M 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/16/20 827 HOWARD ERICA R 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 06/24/20 846
SIMPKINS LORIE M 80633 $15.0000 RESIGNED YES 01/27/19 827 JACKSON JERNYSSE T 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
SUAREZ PEDRO M 12627 $75591.0000 RESIGNED  NO  08/02/20 827 JOHN DU’ JOUR D 91406 $15.4500 APPOINTED YES 07/26/20 846
WIDMAYER JAMES R 70112 $81034.0000 RETIRED NO  08/16/20 827 JOHNSON DARREN 90641 $16.6200 RESIGNED YES 08/03/20 846
WILLIAMS MATRICE B 70112 $81034.0000 RESIGNED  NO  08/23/20 827 LASALLE-CASTRO ARGENIS 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
LYNN TYLER 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/26/20 846
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE MARRONE MICHAEL 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/26/20 846
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 MARTE GARCIA RICARDO J 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
TITLE MARTE WILKES HANSEL M 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 06/22/20 846
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY MARTIN SHABAZZ M 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 07/01/20 846
BRUNO JR RAMON D 10251 $40074.0000 DECREASE YES 08/20/20 836 MASON SHEROD KHALID E 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/14/20 846
CARUSO RONALD J 40523 $81731.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/16/20 836 MATSUMOTO TADAYOSH 71210 $24.9600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
CONTARD ROBERT 1000B  $114785.0000 RETIRED NO  08/20/20 836 MCLEAN KEISHA L 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
CONTARD ROBERT 40523 $75555.0000 RETIRED NO  08/20/20 836
DONATO ANTONIO F 13621 $59025.0000 RESIGNED NO  11/03/19 836 DEPT OF PARKS & RECREATION
GDISIS VASILIOS 10251 $41848.0000 RESIGNED  NO  06/30/20 836 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
GRIGORYEV YURIY 10251 $36390.0000 RESIGNED NO  06/30/20 836 TITLE
HAQUE ANWARUL 10251 $36899.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 836 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
HARRISON EVELYN 10251 $38002.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 836 MCLEOD AKARD R 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 846
JORDAN CALVIN J 40523 $47350.0000 TERMINATED NO  08/28/20 836 MCNEAL-STRONGS MICHELLE 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/18/20 846
LARGIE PIERRE-C ALEXANDR 40201 $50848.0000 RESIGNED NO  06/30/20 836 MCNEIL MARION L 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 05/30/20 846
LIN GUANG ZH 10022 $66950.0000 RESIGNED NO  06/30/20 836 MYHR KIRSTEN L 22122 $63489.0000 APPOINTED NO  08/16/20 846
LONG RENHAT 10022 $85375.0000 RESIGNED NO  06/30/20 836 NAJERA KAREN G 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/18/20 846
MACWAN MATTHEW 10209 $17.3000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 836 OATES TONY J 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/06/20 846
MUN RAYONG 40502 $80711.0000 RESIGNED NO  06/30/20 836 PEEBLES JULISSA A 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/09/20 846
SINGLETON DIANA 1002C $71964.0000 RETIRED NO  01/11/20 836 PENA ROSA 71210 $31.4100 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
VARGAS HOMERO 10251 $39242.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 836 PITTMAN ARKIRA R 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/09/20 846
VAYNTRAUB VLADIMIR 10251 $40629.0000 DECREASE YES 06/30/20 836 POLANCO JR JOSE A 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
WANG SI-LIN 10050  $135042.0000 DECEASED  NO  08/27/20 836 PRICE STEVEN J 90641 $16.6264 RESIGNED YES 07/15/20 846
QUIROZ KATIA B 71210 $31.4400 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION RAMOS RICARDO 90698 $29.9800 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 846
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 REEVES MARKIUS J 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/17/20 846
TITLE REYES JOHNNY 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/11/20 846
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY RICE ERIN E 21315 $92640.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 846
BIDETTI BRIAN A 92510 $347.2000 RESIGNED NO  08/09/20 841 RICHARDSON ROSCOE J 81106 $21.7600 RESIGNED YES 08/08/20 846
BROWN BRIAN D 91110 $47407.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/23/20 841 RIOS MIGUEL 71210 $42.4000 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
CEPEDA DENISSE A 20210 $55039.0000 DECREASE NO  06/30/20 841 RODRIGUEZ VLADIMIR T 71210 $31.4200 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
DECAMP DAVID J 91556 $57875.0000 RESIGNED  NO  08/22/20 841 RUFF DANIELLE C 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/19/20 846
DEMARTINO GENNARO J 92406 $380.6400 RETIRED NO  08/19/20 841 SANTANA JOSE 71210 $31.5300 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
FIORE GLENN R 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 03/15/20 841 SMITH DERECK A 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 06/06/20 846
FORTUNATO ROBERT F 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 07/25/19 841 SPARNROFT ROBERT P 71210 $31.3700 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
GANESH SHIVANAN 92510 $347.2000 RESIGNED NO  08/09/20 841 STEWART TAJMANI A 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 846
GARCIA ANDRES 20271 $48677.0000 RETIRED NO  08/14/20 841 STURGES ELISABET J 10251 $17.9800 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 846
HERNANDEZ JOSE A 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 02/11/18 841 SUKHNADAN ANUMAPA S 06070 $24.9000 RESIGNED YES 08/21/20 846
MATHURIN JEAN F 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 10/10/19 841 TERRERO MICHAEL 71210 $24.9500 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
MESSINA SALVATOR D 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 07/12/18 841 THOMSON JEROME W 22122 $63489.0000 APPOINTED NO  08/16/20 846
PAVIS ROBERT G 92406 $380.6400 DECEASED  NO  08/15/20 841 TRENT TIFFANY N 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 846
PETTI JOHN 92406 $380.6400 DISMISSED NO  08/15/20 841 TSERING NORBU 20215  $103631.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 846
POWELL CHRIS K 56057 $61456.0000 APPOINTED YES 09/17/19 841 UIHLEIN WARREN 92005 $375.0600 RETIRED NO  08/21/20 846
PUCCIARELLI VINCENT 92406 $380.6400 DECREASE YES 08/16/20 841 VALLE CAROLINA 71210 $31.3700 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
URBANSKI ROBERT J 92340 $405.4400 RETIRED NO  08/20/20 841 VALLES JR GIOVANNI 71210 $24.9100 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
WILKINSON ROHAN A 90692 $54589.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/21/19 841 VELEZ LESLIE 91406 $16.5300 DECREASE YES 05/31/20 846
VESGA STELLA 60422 $59054.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/13/20 846
DEPT OF PARKS & RECREATION VIRELLA LUIS 71210 $31.5600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 VITERI CARLOS S 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
TITLE WARE JR STEVEN 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 06/24/20 846
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY WHEELER SHARESE 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
AGRAMONTE EDWIN 71210 $24.9600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846 WILKINSON DESTINY J 91406 $17.7700 RESIGNED YES 08/07/20 846
ALBERT THOMAS W 90698 $29.9800 APPOINTED YES 08/25/20 846 WILLIAMS BRIAN K 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846
BAILEY TIFFANY C 91406 $17.7700 RESIGNED YES 08/06/20 846 ZABEGAYLO NIKITA 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846
BARRERA GIAN CAR 90698 $29.9800 APPOINTED YES 08/19/20 846
BEATTY SR KEVIN L 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/08/20 846 DEPT. OF DESIGN & CONSTRUCTION
BERNSTEIN ARTHUR 71210 $31.5800 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
BONOMETRE JR  MARC A 91406 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/08/20 846 TITLE
BORRELL KRISTOFF A 71210 $24.8600 INCREASE YES 07/20/20 846 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY
BORRUSO ARLENE 56057 $46141.0000 RETIRED YES 08/26/20 846 BRAFMAN ALEXANDE 34202  $112267.0000 RETIRED NO  08/25/20 850
BORRUSO ARLENE 10251 $35043.0000 RETIRED NO  08/26/20 846 BROWN RASHEDA K 12626 $57590.0000 INCREASE NO  05/30/19 850
BREDY JASMINE A 91406 $17.2500 DECREASE YES 08/11/20 846 HAWKINS LISA L 56058 $83981.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/14/20 850
BROWN CHRISTIN L 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/13/20 846 SOOMRO ALIA 30086 $62397.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 850
BROWN TYLIN M 91406 $15.4500 APPOINTED YES 07/28/20 846 TSERING NORBU 20215 $96588.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 850
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DEPT OF INFO TECH & TELECOMM BAYLEY MATTHEW R 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 BEAGUE DIANA M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
TITLE BROWNE JOURNEY 10209 $16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV_EFF DATE AGENCY CHOO LIFA 56056 $32520.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902
CAMPBELL MAURICE A 95622 :145000-0000 APPOINTED  YES 08;16;20 858 CLEAVER-BARTHOL AUDREY L 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
DAMASHEK JAY B 1002D  $135000.0000 RETIRED NO  08/23/20 858 COLE LA SHUAN R 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
DAVIS KEVIN W 10260  $40345.0000 RESIGNED  NO  08/25/20 858 DE ARMAS GABRIELA J 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
FLORES FELIPE O 13632 $128494.0000 RESIGNED NO  08/25/20 858 DEAN ASHLYN M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
RODRIGUEZ MARIA  C 10050  $169027.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 858 DORVIL CHRISTIN 56057  $44083.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902
SELKRIDGE ANTHONY W 13621  $59003.0000 DECEASED  NO  08/23/20 858 DUNNE CHRISTOP M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
VALDIVIESO LARRY 10260 $35083.0000 TERMINATED NO 07/02/20 858 EDRI TAL 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
ZAMRIY YULIYA 56058  $70000.0000 DECREASE  YES 08/13/20 858 ELMIRY cARAH M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
DEPT OF RECORDS & INFO SERVICE FLEISHER JORDYN C 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 FORD ALBERT B 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
TITLE GARCIA LUIS C 10209 $16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
NAME NOHe SALARY ACTION DROV EFF DATE AGENCY GARCIA NICHOLAS P 30114  $77200.0000 RESIGNED  YES 03/15/20 902
KERN IAN 7 60216  $50706.0000 RESIGNED _ YES 08/19/20 860 GOMEZ YVETTE L 56056  $32520.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902
GRIFFITH ROBERT A 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
CONSUMER AFFAIRS GUARINO TARA M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 HAVIV DANIELLA 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
TITLE
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY BRONX DISTRICT ATTORNEY
EDOSOMWAN AMENAGHA B 13368  $58127.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/18/20 866 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
KRESS CHARLES A 56058  $61800.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/28/20 866 TITLE
LUO AMY 30087 $90000.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/29/20 866 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
HOBBS BRENDAN M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
DEPT OF CITYWIDE ADMIN SVCS HOWELL TAMIKA 56056 $32520.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 HUNT TEANDRA B 56056  $32520.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902
NaNE T;E;E cALARY AcTION PROV EFF DATE  AGENCY JACKMAN ASHANTWA M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
KAMARA FATMATA 10209 16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
BLACHMAN ELI 95636  $160112.0000 RETIRED YES 01/02/20 868 KEMP NEAL cc W 30105 :20.2500 RESIGNED YES os;oz;zo 902
BORDELIES SONIA N 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 868 LAMBERT JILLIAN R 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
mom memewrom Seweommm omowem o o
: LILLO ABI S 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
CLARK RUDELL I 70810  $50207.0000 TERMINATED NO 08/11/20 868
CROMWELL DELANO 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 868 MANZANO AMANDR M 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
GUILLERNO DANIA 90644  $32260.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/20/20 868 MCCARTHY SRMANTHA 30105 §20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
HOPPENWORTH ~ NICOLE J 34202  $72535.0000 APPOINTED YES 10/20/19 868 MCGLONE EVORA  C 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
LI ETHAN 20410 $65640.0000 APPOINTED YES 02/17/20 868 MCPARTLON IV JAMES P 30114 $75700.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 902
PAEZ FRANCISC 90702 $290.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 868 MORALES GABRIELA 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
PAREDES JOEL 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 868 MUJUMDER RASHAD A 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
TALANIA MA. FIDE C 10247 $30.2800 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 868 NERENBERG IRA S 13644  $81951.0000 APPOINTED NO  02/25/20 902
WELLS KYTERRUA F 90650 $39111.0000 TERMINATED YES 08/26/20 868 NEWMAN ZACHARY E 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
WHITT HEJIRAH I 80633 $15.4500 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 868 OCHIAGHA QUIANA-J N 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
OZIEGBE OMOTAYO 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
DISTRICT ATTORNEY-MANHATTAN PEREZ CHRISTIA D 10209 $16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 PUCCIA KARRA A 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
TITLE RAJAN JAY C 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY RAMIREZ LEIDIANA 10209 $16.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
AUDRAIN KIMBERLY E 56057 $48905.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/25/20 901 RICHEY ALLORA L 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902
BALLOU ALIDA A 56057 :44253-0000 RESIGNED  YES 08§2l;20 901 ROMERO-RODRIGUE JANISHA 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
CAPOCCITTI CARA L 56057 46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/27/20 901
CHANDERDATT RACHEL M 56057  $44253.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 901 ._s,;z;?sw igﬁmm P ggigg ::gzzgg §:2§§§§§ ziz g:;g;;;g zgj
CLIFFORD BECKWI MICHAEL R 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/20/20 901 TRACEY GARRETT N 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
EPNER RACHEL B 56057  $48974.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/27/20 901 TRIPP KASEIM F 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
giszﬁg x::i“gw i 22323 ::ig:g'gggg igs;gﬁizD ziz gz;igﬁig :gi VILLACRESES POA DIANA D 10209 $16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
GLASER FRANK M 30114  $159232.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/19/20 901 VHITE JRSMINE  § 10203 $16.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902
GORDON MADELINE J 56057 $48909.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 901 DISTRICT ATTORNEY KINGS COUNTY
JOYCE KAYLA A 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/14/20 901
KING CHANCELL A 56057  $46939.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/20/20 901 POR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
KLIGER MAYA N 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/27/20 901 TITLE
LI ISABELLA M 56058  $72505.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/23/20 901 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
BERKOWITZ MARK 30114  $105000.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/23/20 903
DISTRICT ATTORNEY-MANHATTAN BOTTEX ALI E 56057  $45960.0000 RETIRED YES 08/14/20 903
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 MYINT AUNG N 56056 $37398.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 903
TITLE SWARTZ KEVIN 30114  $75000.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 903
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY WEINSTEIN TALI F 30114 $99000.0000 RESIGNED YES 07/10/20 903
MCENROE KATHERIN E 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/27/20 901 WONG-MARQUEZ  SANDY 30114  $90000.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/19/20 903
MCLAUGHLIN COURTNEY L 56057  $61800.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/25/20 901
MEJIA-CRUZ DANIEL A 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/19/20 901 DISTRICT ATTORNEY QNS COUNTY
NELSON MATTHEW T 56057 $46938.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/20/20 901 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
0’ DONOGHUE MALLORY C 56057  $48909.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 901 TITLE
PACIULLO ALEXANDR 56057 $43260.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/15/20 901 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
PORRAS CHRISTOP S 56058 $80723.0000 INCREASE YES 08/23/20 901 AGOSTO ISABEL A 10232 $21.4200 RESIGNED YES 07/25/20 904
RADER SOPHIA R 56057  $44253.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/22/20 901 AGUILAR RAMIREZ EDGAR E 30114  §73722.0000 INCREASE  YES 07/22/20 904
RIDDLE BRANDON T 30114  $78500.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 901 HOQUE SYEDIA S 56057  $50000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 904
RITTER JACOB P 56057  $44253.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/16/20 901 LOGAN JARED M 30114  §75091.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/28/20 904
SACHS KATHRYN K 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/15/20 901 MICELI NATALIE G 30114  §71575.0000 INCREASE  YES 06/12/20 904
zgsggiéy giéggiun ; :23?3 :Zgggg'gggg i;g?;ﬂ;i” izz g:;i:;ig Zgi SCHARF JONATHAN D 30114  $156913.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 904
ATANABE MART X 56057  $46938.0000 RESIGNED  VES 08/22/20 901 SCHWARTZ ALAN S 30832  $126268.0000 INCREASE  YES 08/02/20 904
WU SHELLEY 56057  $52801.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/26/20 901
DISTRICT ATTORNEY-SPECIAL NARC
BRONX DISTRICT ATTORNEY FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20 TITLE
TITLE NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY
NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV EFF DATE AGENCY CHRISTOBEK KATE E 30114 $91000.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/16/20 906
ABREU NAKARY 30114 $75700.0000 RESIGNED YES 08/16/20 902
ADAMS TIFFANY C 56058 $60000.0000 APPOINTED YES 08/23/20 902 PUBLIC ADMINISTRATOR-KINGS
BACHUS BRITTANY E 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED YES 08/02/20 902 FOR PERIOD ENDING 09/04/20
BARRERA ERICA L 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902 TITLE
BASS JAMES D 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902 NAME NUM SALARY ACTION PROV _EFF DATE AGENCY
BAUSERT EMMA G 30105 $20.2600 RESIGNED  YES 08/02/20 902 DOMI MIMOZA 56057  $45365.0000 RESIGNED  YES 08/21/20 943
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