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:quisition of properties in the 10-year floodplain, the flood proofing of structures in the
ar floodplain, and changes in zoning; a variety of structural alternatives such as beach
shment and/or dune restoration, sea wall construction, levees and/or floodwalls, and
ion of a road and promenade; and, several alternatives for interior flood control

Jres needed to prevent damages to areas behind the constructed storm risk

gement features. The recommended plan is the environmentally preferable

ative.

| practical means to avoid and minimize adverse environmental effects were analyzed
icorporated into the recommended plan. The recommended plan will disturb
ximately 51 acres of vegetation with the construction of the storm risk management
es and approximately 188 acres for pond excavation. Additionally, the recommended
vill have unavoidable impacts to cultural resources, vegetation, trees, and some

e habitats. These impacts are directly related to the specific locations for the

sed storm risk management features and ponds. With Best Management Practices
as native vegetation planting and tree replacements) in place, no significant adverse
ts to trees or vegetation are expected as a result of construction. The recommended
vill impact approximately 145 acres of an existing low quality habitat consisting of a
1on reed (Phragmites australis) monoculture, 11 acres of permanent loss from fill
iated with the construction of the flood risk management features, 117 acres of

1d and 11.3 acres of upland converted to surface water detention areas associated

1€ interior drainage project feature (within Drainage Areas B, C, and E), and

rsion of 16.5 acres to tidal wetland (mosaic of habitat) feature. The project will resuit
creation of 46 acres of emergent wetlands. Considering the functions and values of
atlands impacted, the recommended plan will produce a net positive impact on

1d habitats and the quality of wetlands in the project area. No compensatory

ttion is required.

accordance with section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, the
-ish and Wildlife Service concurred with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ (Corps)
nination that the recommended plan may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect
ally listed species or designated critical habitat in the project area. In order to avoid
linimize disturbance to the rufa red knot, construction in the Oakwood Beach area will
scur between May 1 and June 15 and July 15 and November 30 of any year, with the
standing that the restriction can be modified should two years of pre-construction

ys show that no red knots are utilizing the Oakwood Beach area.

accordance with section 106 of the National Historic P ;ervation Act of 1966, as
ded, the Corps determined that Miller Army Airfield Historic District and other historic
rties may be adversely affected by the recommended plan. The Corps, National Park
e (NPS), and the New York State Historic Preservation Office entered into a

ammatic agreement, dated August 25, 2016. All terms and conditions resulting from
yreement shall be implemented in order to minimize adverse impacts to historic

rties.

accordance with NPS policies for National Recreation Areas, adequate offset must be
led for any unavoidable impacts to designated national recreation areas. Miller Field
t of the Gateway National Recreation Area. The Corps and NPS mutually agreed that
ing seven acres of forested upland and wetlands areas that are partially within Miller
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Field to incluc'~ trails and interpretive features for the public will adequately offset for
temporary col .__ruction impacts on the visitor experience at Miller Field.

In accorde :e with the Clean Air Act, the Corps conducted a general conformity
analysis of thr ecommended pilan and determined in a Record of Non-Applicability that
anticipated es nated emissions from the construction of the recommended plan are
significantly b  >w the General Conformity trigger levels set for New York, New Jersey,
Long Island, ¢ 1 Connecticut Non-Attainment Area. The land-based construction
equipment (n« -road) associated with these types of restoration projects is included in th
New York Sta Department of Environmental Conservation’s (NYSDEC) State
Implementatic Plan.

A water quality certification pursuant to section 401 of the Clean Water Act will be
obtained from *he State of New York prior to construction. In a letter dated April 20, 201¢
NYSDEC stat that review of the FR/EIS did not identify any issues that would preclude
the Corps beii issued a water quality certification upon completion of more detailed
information du 1g the pre-construction engineering and design phase.

In accorda~ e with the Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended, New Yc
State concurre  with the Corps’ determination that the recommended plan is consistent v
the state coas..| zone management plans.

Public review of the draft FR/EIS was completed September 9, 2015. All comments
submitted durinq the public comment period were responded to in the final FR/EIS. A 30
day waiting pe »d and state and agency review of the Final FR/EIS was completed on
October 16, 2016. Comments from state and Federal agencies did not result into any
changes to the -inal FR/EIS.

Technical, ~1vironmental, and economic criteria used in the formulation of alternative
plans were thc 3 specified in the Water Resources Council's 1983 Economic and
Environmental -rinciples and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources
Implementatio 3tudies. All applicable laws, executive orders, regulations, and local
government pl 1s were considered in the evaluation of alternatives. Based on the review
these evaluatic s, | find that the benefits of the recommended plan outweigh the costs an
any adverse e cts. This Record of Decision completes the National Environmental Polic
Act process.
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vawe - Jo-Ellen Darcy
Assigtant Secretary of the Army

(Civil Works)




