Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 1 - Project and Setting
Instructions for Completing Part 1
Part 1 is to be completed by the applicant or project sponsor. Responses become part of the application for approval or funding,
are subject to public review, and may be subject to further verification.
Complete Part 1 based on information currently available. If additional research or investigation would be needed to fully respond to
any item, please answer as thoroughly as possible based on current information; indicate whether missing information does not exist,
or is not reasonably available to the sponsor; and, when possible, generally describe work or studies which would be necessary to
update or fully develop that information.
Applicants/sponsors must complete all items in Sections A & B. In Sections C, D & E, most items contain an initial question that
must be answered either “Yes” or “No”. If the answer to the initial question is “Yes”, complete the sub-questions that follow. If the
answer to the initial question is “No”, proceed to the next question. Section F allows the project sponsor to identify and attach any
additional information. Section G requires the name and signature of the
project sponsor to verify that the information
contained in Part 1is accurate and complete.
A. Project and

Sponsor Information.

Name of Action or Project:

Replacement of the Smith Point Bridge (BIN 3-30077-0) and associated approach roadways.

Project Location (describe, and attach a general location map):
The Smith Point Bridge carries the William Floyd Parkway (CR-46), south from the Mainland of Long Island across Narrow Bay to Fire Island
(See Figure 1).

Brief Description of Proposed Action (include purpose or need):
The proposed project was initiated in 2016 as a bridge replacement to address major structural and operational deficiencies and other nonstandard
features. Many repair contracts and evaluations have been previously carried out and regular maintenance has been conducted on the existing bridge, but
the combination of its age and exposure to the marine environment has resulted in ongoing deterioration. There are other issues that impact the overall
safety and mobility during use of the existing bridge. The sidewalk widths on the existing bridge do not meet current Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
requirements. Also, because the existing structure consists of two vehicular travel lanes without shoulders or roadway barriers, bicyclists are not provided
safe access to and from Smith Point County Park. SCDPW prepared a Design Report/Environmental Assessment (DR/EA) pursuant to NEPA and
SEQRA. The Preferred Alternative identified in the Final Design Report/Environmental Assessment (DR/EA) received design approval and a FONSI from
the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the New York State Department of Transportation (NYSDOT) in July 2019. Subsequently, as final design
for the project advanced, modifications to the design of the Preferred Alternative have been made.
In 2016, Suffolk County conducted a SEQRA review for the original Smith Point Bridge replacement project. Suffolk County, as SEQRA Lead Agency,
issued a SEQRA Negative Declaration for the original Project via Suffolk County Resolution 660-2016. See Pages 1a and 1b for more detailed description
of the 2019 Final DR/EA alternatives, and the proposed design changes currently under consideration for the Modified Preferred Alternative.

Telephone: 631-852-4002

Name of Applicant/Sponsor:
Mr. WIlliam Hillman, PE; Chief Engineer / Suffolk County Department of Public Works
(SCDPW)

E-Mail: william.hillman@suffolkcountyny.gov

Address: 335 Yaphank Road
City/PO: Yaphank

State:

Project Contact (if not same as sponsor; give name and title/role):

Telephone: 631-852-4078

Mr. Kyle Swaringen, PE; Principal Civil Engineer, Director of Bridges & Structures
Engineering, SCDPW

NY

Zip Code:

11980

E-Mail: kyle.swaringen@suffolkcountyny.gov

Address:
335 Yapank Avenue

City/PO:
Yaphank

Property Owner (if not same as sponsor):

State:

Zip Code:

New York

11980

Telephone:
E-Mail:

Address:
City/PO:

State:

Zip Code:
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.
Brief Description of Proposed Action (continued from FEAF, Page 1):

The 2019 Final DR/EA examined a No Action alternative (No Build alternative), and two project
alternatives to ensure that this vital link to Fire Island remains viable. The two alternatives in the
2019 Final DR/EA included 30 Year Major Rehabilitation (Alternative 1) and Replacement with a Highstaffing at the bridge, and keeping the bridge open to traffic during the entire construction period,
would not be achieved under Alternative 1, which would also require two off-season closures of the
bridge during construction. For these reasons, the project proposes to replace the existing bridge
with a High-Level Fixed Bridge (Alternative 2), which was chosen as the Preferred Alternative in the
2019 Final DR/EA.
As final design for the project has advanced, modifications to the design of the Preferred Alternative
have been made as a result of engineering refinements to the
design, to reflect input from
the public related to the bridge design and project features, received at the virtual Public Information
Meeting held on May 12, 2022, and to reflect the integration of the project with the 2020 Suffolk
County Hike & Bike Master Plan. The Modified Preferred Alternative includes the following design
modifications:
Bridge piers will be a "T" shaped" so called Hammerhead piers, instead of the inverted "U"
shaped piers included in the 2019 DR/EA Preferred Alternative design. (The pier type was
changed during the Preliminary Design as the hammerhead pier type was the most economical
and considered aesthetically pleasing for the bridge.)
The bridge cross-section will be 45 feet, 10.5 inches wide, outside face to outside face 1 foot
wider than the 2019 DR/EA Preferred Alternative design. The modified design for the Preferred
Alternative has a cross section with one 11-foot, 0-inch wide traffic lane in each direction, two
4-foot, 0-inch wide shoulders, and one 12-foot, 0-inch wide protected Shared Use Path (SUP),
which replaces the previous design that had one 11-foot, 0-inch wide traffic lane in each
direction, two 5-foot, 0-inch wide shoulders, and two 5-foot, 7-inch wide pedestrian sidewalks
(cyclists would have to dismount or ride in the shoulders). The SUP, for use by pedestrians and
cyclists, will be located on the east side of the new bridge. (This change is a result of integrating
the bridge into the recommendations in the 2020 Suffolk County Hike & Bike Master Plan, and
recent public input on the
design and project features.)
The concrete barriers separating the SUP from traffic lanes, or on the outer edges of the bridge
will be effectively lower than the barriers in the original design. As there are no longer sidewalks,
the barrier height is effectively lower in the current cross-section, resulting in improved sightlines
on the proposed bridge. Additionally, the new NYSDOT standard steel rail bicycle railing on the
eastern edge of the bridge, adjacent to the SUP would be about the same height as the original
barrier parapet/sidewalk combination. It is an open railing from the perspective of pedestrians
and bicyclists, again resulting in improved sightlines and views. (This change has resulted from
the need for a solid barrier between the SUP and traffic, which would be different than the
railings included for the 2019 Preferred Alternative. These design details will be further refined
and finalized during final design.)
A new project element added to the project is a fishing pier that will be located on the South
(Fire Island) side of the new bridge, to the east of the new bridge piers. (This element, and its
location, has been added to the project in response to public input and in coordination with
Suffolk County Parks Department.)
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
A. Project and Applicant/Sponsor Information.
Brief Description of Proposed Action (continued from FEAF, Page 1):
The new fishing pier will have a path connecting the existing parking area on the east side of the
bridge at the Smith Point County Park parking lot. The existing parking lot at the park will be used
to accommodate fishing pier users. (This element, and its location, has been added to the Project
in response to public input and in coordination with Suffolk County Parks Department.)
Another difference between the Preferred Alternative examined in the 2019 Final DR/EA and the
Modified Preferred Alternative relates to the staging areas for construction of the project. As the
design has been advanced, some additional new staging areas within the Suffolk County Marina have
been identified.
The modifications to the design of the previously approved Preferred Alternative are the subject of
a NEPA Re-evaluation that is being conducted for the project. Based on the types of minor design
changes proposed (as described above), there is no reason that the modifications to the Preferred
Alternative would change the project classification or result in any new significant unmitigated
impacts that would require any avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures substantively
different than those identified and disclosed in the 2019 Final DR/EA for the project.
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B. Government Approvals
B. Government Approvals Funding, or Sponsorship. (“Funding” includes grants, loans, tax relief, and any other forms of financial
assistance.)
Government Entity

If Yes: Identify Agency and Approval(s)
Required

a. City
Town
,
Yes
or Village Board of Trustees
b. City, Town or Village
Yes
Planning Board or Commission
c. City Town or
Yes
Village Zoning Board of Appeals
d. Other local agencies
Yes

No

e. County agencies

Yes

No

f. Regional agencies

Yes

No

g. State agencies

Yes

No

NYSDEC, NYSDOT, NYSDOS, SHPO

h. Federal agencies

Yes

No

FHWA, USCG, USACE, NPS/FINS,
NMFS, USFWS

No

Town of Brookhaven, Underwater lands & Critical
Environmental Areas (CEA) Coordination

Application Date
(Actual or projected)

TBD

No
No
SCDPW, Parks, Council on Environmental
Quality, Legislature

TBD for Modified Project (Original EAF
submitted 3/25/16; Neg Dec issued 6/1/16)

TBD for Modified Project (Final DR/EA
approved by NYSDOT, March 2019)
TBD for Modified Project (Final DR/EA
approved by FHWA, March 2019)

i. Coastal Resources.
i. Is the project site within a Coastal Area, or the waterfront area of a Designated Inland Waterway?
ii. Is the project site located in a community with an approved Local Waterfront Revitalization Program?
iii. Is the project site within a Coastal Erosion Hazard Area?

Yes

No

Yes
Yes

No
No

Yes

No

C. Planning and Zoning
C.1. Planning and zoning actions.
Will administrative or legislative adoption, or amendment of a plan, local law, ordinance, rule or regulation be the
only approval(s) which must be granted to enable the proposed action to proceed?
If Yes, complete sections C, F and G.
If No, proceed to question C.2 and complete all remaining sections and questions in Part 1
C.2. Adopted land use plans.
a. Do any municipally- adopted (city, town, village or county) comprehensive land use plan(s) include the site
Yes No
where the proposed action would be located?
If Yes, does the comprehensive plan include specific recommendations for the site where the proposed action
Yes No
would be located?
b. Is the site of the proposed action within any local or regional special planning district (for example: Greenway
Yes No
Brownfield Opportunity Area (BOA); designated State or Federal heritage area; watershed management plan;
or other?)
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
The Smith Point County Park Master Plan Update (2009) and New York Rising (both Fire Island and Mastic Beach and Smith Point), and the
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
2020 Suffolk County Hike & Bike Master Plan, which specifies a route across the Smith Point Bridge.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
c. Is the proposed action located wholly or partially within an area listed in an adopted municipal open space plan,
Yes No
or an adopted municipal farmland protection plan?
If Yes, identify the plan(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
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C.3. Zoning
a. Is the site of the proposed action located in a municipality with an adopted zoning law or ordinance.
Yes No
If Yes, what is the zoning classification(s) including any applicable overlay district?
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
A1 Residence;
A5 Residence; MF Multi-Family Residential, and the RD Residential District on Fire Island
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. Is the use permitted or allowed by a special or conditional use permit?

Yes

No

c. Is a zoning change requested as part of the proposed action?
Yes No
If Yes,
i. What is the proposed new zoning for the site? ___________________________________________________________________
C.4. Existing community services.
project site is within the William Floyd School District.
a. In what school district is the project site located? The
________________________________________________________________

b. What police or other public protection forces serve the project site?
Suffolk County Police Department (SCPD), National Park Service Rangers
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
c. Which fire protection and emergency medical services serve the project site?
Brookhaven Fire Department, Mastic/Shirley
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
d. What parks serve the project site?
Smith Point County Park and Smith Point County Marina (Suffolk County Parks Department), Fire Island National Seashore (US Department
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
of the Interior).
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
D. Project Details
D.1. Proposed and Potential Development
a. What is the general nature of the proposed action (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial, recreational; if mixed, include all
components)? Transportation Infrastructure
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. a. Total acreage of the site of the proposed action?
b. Total acreage to be physically disturbed?
c. Total acreage (project site and any contiguous properties) owned
or controlled by the applicant or project sponsor?

25.94 acres
_____________
24.68 acres
_____________
2,293 acres
_____________

c. Is the proposed action an expansion of an existing project or use?
Yes No
i. If Yes, what is the approximate percentage of the proposed expansion and identify the units (e.g., acres, miles, housing units,
square feet)? % ____________________
Units: ____________________
d. Is the proposed action a subdivision, or does it include a subdivision?
Yes No
If Yes,
i. Purpose or type of subdivision? (e.g., residential, industrial, commercial; if mixed, specify types)
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Is a cluster/conservation layout proposed?
Yes No
iii. Number of lots proposed? ________
iv. Minimum and maximum proposed lot sizes? Minimum __________ Maximum __________
Will
proposed action be constructed in multiple phases?
Yes No
33 months
If No, anticipated period of construction:
_____
If Yes:
N/A
Total number of phases anticipated
_____
Apr month _____
2024 year
Anticipated commencement date of phase 1 (including demolition)
_____
Feb
2027
Anticipated completion date of final phase
_____ month _____year
Generally describe connections or relationships among phases, including any contingencies where progress of one phase may
determine timing or duration of future phases: _______________________________________________________________
Construction
to start April of 2024. The existing bridge will remain in operation until the new bridge is complete, then traffic will be moved to
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
the
new bridge and demolition of the existing bridge will proceed. Project close-out in February 2027.
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
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f. Does the project include new residential uses?
If Yes, show numbers of units proposed.
Two Family
One Family
Initial Phase
At completion
of all phases

Three Family

Multiple Family (four or more)

___________

___________

____________

________________________

___________

___________

____________

________________________

g. Does the proposed action include new non-residential construction (including expansions)?
If Yes,
i. Total number of structures ___________
1
70'
1,815'
45'-10.5"
ii. Dimensions (in feet) of largest proposed structure: ________height;
________width;
and _______
length
iii. Approximate extent of building space to be heated or cooled: ______________________
0.0 square feet

Yes

No

Yes

No

h. Does the proposed action include construction or other activities that will result in the impoundment of any
Yes No
liquids, such as creation of a water supply, reservoir, pond, lake, waste lagoon or other storage?
If Yes,
i. Purpose of the impoundment: ________________________________________________________________________________
ii. If a water impoundment, the principal source of the water:
Ground water Surface water streams Other specify:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. If other than water, identify the type of impounded/contained liquids and their source.
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Approximate size of the proposed impoundment.
Volume: ____________ million gallons; surface area: ____________ acres
v. Dimensions of the proposed dam or impounding structure:
________ height; _______ length
vi. Construction method/materials for the proposed dam or impounding structure (e.g., earth fill, rock, wood, concrete):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
D.2. Project Operations
a. Does the proposed action include any excavation, mining, or dredging, during construction, operations, or both?
Yes No
(Not including general site preparation, grading or installation of utilities or foundations where all excavated
materials will remain onsite)
If Yes:
i .What is the purpose of the excavation or dredging? Excavation
_______________________________________________________________
for bridge foundations/roadway and site restoration.
ii. How much material (including rock, earth, sediments, etc.) is proposed to be removed from the site?
Volume (specify tons or cubic yards): ____________________________________________
17,700 cubic yards (does not include bridge demolition)
Approximately 30 months for excavation/restoration activities
Over what duration of time? ____________________________________________________
iii. Describe nature and characteristics of materials to be excavated or dredged, and plans to use, manage or dispose of them.
Subsurface
investigations would be conducted to determine the nature and characteristics of materials in the vicinity of the project site. All excavated soil,
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
sediment,
and fill materials requiring off-site disposal would be handled and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will there be onsite dewatering or processing of excavated materials?
Yes No
If yes, describe. ___________________________________________________________________________________________
If dewatering is required, water would be discharged in accordance with SCDOH and/or NYSDEC SPDES requirements.
If necessary, the water would be pre-treated prior to discharge.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
0.2
v. What is the total area to be dredged or excavated? _____________________________________acres
vi. What is the maximum area to be worked at any one time? _______________________________
0.5 acres acres
(+/-) 15 feet
vii. What would be the maximum depth of excavation or dredging? __________________________
viii. Will the excavation require blasting? Excavation would not require blasting; demolition of exsting bridge may.
Yes No
ix. Summarize site reclamation goals and plan: _____________________________________________________________________
Should________________________________________________________________________________________________________
clearing be required during construction, then a restoration plan would be developed in consultation with NYSDEC/NYNHP to restore the
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
disturbed
habitat following construction.
b. Would the proposed action cause or result in alteration of, increase or decrease in size of, or encroachment
Yes No
into any existing wetland, waterbody, shoreline, beach or adjacent area?
If Yes:
i. Identify the wetland or waterbody which would be affected (by name, water index number, wetland map number or geographic
description): State-and
______________________________________________________________________________________________
federally-regulated tidal wetlands would be impacted in Great South Bay/Narrow Bay by the proposed action. According to
NYSDEC-tidal wetlands maps (1974) these tidal wetlands are shown in Map 3/5, Index numbers 3052, 3054, 3073, and 3075
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
(http://twi.ligis.org/). These wetlands are also mapped by the National Wetland Inventory
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ii. Describe how the proposed action would affect that waterbody or wetland, e.g. excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and additions in square feet or acres:
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
The proposed
action would affect Narrow Bay and wetlands under the jurisdiction of USACE and NYSDEC through the placement of fill
and structures,
excavation, and the alteration of shorelines. (Please see Page 5a for more information and description of effects to the
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
waterbody
and wetlands.)
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will
proposed action cause or result in disturbance to bottom sediments?
Yes No
BMPs, like cofferdams and silt curtains would be used, where feasible, to protect water quality during construction (See Pg 5a).
If Yes, describe: __________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will
proposed action cause or result in the destruction or removal of aquatic vegetation?
Yes No
If Yes:
a
of
vegetation proposed to be removed ___________________________________________________________
acreage of aquatic vegetation remaining after project completion ________________________________________
purpose of proposed removal (e.g. beach clearing, invasive species control, boat access): ____________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
proposed method of plant removal: ________________________________________________________________________
if chemical/herbicide treatment will be used, specify product(s): _________________________________________________
v. Describe any proposed reclamation/mitigation following disturbance: _________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
c. Will the proposed action use, or create a new demand for water?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated water usage/demand per day: __________________________ gallons/day
ii. Will the proposed action obtain water from an existing public water supply?
Yes No
If Yes:
Name of district or service area: _________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing public water supply have capacity to serve the proposal?
Yes No
Is the project site in the existing district?
Yes No
Is expansion of the district needed?
Yes No
Do existing lines serve the project site?
Yes No
iii. Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to supply the project?
Yes No
If Yes:
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Source(s) of supply for the district: ________________________________________________________________________
iv. Is a new water supply district or service area proposed to be formed to serve the project site?
Yes No
If, Yes:
Applicant/sponsor for new district: ________________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: __________________________________________________________________
Proposed source(s) of supply for new district: _______________________________________________________________
v. If a public water supply will not be used, describe plans to provide water supply for the project: ___________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
vi. If water supply will be from wells (public or private),
maximum pumping capacity: _______ gallons/minute.
d. Will the proposed action generate liquid wastes?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Total anticipated liquid waste generation per day: _______________ gallons/day
ii. Nature of liquid wastes to be generated (e.g., sanitary wastewater, industrial; if combination, describe all components and
approximate volumes or proportions of each): __________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will the proposed action use any existing public wastewater treatment facilities?
Yes No
If Yes:
Name of wastewater treatment plant to be used: _____________________________________________________________
Name of district: ______________________________________________________________________________________
Does the existing wastewater treatment plant have capacity to serve the project?
Yes No
Is the project site in the existing district?
Yes No
Is expansion of the district needed?
Yes No
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section D. Project Details
Section D.2. Project Operations, Question b.ii. Describe how the proposed action would
affect that water body or wetland, e.g., excavation, fill, placement of structures, or
alteration of channels, banks and shorelines. Indicate extent of activities, alterations and
additions in square feet or acres:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF, page 5)
Excavation, fill, placement of structures, and alteration of shorelines are anticipated during
construction of the Preferred Alternative with the modified design. Table 1 summarizes the
approximate permanent and temporary footprint impacts of the modified design to the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)-regulated tidal wetland
adjacent areas, NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetlands, and open water (i.e., Narrow Bay).

Table 1
Approximate Footprint Impacts of Modified Design
Resource Category

Permanent Impact (Acres)

Temporary Impact (Acres)

Tidal Wetland Adjacent Area
Tidal Wetlands
Open Water

3.48
0.12
0.11

4.40
0.34
0.23

Notes:

Calculations are based on the modified design of the Preferred Alternative and wetland
boundaries delineated in 2022.

Table 2 summarizes the approximate permanent and temporary shading impact of the
modified design to NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetland adjacent areas, NYSDEC-regulated tidal
wetlands, and open water (i.e., Narrow Bay).

Table 2
Approximate Shading Impacts of Modified Design
Resource Category

Permanent Impact (Acres)

Temporary Impact (Acres)

Tidal Wetland Adjacent Area
Tidal Wetlands
Open Water

0.32
0.68
0.79

0.08
0.69
0.76

Notes:

Calculations are based on the modified design of the Preferred Alternative and wetland
boundaries delineated in 2022.

These are approximate impacts based on the Modified design for Preferred Alternative and
the wetland boundaries delineated in 2022. These approximate impacts do not account for
wetland mitigation, which will be determined in coordination with NYSDEC and USACE
during the permitting process.

Section D.2. Project Operations, Question b.iii. Will proposed action cause or result in
disturbance to bottom sediments? If yes, describe:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF page 5)
In addition, any temporary disturbances to bottom sediments would be expected to return
to existing conditions after construction of the proposed bridge.
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Do existing sewer lines serve the project site?
Yes No
Will line extension within an existing district be necessary to serve the project?
Yes No
If Yes:
Describe extensions or capacity expansions proposed to serve this project: ____________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
iv. Will a new wastewater (sewage) treatment district be formed to serve the project site?
Yes No
If Yes:
Applicant/sponsor for new district: ____________________________________________________________________
Date application submitted or anticipated: _______________________________________________________________
What is the receiving water for the wastewater discharge? __________________________________________________
v. If public facilities will not be used, describe plans to provide wastewater treatment for the project, including specifying proposed
receiving water (name and classification if surface discharge or describe subsurface disposal plans):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
vi. Describe any plans or designs to capture, recycle or reuse liquid waste: _______________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
e. Will the proposed action disturb more than one acre and create stormwater runoff, either from new point
Yes No
sources (i.e. ditches, pipes, swales, curbs, gutters or other concentrated flows of stormwater) or non-point
source (i.e. sheet flow) during construction or post construction?
If Yes:
i. How much impervious surface will the project create in relation to total size of project parcel?
4.47 acres (impervious surface)
_____ Square feet or _____
25.94 acres (parcel size)
_____ Square feet or _____
ii. Describe types of new point sources. __________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Where will the stormwater runoff be directed (i.e. on-site stormwater management facility/structures, adjacent properties,
groundwater, on-site surface water or off-site surface waters)?
Onsite stormwater management facility/structures. As discussed above, the project will provide stormwater treatment, and incorporate detention with
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
controlled
release rates to the existing conveyance systems.
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
If to surface waters, identify receiving water bodies or wetlands: ________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Will stormwater runoff flow to adjacent properties?
Yes No
Yes No
iv. Does
proposed plan minimize impervious surfaces, use pervious materials or collect and re-use stormwater?
f. Does the proposed action include, or will it use on-site, one or more sources of air emissions, including fuel
Yes No
combustion, waste incineration, or other processes or operations?
If Yes, identify:
i. Mobile sources during project operations (e.g., heavy equipment, fleet or delivery vehicles)
Cranes, backhoes, tug boats, dump trucks (during construction); None during operations
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Stationary sources during construction (e.g., power generation, structural heating, batch plant, crushers)
None
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Stationary sources during operations (e.g., process emissions, large boilers, electric generation)
None
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
g. Will any air emission sources named in D.2.f (above), require a NY State Air Registration, Air Facility Permit,
or Federal Clean Air Act Title IV or Title V Permit?
If Yes:
i. Is the project site located in an Air quality non-attainment area? (Area routinely or periodically fails to meet
ambient air quality standards for all or some parts of the year)
ii. In addition to emissions as calculated in the application, the project will generate:
___________Tons/year (
) of Carbon Dioxide (CO2)
___________Tons/year (
) of Nitrous Oxide (N2 )
___________Tons/year (
) of Perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
___________Tons/year (
) of Sulfur Hexafluoride (SF6)
___________Tons/year (
) of Carbon Dioxide equivalent of Hydroflo rocarbons (H
)
___________Tons/year (
) of Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
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Yes

No

Yes

No

h. Will the proposed action generate or emit methane (including, but not limited to, sewage treatment plants,
Yes No
landfills, composting facilities)?
If Yes:
i. Estimate methane generation in tons/year (metric): ________________________________________________________________
ii. Describe any methane capture, control or elimination measures included in project design (e.g., combustion to generate heat or
electricity, flaring): ________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
i. Will the proposed action result in the release of air pollutants from open-air operations or processes, such as
Yes No
quarry or landfill operations?
If Yes: Describe operations and nature of emissions (e.g., diesel exhaust, rock particulates/dust):
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
j. Will the proposed action result in a substantial increase in traffic above present levels or generate substantial
new demand for transportation facilities or services?
If Yes:
i. When is the peak traffic expected (Check all that apply):
Morning
Evening
Weekend
Randomly between hours of __________ to ________.
ii. For commercial activities only, projected number of truck trips/day
Parking spaces:

Existing _____________

Yes

No

Proposed ___________ Net increase/decrease _____________

v.
vi. Are public/private transportation service(s) or facilities available within ½ mile of the proposed site?
vii Will the proposed action include access to public transportation or accommodations for use of hybrid, electric
or other alternative fueled vehicles?
viii. Will the proposed action include plans for pedestrian or bicycle accommodations for connections to existing
pedestrian or bicycle routes?

Yes
Yes

No
No

Yes

No

k. Will the proposed action (for commercial or industrial projects only) generate new or additional demand
Yes No
for energy?
If Yes:
i. Estimate annual electricity demand during operation of the proposed action: ____________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Anticipated sources/suppliers of electricity for the project (e.g., on-site combustion, on-site renewable, via grid/local utility, or
other):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Will the proposed action require a new, or an upgrade to an existing substation?
Yes No
l. Hours of operation. Answer all items which apply.
i. During Construction:
6am - 4pm
Monday - Friday: _________________________
Intermittent, as needed
Saturday: ________________________________
None anticipated
Sunday: _________________________________
None anticipated
Holidays: ________________________________

ii. During Operations:
24 hours
Monday - Friday: ____________________________
24 hours
Saturday: ___________________________________
24 hours
Sunday: ____________________________________
24 hours
Holidays: ___________________________________
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m. Will the proposed action produce noise that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction,
Yes No
operation, or both?
If yes:
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
Construction
noise would be generated between 6AM and 4PM on weekdays. The loudest pieces of construction equipment expected to be used during
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
construction
would be hydraulic break rams, pile drivers, cranes, concrete pumps, and construction-related trucks (see Page 8a for more information).
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will
proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a noise barrier or screen?
Yes No
Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
n. Will the proposed action have outdoor lighting?
Yes No
If yes:
i. Describe source(s), location(s), height of fixture(s), direction/aim, and proximity to nearest occupied structures:
The bridge will have roadway and navigational lighting that will be finalized during Final Design in coordination with SCDPW (roadway) and the
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Coast Guard (navigation).
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will proposed action remove existing natural barriers that could act as a light barrier or screen?
Yes No
Describe: _________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
o. Does the proposed action have the potential to produce odors for more than one hour per day?
Yes No
If Yes, describe possible sources, potential frequency and duration of odor emissions, and proximity to nearest
occupied structures: ______________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
p. Will the proposed action include any bulk storage of petroleum (
over 1,100 gallons)
Yes No
or chemical products
?
If Yes:
Product(s) to be stored ______________________________________________________________________________________
Volume(s) ______ per unit time ___________ (e.g., month, year)
Generally describe
proposed storage facilities ________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
q. Will the proposed action (commercial, industrial and recreational projects only) use pesticides (i.e., herbicides,
Yes No
insecticides) during construction or operation?
If Yes:
i. Describe proposed treatment(s):
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Will the proposed action use Integrated Pest Management Practices?
Yes No
r. Will the proposed action (commercial or industrial projects only) involve or require the management or disposal
Yes No
of solid waste (excluding hazardous materials)?
If Yes:
i. Describe any solid waste(s) to be generated during construction or operation of the facility:
Construction: ____________________ tons per ________________ (unit of time)
Operation : ____________________ tons per ________________ (unit of time)
ii. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of materials to avoid disposal as solid waste:
Construction: ________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Operation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Proposed disposal methods/facilities for solid waste generated on-site:
Construction: ________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
Operation: __________________________________________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section D. Project Details
Section D.2. Project Operations, Question m. Will the proposed action produce noise
that will exceed existing ambient noise levels during construction, operation, or both?
If yes:
i. Provide details including sources, time of day and duration:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF page 8)
Noise would also be generated through the driving of piles, using some of the equipment
previously identified and through controlled blasting during demolition. However, noise
effects during construction would be limited in duration and of modest magnitude.
Furthermore, measures would be implemented in consultation with NMFS to minimize
noise impacts on aquatic biota. Similar measures are anticipated to be used to address
nd
new project elements.
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s. Does the proposed action include construction or modification of a solid waste management facility?
Yes
No
If Yes:
i. Type of management or handling of waste proposed for the site (e.g., recycling or transfer station, composting, landfill, or
other disposal activities): ___________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Anticipated rate of disposal/processing:
________ Tons/month, if transfer or other non-combustion/thermal treatment, or
________ Tons/hour, if combustion or thermal treatment
iii. If landfill, anticipated site life: ________________________________ years
t. Will
proposed action at the site involve the commercial generation, treatment, storage, or disposal of hazardous Yes No
waste?
If Yes:
i. Name(s) of all hazardous wastes or constituents to be generated, handled or managed at facility: ___________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ii. Generally describe processes or activities involving hazardous wastes or constituents: ___________________________________
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Specify amount to be handled or generated _____ tons/month
iv. Describe any proposals for on-site minimization, recycling or reuse of hazardous constituents: ____________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
v. Will any hazardous wastes be disposed at an existing offsite hazardous waste facility?
Yes No
If Yes: provide name and location of facility: _______________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
If No: describe proposed management of any hazardous wastes which will not be sent to a hazardous waste facility:
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
E.1. Land uses on and surrounding the project site
a. Existing land uses.
i. Check all uses that occur on, adjoining and near the project site.
Urban
Industrial
Commercial
Residential (suburban)
Rural (non-farm)
Forest
Agriculture
Aquatic
Other (specify): Parks,
____________________________________
marina, and bridge structure/transportaiton
ii. If mix of uses, generally describe:
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________
b. Land uses and covertypes on the project site.
Land use or
Covertype
Roads, buildings, and other paved or impervious
surfaces
Forested
Meadows, grasslands or brushlands (nonagricultural, including abandoned agricultural)
Agricultural
(includes active orchards, field, greenhouse etc.)
Surface water features
(lakes, ponds, streams, rivers, etc.)
Wetlands (freshwater or tidal)
Non-vegetated (bare rock, earth or fill)

Current
Acreage

Acreage After
Project Completion

Change
(Acres +/-)

7.92 (w/ bridge & approaches)

7.70

-0.22

15.9

+0.3

8.46

8.43

-0.03

3.36

3.28

-0.08

N/A
15.6
N/A

N/A

Other
Describe: _______________________________
________________________________________
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
Subsection E.1 Land uses on and surrounding the project site
Question E.1.b (existing and changes in acreages with the proposed project, shown in the
table).
ROADS, BUILDINGS, AND OTHER PAVED OR IMPERVIOUS SURFACES
The area of this category would decrease by approximately 0.22 acres after project
completion, because although the replacement bridge is slightly wider than the existing
bridge or the 2019 Final DR/EA Preferred Alternative's design, the overall configuration of
the proposed bridge and approaches under the design for the Modified Preferred
Alternative has been improved with the implementation of a more compact layout than
the 2019 Final DR/EA Preferred Alternative or the existing bridge, resulting from changes in
the roadway alignment to accommodate the updated design.
FORESTED
There would be no change in the area of this category because the project site does not
contain forested land.
MEADOWS, GRASSLANDS OR BRUSHLANDS (NON-AGRICULTURAL, INCLUDING
ABANDONED AGRICULTURAL)
The area of this category would increase by approximately 0.3 acres after project
completion because areas that are currently covered by roads would be restored postconstruction to meadows, grasslands or brushlands similar to those in the surrounding
area. In addition, the roadway on the north side of the existing bridge occupies a larger
area than the corresponding configuration under the proposed condition, resulting from
the new bridge design and associated roadway configurations.
AGRICULTURAL (INCLUDES ACTIVE ORCHARDS, FIELD, GREENHOUSE, ETC.)
There would be no change in the area of this category because the project site does not
contain agricultural land.
SURFACE WATER FEATURES (LAKES, PONDS, STREAMS, RIVERS, ETC.)
The area of this category would decrease by approximately 0.03 acres after project
completion because the replacement bridge substructure will occupy slightly less area than
the existing bridge substructure, therefore occupying less of Narrow Bay in the project site.
WETLANDS (FRESHWATER OR TIDAL)
The area of this category would decrease by approximately 0.08 acres after project
completion because the replacement bridge and approach ways are slightly wider than the
existing bridge, and would occupy land currently covered by tidal wetlands in the project
site. However, this number does not account for mitigation for these wetland impacts that
has yet to be determined by the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). This
number has been updated based on the delineated boundaries from the 2022 Wetland
Delineation.
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
NON-VEGETATED (BARE ROCK, EARTH OR FILL)
There would be no change in the area of this category because the project site does not
contain non-vegetated land.
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c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public recreation?
Yes No
Bridge has sidewalks serving as a connection with the adjacent Smith Point and Marina County Parks (see Pg 10a).
i. If Yes: explain: The
__________________________________________________________________________________________
d. Are there any facilities serving children, the elderly, people with disabilities (e.g., schools, hospitals, licensed
Yes No
day care centers, or group homes) within 1500 feet of the project site?
If Yes,
i. Identify Facilities:
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
e. Does the project site contain an existing dam?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Dimensions of the dam and impoundment:
Dam height:
_________________________________ feet
Dam length:
_________________________________ feet
Surface area:
_________________________________ acres
Volume impounded: _______________________________ gallons OR acre-feet
ii. Dam s existing hazard classification: _________________________________________________________________________
iii. Provide date and summarize results of last inspection:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
f. Has the project site ever been used as a municipal, commercial or industrial solid waste management facility,
Yes No
or does the project site adjoin property which is now, or was at one time, used as a solid waste management facility?
If Yes:
i. Has the facility been formally closed?
Yes No
If yes, cite sources/documentation: _______________________________________________________________________
ii. Describe the location of the project site relative to the boundaries of the solid waste management facility:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Describe any development constraints due to the prior solid waste activities: __________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
g. Have hazardous wastes been generated, treated and/or disposed of at the site, or does the project site adjoin
Yes No
property which is now or was at one time used to commercially treat, store and/or dispose of hazardous waste?
If Yes:
i. Describe waste(s) handled and waste management activities, including approximate time when activities occurred:
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
h. Potential contamination history. Has there been a reported spill at the proposed project site, or have any
Yes No
remedial actions been conducted at or adjacent to the proposed site?
If Yes:
i. Is any portion of the site listed on the NYSDEC Spills Incidents database or Environmental Site
Yes No
Remediation database? Check all that apply:
Yes – Spills Incidents database
Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________
Yes – Environmental Site Remediation database
Provide DEC ID number(s): ________________________________
Neither database
ii. If site has been subject of RCRA corrective activities, describe control measures:_______________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
iii. Is the project within 2000 feet of any site in the NYSDEC Environmental Site Remediation database?
Yes No
If yes, provide DEC ID number(s): ______________________________________________________________________________
iv. If yes to (i), (ii) or (iii) above, describe current status of site(s):
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
Subsection E.1 Land uses on and surrounding the project site
Question c. Is the project site presently used by members of the community for public
recreation? If yes, explain:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF page 10)
Similar to the commitments made in the 2019 Final DR/EA for the Preferred Alternative,
the existing basketball courts, volleyball courts, and handball court in Smith Point County
Park would be removed to accommodate the new bridge/approaches alignment, and
would be replaced elsewhere in the project area. The modified design for the
replacement bridge would accommodate a new ADA compliant Shared Use Path for use
by pedestrians and cyclists across the bridge; it would continue to provide connections
with the adjacent Smith Point County Marina and Smith Point County Park. The modified
design would also include the addition of a fishing pier on the South end of the new
bridge with access provided by a new path between the fishing pier and the existing
Smith Point County Park parking lot. Collectively, these project elements would thus
provide a benefit to recreational amenities related to parkland and open space.
Therefore
facilities and would maintain the connections to Smith Point County Marina and Smith
Point County Park.
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m. Identify the predominant wildlife species that occupy or use the project site:
Typical Estuarine & "Backyard Species"
on July 12, 2012, found only 1 common
______________________________
_______________________________
tern on the bridge structure, and 5 more
are
found
within
the
upland
portions
of
______________________________
_______________________________
the project site. Field observations made

flying overhead. Otherwise, the area did

______________________________
not have any T&E species at the project
______________________________
site (described in the 2019 Final DR/EA,
______________________________
in Apx C3, Att D "Natural Resources").

n. Does the project site contain a designated significant natural community?
Yes No
If Yes:
i. Describe the habitat/community (composition, function, and basis for designation):
_
Portions
of Narrow Bay within the project site are identified
as "marine back-barrier lagoon" and "marine eelgrass meadow" significant natural communities
____________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
ii. Source(s) of description or evaluation: ________________________________________________________________________
NYSDEC Environmental Resource Mapper and 2017 ___________________________________
Wetland Delineation Drawings
iii. Extent of community/habitat:
8.154 acres
Currently:
______________________
8.159 acres
Following completion of project as proposed: _____________________
+0.005
Gain or loss (indicate + or -):
______________________ acres
o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by the federal government or NYS as
endangered or threatened, or does it contain any areas identified as habitat for an endangered or threatened species?

Yes

No

Yes

No

Species, listing, source of information, and other details are provided in the supporting explanation on Page 12a, attached.

p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by NYS as rare, or as a species of
special concern?

Species, listing, source of information, and other details are provided in the supporting explanation on Page 12a, attached.

q. Is the project site or adjoining area currently used for hunting, trapping, fishing or shell fishing?
Yes No
If yes, give a brief description of how the proposed action may affect that use: ___________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Fishing
may be temporarily suspended to provide public safety within the construction staging area. Similar opportunities are available in adjacent areas.
E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
a. Is the project site, or any portion of it, located in a designated agricultural district certified pursuant to
Yes No
Agriculture and Markets Law, Article 25-AA, Section 303 and 304?
If Yes, provide county plus district name/number: _________________________________________________________________
b. Are agricultural lands consisting of highly productive soils present?
Yes No
i. If Yes: acreage(s) on project site? ___________________________________________________________________________
ii. Source(s) of soil rating(s): _________________________________________________________________________________
c. Does the project site contain all or part of, or is it substantially contiguous to, a registered National
Yes No
Natural Landmark?
If Yes:
i. Nature of the natural landmark:
Biological Community
Geological Feature
ii. Provide brief description of landmark, including values behind designation and approximate size/extent: ___________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________________________
d. Is the project site located in or does it adjoin a state listed Critical Environmental Area?
Yes No
If Yes:
Coastal Zone Area South; Special Groundwater Protection Area (Central Suffolk)
i. CEA name: _____________________________________________________________________________________________
Protect Public Health, Open Space, Wetlands; Protect Groundwater
ii. Basis for designation: _____________________________________________________________________________________
Town of Brookhaven (Effective Date: 6/17/87); County of Suffolk (Effective date: 4/18/93)
iii. Designating agency and date: ______________________________________________________________________________
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
Subsection E.2 Natural Resources On or Near Project Site
Question o. Does project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed by
the federal government or NYS as endangered or threatened, or does it contain any
areas identified as habitat for endangered or threatened species? If yes, species and
listing; and
Question p. Does the project site contain any species of plant or animal that is listed
by NYS as rare, or as a species of special concern? If yes, species and listing:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF page 12)
Federally and state-listed threatened and endangered species and state listed rare and
special concern species with the potential to occur on or near the project site were
identified in the 2019 Final DR/EA for the Preferred Alternative through consultation
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), New York Natural Heritage Project
(NYNHP), New York State Breeding Bird Atlas, New York State Reptiles and Amphibians
Atlas, and National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).
Table 1, adapted from the 2019 Final DR/EA for the Preferred Alternative, summarizes
the species federally and state listed plant and animal species with the potential to
occur in the study area (i.e., within 0.5 miles of the project site).
Table 1
Federally and State-listed Plant and Animal Species
with the Potential to Occur in the Study Area
Species
Piping plover

Federal
Status

State
Status

T

E

E
T

E

Source

Probability of
occurrence

Season*

Low

S

Low
Low
Low

S
Sp, F
W

High

YR

Moderate

YR

Moderate

Sp, F, W

Low

S

Moderate

S

Low

W

American bittern
Black skimmer

SC

Common loon
Grasshopper
sparrow
Horned lark
Osprey

SC

USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003
USFWS 2018
USACE 2003
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003

SC

USACE 2003

Very Low

Sp, S, F

SC

USACE 2003
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas
USACE 2003; Breeding Bird
Atlas

High

YR

High

Sp, S, F

Moderate

YR

Roseate tern
Red knot
Short-eared owl
Common tern
Least tern
Northern harrier

Seaside sparrow
Sharp-shinned
hawk
Cooper's hawk
Vesper sparrow

E
T
T
T

SC

SC
SC
SC

USACE 2003

Low

F

SC
SC

Breeding Bird Atlas
USACE 2003

Very Low
Very Low

F
Sp, F
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Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
Table 1 (Continued)
Federally and State-listed Plant and Animal Species
with the Potential to Occur in the Study Area
Species
Leatherback sea
turtle
Green sea turtle
Loggerhead sea
turtle
Kemp's ridley
sea turtle
Eastern box
turtle
Atlantic sturgeon
Peregrine falcon
North American
right whale
Fin whale
Sperm whale
Sei whale
Sandplain
gerardia

Federal
Status

State
Status

Source

Probability of
occurrence

Season*

E

E

NMFS 2017

Very low

Sp, S, F

T

T

NMFS 2017

Low

Sp, S, F

E

T

NMFS 2017

Low

Sp, S, F

E

E

NMFS 2017

Low

Sp, S, F

SC

USACE 2004

Moderate

YR

E
E

NMFS 2017
USACE 2003

Very low
Low

Sp, S, F
S, F

E

NMFS 2017

Low

F,W,S

E
E
E

NMFS 2017
NMFS 2017
NMFS 2017

Low
Low
Low

F,W

USFWS 2018

Low

YR

E

E

E

Notes: *Season(s) during which occurrence is most likely; S=summer, F= fall, W=winter, Sp=spring,
YR= year-round.

Section 7 coordination with NMFS and USFWS, under the Endangered Species Act (ESA),
occurred for the Preferred Alternative. The Final 2019 DR/EA for the Preferred
Alternative determined that the project may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect
any listed species or critical habitat. Concurrence with this determination was received
from NMFS on August 15, 2018 and from FHWA on September 9, 2021. Section 7
will remain unchanged and will again receive concurrence.
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Director, Bridges & Structures Engineering

Full Environmental Assessment Form Part 1 - Project and Setting
Section E. Site and Setting of Proposed Action
Subsection E.3. Designated Public Resources On or Near Project Site
Question g. Have additional archaeological or historic site(s) or resources been
identified on the project site? If Yes:
(Additional information, continued from FEAF page 13)
As part of the analyses undertaken for the 2019 Final D/EA for the Preferred Alternative,
the New York State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) determined in April 2016 that the
Smith Point Bridge to be eligible for listing on the State and National Registers of Historic
Places. Further, SHPO determined that the proposed project would have an Adverse
Effect on historic resources and recommended preparing a Memorandum of Agreement
(MOA) to identify mitigation measures for the demolition of the bridge. In a letter from
An MOA has been prepared and
executed between FHWA, NYSDOT, Suffolk County Department of Public Works
(SCDPW), and SHPO (dated March 18, 2019), specifying mitigation measures to address
the identified Adverse Effect. The MOA also specifies that, if during construction of the
proposed project, properties are discovered that may be historically significant or
unanticipated effects on archaeological resources or historic properties are found, the
NYSDOT shall develop and implement an Unanticipated Discoveries Plan. There are no
other individual properties or historic districts that are locally designated or
State/National Register (S/NR) listed or that have been determined eligible for, or are
pending, such listing. Further, there do not appear to be any surrounding properties that
meet the eligibility criteria for S/NR listing.
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SUFFOLK COUNTY
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
Appendix B
Visual EAF Addendum
This form may be used to provide additional information relating to Question 9 of Part 1 of the Full Environmental
Assessment Form
VISIBILITY
1.

Would the project be visible from:
A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available to the
public for the use, enjoyment and appreciation of natural or
man-made scenic qualities
b. An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to public
observation, enjoyment and appreciation of natural or manmade scenic qualities
c. A site or structure listed on the National or State Registers
of Historic Places
d. State Parks
e. The State Forest Preserve
f. National Wildlife Refuges and State Game Refuges
g. National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding natural
features
h. National Park Service lands
i. Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic or
Recreational
j. Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such as part
of the Interstate System or Amtrak
k. A governmentally established or designated interstate or
inter-county foot trail, or one formally proposed for
establishment or designation
l. A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as scenic
m. Municipal park or designated open space
n. County road
o. State road
p. Local road

0-¼

Distance Between
Project and Resource (in miles)
¼-½
½ -3
3-5

5+

a.

2.

Is the visibility of the project seasonal? (i.e., screened by summer foliage but visible during other seasons)
Yes
No

3.

Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year during which the project will be visible?
Yes
No
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DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT
4.

From each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding environment.
Within
¼ mile*

1 mile*

Essentially undeveloped
Forested
Agricultural
Suburban Residential
Industrial
Commercial
Urban
River, Lake, Pond
Cliffs, Overlooks
Designated Open Space
Flat
Hilly
Mountainous
Other:
NOTE: Add attachments as needed.
5.

Are there visually similar projects within*:
½ mile:
Yes
No
1 mile:
Yes

No

2 miles:

Yes

No

3 miles:

Yes

No

* Distance from project site is provided for assistance. Substitute other distances as appropriate.

EXPOSURE
6.

The annual number of viewers likely to observe the proposed project is:
NOTE: When user data is unavailable or unknown, use best estimate.

CONTEXT
7.

The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action is:
Frequency
Activity

Daily

Travel to and from work
Involved in recreational activities
Routine travel by residents
At a residence
At worksite
Other:
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Weekly

Holidays/
Weekends

Seasonally

Appendix B Visual EAF Addendum
This document provides additional information in support of the Smith Point Bridge
Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Visual EAF Addendum.
VISIBILITY
1. Would the project site be visible from:
a. A parcel of land which is dedicated to and available to the public for the use, enjoyment and
appreciation of natural or man-made scenic qualities.
Yes. The project site is adjacent to Fire Island National Seashore, Smith Point County
Marina, and Smith Point County Park.
b. An overlook or parcel of land dedicated to the public observation, enjoyment and
appreciation of natural or man-made scenic qualities.
Yes. The project site is adjacent to Fire Island National Seashore, Smith Point County
Marina, and Smith Point County Park.
c. A site or structure listed on the National or State Registers of Historic Places
No. There are no State- or National Register-listed structures in the vicinity of the
project site. There are such structures within 5 miles of the project site, but there is no
visual relationship between them and the project site due to distance, topography, and
intervening buildings and vegetation.
d. State Parks
No. There are no State Parks within 5 miles of the project site.
e. The State Forest Preserve
No. There are no State Forest Preserves within 5 miles of the project site.
f.

National Wildlife Refuges and State Game Refuges
Yes. The project site is within 0-3 miles of Wertheim National Wildlife Refuge. There
are no State Game Refuges within 5 miles of the project site.

g. National Natural Landmarks and other outstanding natural features
No. There are no National Natural Landmarks within 5 miles of the project site. Fire
Island National Seashore is located within 0-1/4 miles of the project site.
h. National Park Service lands
Yes. Fire Island National Seashore is located within 0-1/4 miles of the project site and is
under the jurisdiction of the National Park Service.
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Replacement of the Smith Point Bridge County Route 46 over Narrow Bay

i.

Rivers designated as National or State Wild, Scenic or Recreational
Yes. Portions of Carmens River are designated by the state as scenic and recreational.
The portion of Carmens River designated as Scenic closest to the project site is about
two and one-half miles from the south side of Sunrise Highway, southerly to the mouth
of the river (a line between Long Point and Sandy Point) at its confluence with Great
South Bay. Portions of Carmens River are also designated by the state as Recreational,
but the designated portion of Carmens River is located more than 5 miles from the
project site. There are no state designated Wild rivers within 5 miles of the project site.

j. Any transportation corridor of high exposure, such as part of the Interstate System or
Amtrak
No. There are no transportation corridors of high exposure within 5 miles of the
project site.
k. A governmentally established or designated interstate or inter-county foot trail, or one
formally proposed for establishment or designation
No. There are no governmentally established, proposed, or designated interstate or
inter-county foot trails within 5 miles of the project site.
l. A site, area, lake, reservoir or highway designated as scenic
No. The project area is not located within 5 miles of a site or resource that is designated
as scenic.
m. Municipal park or designated open space.
Yes. Smith Point County Park is located within the project limits.
n. County road
Yes. William Floyd Parkway (County Route 46) is a county road that crosses the Smith
Point Bridge.
o. State road
No. No state roads are located within 5 miles of the project site.
p. Local road
Yes. A number of local streets/roads are located close to the project site. Local
streets/roads closest to the project site include Fire Island Beach Road, E. Concourse,
Fairlawn Court, Lyndale Court, Bayfair Drive, and Roneck Court.
2. Is the visibility of the project site seasonal?
No. The project site is visible year-round.
3. Are any of the resources checked in question 1 used by the public during the time of year
during which the project will be visible?
Most of the resources within 5 miles of the project site described in question 1 above,
could be used by the public during the construction period. Most of the State- or
National Register-listed properties within 5 miles of the project site are private
property. Project construction is expected to last 33 months.

August 2022

APX B-2

Appendix B

Appendix B Visual EAF Addendum

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING VISUAL ENVIRONMENT
4. For each item checked in question 1, check those which generally describe the surrounding
environment.
The project site is located in an essentially undeveloped, flat area with mowed right of
way (ROW). The area adjacent to the project site (study area) within Smith Point
County Park and Fire Island National Seashore is designated open space and contains
flat areas of maritime beach, maritime dunes, and maritime shrublands. The maritime
beach is located along the Atlantic Ocean on Fire Island and does not occur in close
proximity to the project site. The maritime dunes and maritime shrubland
communities form a mosaic, blending into one another throughout the study area.
5. Are there visually similar projects within* [1/2 mile to 3 miles from the project site]?
No. There are no other visually similar projects within 3 miles of the project site.
EXPOSURE
6. The annual number of viewers likely to observe the proposed project is:
Based on information in the 2009
r Plan Chapter 3,
approximately 97,000 vehicles crossed the bridge in 2007, translating to an estimated
304,000 passengers. This estimate does not include pedestrians or bicyclists that
crossed the bridge or people using the Marina on the west side of the bridge or the
resident population on the west side of the bridge. However, this is a fairly conservative
estimate of the number of annual viewers.
7. The situation or activity in which the viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed action
is:
Viewers of the project would include those visitors to Fire Island National Seashore
and Smith Point County Park. Viewers would see the project while engaged in
recreational activities such as fishing, walking, cycling, and boating. Employees of the
Fire Island Wilderness Center would see the project during their commute year-round.
On a seasonal basis, employees of the Smith Point Beach Hut would see the project
during their commute (from mid-May through mid-October). There is an existing
residential community to the northeast of the bridge in Shirley. These residents may
see the project on a daily basis and during their routine commutes.
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Full Environmental Assessment Form
Part 2 - Identification of Potential Project Impacts
Part 2 is to be completed by the lead agency. Part 2 is designed to help the lead agency inventory all potential resources that could
be affected by a proposed project or action. We recognize that the lead agency s reviewer(s) will not necessarily be environmental
professionals. So, the questions are designed to walk a reviewer through the assessment process by providing a series of questions that
can be answered using the information found in Part 1. To further assist the lead agency in completing Part 2, the form identifies the
most relevant questions in Part 1 that will provide the information needed to answer the Part 2 question. When Part 2 is completed, the
lead agency will have identified the relevant environmental areas that may be impacted by the proposed activity.
If the lead agency is a state agency and the action is in any Coastal Area, complete the Coastal Assessment Form before proceeding
with this assessment.
Tips for completing Part 2:
Review all of the information provided in Part 1.
Review any application, maps, supporting materials and the Full EAF Workbook.
Answer each of the 18 questions in Part 2.
If you answer “Yes” to a numbered question, please complete all the questions that follow in that section.
If you answer “No” to a numbered question, move on to the next numbered question.
Check appropriate column to indicate the anticipated size of the impact.
Proposed projects that would exceed a numeric threshold contained in a question should result in the reviewing agency
checking the box “Moderate to large impact may occur.”
The reviewer is not expected to be an expert in environmental analysis.
If you are not sure or undecided about the size of an impact, it may help to review the sub-questions for the general
question and consult the workbook.
When answering a question consider all components of the proposed activity, that is, the whole action .
Consider the possibility for long-term and cumulative impacts as well as direct impacts.
Answer the question in a reasonable manner considering the scale and context of the project.

1. Impact on Land
Proposed action may involve construction on, or physical alteration of,
the land surface of the proposed site. (See Part 1. D.1)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 2.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may involve construction on land where depth to water table is
less than 3 feet.

E2d

b. The proposed action may involve construction on slopes of 15% or greater.

E2f

c. The proposed action may involve construction on land where bedrock is exposed, or
generally within 5 feet of existing ground surface.

E2a

d. The proposed action may involve the excavation and removal of more than 1,000 tons
of natural material.

D2a

e. The proposed action may involve construction that continues for more than one year
or in multiple phases.

D1e

f. The proposed action may result in increased erosion, whether from physical
disturbance or vegetation removal (including from treatment by herbicides).

D2e, D2q

g. The proposed action is, or may be, located within a Coastal Erosion hazard area.

B1i

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

h. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________
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2. Impact on Geological Features
The proposed action may result in the modification or destruction of, or inhibit
access to, any unique or unusual land forms on the site (e.g., cliffs, dunes,
minerals, fossils, caves). (See Part 1. E.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, move on to Section 3.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. Identify the specific land form(s) attached: ________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

E2g

b. The proposed action may affect or is adjacent to a geological feature listed as a
registered National Natural Landmark.
Specific feature: _____________________________________________________

E3c

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

3. Impacts on Surface Water
The proposed action may affect one or more wetlands or other surface water
bodies (e.g., streams, rivers, ponds or lakes). (See Part 1. D.2, E.2.h)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - l. If “No”, move on to Section 4.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may create a new water body.

D2b, D1h

b. The proposed action may result in an increase or decrease of over 10% or more than a
10 acre increase or decrease in the surface area of any body of water.

D2b

c. The proposed action may involve dredging more than 100 cubic yards of material
from a wetland or water body.

D2a

d. The proposed action may involve construction within or adjoining a freshwater or
tidal wetland, or in the bed or banks of any other water body.

E2h

e. The proposed action may create turbidity in a waterbody, either from upland erosion,
runoff or by disturbing bottom sediments.

D2a, D2h

f. The proposed action may include construction of one or more intake(s) for withdrawal
of water from surface water.

D2c

g. The proposed action may include construction of one or more outfall(s) for discharge
of wastewater to surface water(s).

D2d

h. The proposed action may cause soil erosion, or otherwise create a source of
stormwater discharge that may lead to siltation or other degradation of receiving
water bodies.

D2e

i. The proposed action may affect the water quality of any water bodies within or
downstream of the site of the proposed action.

E2h

j. The proposed action may involve the application of pesticides or herbicides in or
around any water body.

D2q, E2h

k. The proposed action may require the construction of new, or expansion of existing,
wastewater treatment facilities.

D1a, D2d
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YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

l. Other impacts: _______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

4. Impact on groundwater
The proposed action may result in new or additional use of ground water, or
may have the potential to introduce contaminants to ground water or an aquifer.
(See Part 1. D.2.a, D.2.c, D.2.d, D.2.p, D.2.q, D.2.t)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 5.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may require new water supply wells, or create additional demand
on supplies from existing water supply wells.

D2c

b. Water supply demand from the proposed action may exceed safe and sustainable
withdrawal capacity rate of the local supply or aquifer.
Cite Source: ________________________________________________________

D2c

c. The proposed action may allow or result in residential uses in areas without water and
sewer services.

D1a, D2c

d. The proposed action may include or require wastewater discharged to groundwater.

D2d, E2l

e. The proposed action may result in the construction of water supply wells in locations
where groundwater is, or is suspected to be, contaminated.

D2c, E1f,
E1g, E1h

f. The proposed action may require the bulk storage of petroleum or chemical products
over ground water or an aquifer.

D2p, E2l

g. The proposed action may involve the commercial application of pesticides within 100
feet of potable drinking water or irrigation sources.

E2h, D2q,
E2l, D2c

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

h. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

5. Impact on Flooding
The proposed action may result in development on lands subject to flooding.
(See Part 1. E.2)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, move on to Section 6.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may result in development in a designated floodway.

E2i

b. The proposed action may result in development within a 100 year floodplain.

E2j

c. The proposed action may result in development within a 500 year floodplain.

E2k

d. The proposed action may result in, or require, modification of existing drainage
patterns.

D2b, D2e

e. The proposed action may change flood water flows that contribute to flooding.

D2b, E2i,
E2j, E2k

f. If there is a dam located on the site of the proposed action,

E1e

dam
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YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________

6. Impacts on Air
The proposed action may include a state regulated air emission source.
(See Part 1. D.2.f., D 2 h D.2.g)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”, move on to Section 7.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. If the proposed action requires federal or state air emission permits, the action may
also emit one or more greenhouse gases at or above the following levels:
i. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide (CO2)
ii. More than 3.5 tons/year of nitrous oxide (N2 )
iii. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon equivalent of perfluorocarbons (PFCs)
iv. More than .045 tons/year of sulfur hexafluoride (SF6)
v. More than 1000 tons/year of carbon dioxide equivalent of
hydrochlorofl urocarbons (HFCs) emissions
vi. 43 tons/year or more of methane

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g
D2g
D2h

b. The proposed action may generate 10 tons/year or more of any one designated
hazardous air pollutant, or 25 tons/year or more of any combination of such hazardous
air pollutants.
c. The proposed action may require a state air registration, or may produce an emissions
rate of total contaminants that may exceed 5 lbs. per hour, or may include a heat
source capable of producing more than 10 million BTU s per hour.

D2g

d. The proposed action may reach 50% of any of the thresholds in “a” through “c”,
above.

D

e. The proposed action may result in the combustion or thermal treatment of more than 1
ton of refuse per hour.

D2s

D2f, D2g

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

7.

Impact on Plants and Animals
The proposed action may result in a loss of flora or fauna. (See Part 1. E.2. m.-q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - j. If “No”, move on to Section 8.
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may cause reduction in population or loss of individuals of any
threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the Federal
government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2o

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by
any rare, threatened or endangered species, as listed by New York State or the federal
government.

E2o

c. The proposed action may cause reduction in population, or loss of individuals, of any
species of special concern or conservation need, as listed by New York State or the
Federal government, that use the site, or are found on, over, or near the site.

E2p

d. The proposed action may result in a reduction or degradation of any habitat used by
any species of special concern and conservation need, as listed by New York State or
the Federal government.

E2p
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NO
No, or
small
impact
may occur

YES
Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

e. The proposed action may diminish the capacity of a registered National Natural
Landmark to support the biological community it was established to protect.

E3c

f. The proposed action may result in the removal of, or ground disturbance in, any
portion of a designated significant natural community.
Source: ____________________________________________________________

E2n

g. The proposed action may substantially interfere with nesting/breeding, foraging, or
over-wintering habitat for the predominant species that occupy or use the project site.

E2m

h. The proposed action requires the conversion of more than 10 acres of forest,
grassland or any other regionally or locally important habitat.
Habitat type & information source: ______________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

E1b

i. Proposed action (commercial, industrial or recreational projects, only) involves use of
herbicides or pesticides.

D2q

j. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

8.

Impact on Agricultural Resources
The proposed action may impact agricultural resources. (See Part 1. E.3.a. and b.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, move on to Section 9.
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may impact soil classified within soil group 1 through 4 of the
NYS Land Classification System.

E2c, E3b

b. The proposed action may sever, cross or otherwise limit access to agricultural land
(includes cropland, hayfields, pasture, vineyard, orchard, etc).

E1a, Elb

c. The proposed action may result in the excavation or compaction of the soil profile of
active agricultural land.

E3b

d. The proposed action may irreversibly convert agricultural land to non-agricultural
uses, either more than 2.5 acres if located in an Agricultural District, or more than 10
acres if not within an Agricultural District.

E1b, E3a

e. The proposed action may disrupt or prevent installation of an agricultural land
management system.

El a, E1b

f. The proposed action may result, directly or indirectly, in increased development
potential or pressure on farmland.

C2c, C3,
D2c, D2d

g. The proposed project is not consistent with the adopted municipal Farmland
Protection Plan.

C2c

h. Other impacts: ________________________________________________________
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NO
No, or
small
impact
may occur

YES
Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

9.

Impact on Aesthetic Resources
The land use of the proposed action are obviously different from, or are in
sharp contrast to, current land use patterns between the proposed project and
a scenic or aesthetic resource. (Part 1. E.1.a, E.1.b, E.3.h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, go to Section 10.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. Proposed action may be visible from any officially designated federal, state, or local
scenic or aesthetic resource.

E3h

b. The proposed action may result in the obstruction, elimination or significant
screening of one or more officially designated scenic views.

E3h, C2b

c. The proposed action may be visible from publicly accessible vantage points:
i. Seasonally (e.g., screened by summer foliage, but visible during other seasons)
ii. Year round

E3h

d. The situation or activity in which viewers are engaged while viewing the proposed
action is:
i. Routine travel by residents, including travel to and from work
ii. Recreational or tourism based activities

E3h

e. The proposed action may cause a diminishment of the public enjoyment and
appreciation of the designated aesthetic resource.

E3h

f. There are similar projects visible within the following distance of the proposed
project:
0-1/2 mile
½ -3 mile
3-5 mile
5+ mile

D1a, E1a,
D1f, D1g

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

E2q,
E1c

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

10. Impact on Historic and Archeological Resources
The proposed action may occur in or adjacent to a historic or archaeological
resource. (Part 1. E.3.e, f. and g.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 11.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
E3e

b. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an area designated as sensitive for archaeological sites on the NY State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) archaeological site inventory.

E3f

c. The proposed action may occur wholly or partially within, or substantially contiguous
to, an archaeological site not included on the NY SHPO inventory.
Source: ____________________________________________________________

E3g
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YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

project would result in the demolition of the Smith Point Bridge which has
d. Other impacts: The
______________________________________________________
been
determined eligible for listing on the Stete and National Register of historic
Places by SHPO. An MOA (executed 3/18/19) provides for mitigation of impacts.
__________________________________________________________________

e.

If any of the above (a-d) are answered “
”, continue with the following questions to help support conclusions in Part 3:
i.

The proposed action may result in the destruction or alteration of all or part
of the site or property.

E3e, E3g,
E3f

ii. The proposed action may result in the alteration of the property’s setting or
integrity.

E3e, E3f,
E3g, E1a,
E1b
E3e, E3f,
E3g, E3h,
C2, C3

iii. The proposed action may result in the introduction of visual elements which
are out of character with the site or property, or may alter its setting.

11. Impact on Open Space and Recreation
The proposed action may result in a loss of recreational opportunities or a
reduction of an open space resource as designated in any adopted
municipal open space plan.
(See Part 1. C.2.c, E.1.c., E.2.q.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 12.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may result in an impairment of natural functions, or “ecosystem
services”, provided by an undeveloped area, including but not limited to stormwater
storage, nutrient cycling, wildlife habitat.

D2e, E1b
E2h,
E2m, E2o,
E2n, E2p

b. The proposed action may result in the loss of a current or future recreational resource.

C2a, E1c,
C2c, E2q

c. The proposed action may eliminate open space or recreational resource in an area
with few such resources.

C2a, C2c
E1c, E2q

d. The proposed action may result in loss of an area now used informally by the
community as an open space resource.

C2c, E1c

YES

No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

e. Other impacts: _____________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________________

12. Impact on Critical Environmental Areas
The proposed action may be located within or adjacent to a critical
environmental area (CEA). (See Part 1. E.3.d)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - c. If “No”, go to Section 13.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quantity of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d

b. The proposed action may result in a reduction in the quality of the resource or
characteristic which was the basis for designation of the CEA.

E3d

c. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

13. Impact on Transportation
The proposed action may result in a change to existing transportation systems.
(See Part 1. D.2.j)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - . If “No”, go to Section 14.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. Projected traffic increase may exceed capacity of existing road network.

D2j

b. The proposed action may result in the construction of paved parking area for 500 or
more vehicles.

D2j

c. The proposed action will degrade existing transit access.

D2j

d. The proposed action will degrade existing pedestrian or bicycle accommodations.

D2j

. The proposed action may alter the present pattern of movement of people or goods.

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

D2j

. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

14. Impact on Energy
The proposed action may cause an increase in the use of any form of energy.
(See Part 1. D.2.k)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - e. If “No”, go to Section 15.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action will require a new, or an upgrade to an existing, substation.

D2k

b. The proposed action will require the creation or extension of an energy transmission
or supply system to serve more than 50 single or two-family residences or to serve a
commercial or industrial use.

D1f,
D1q, D2k

c. The proposed action may utilize more than 2,500 MWhrs per year of electricity.

D2k

d. The proposed action may involve heating and/or cooling of more than 100,000 square
feet of building area when completed.
e. Other Impacts: ________________________________________________________
____________________________________________________________________

D1g

15. Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light
The proposed action may result in an increase in noise, odors, or outdoor lighting.
(See Part 1. D.2.m., n., and o.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - f. If “No”, go to Section 16.

D2m

b. The proposed action may result in blasting within 1,500 feet of any residence,
hospital, school, licensed day care center, or nursing home.

D2m, E1d

c. The proposed action may result in routine odors for more than one hour per day.

D2o
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No, or
small
impact
may occur

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action may produce sound above noise levels established by local
regulation.

YES
Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

d. The proposed action may result in light shining onto adjoining properties.

D2n

e. The proposed action may result in lighting creating sky-glow brighter than existing
area conditions.

D2n, E1a

f. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

16. Impact on Human Health
The proposed action may have an impact on human health from exposure
to new or existing sources of contaminants. (See Part 1.D.2.q., E.1. d. f. g. and h.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - m. If “No”, go to Section 17.

NO

Relevant
Part I
Question(s)
a. The proposed action is located within 1500 feet of a school, hospital, licensed day
care center, group home, nursing home or retirement community.

E1d

b. The site of the proposed action is currently undergoing remediation.

E1g, E1h

c. There is a completed emergency spill remediation, or a completed environmental site
remediation on, or adjacent to, the site of the proposed action.

E1g, E1h

d. The site of the action is subject to an institutional control limiting the use of the
property (e.g. easement deed restriction)

E1g, E1h

e. The proposed action may affect institutional control measures that were put in place
to ensure that the site remains protective of the environment and human health.

E1g, E1h

f. The proposed action has adequate control measures in place to ensure that future
generation, treatment and/or disposal of hazardous wastes will be protective of the
environment and human health.

D2t

g. The proposed action involves construction or modification of a solid waste
management facility.

D2q, E1f

h. The proposed action may result in the unearthing of solid or hazardous waste.

D2q, E1f

i. The proposed action may result in an increase in the rate of disposal, or processing, of
solid waste.

D2r, D2s

j. The proposed action may result in excavation or other disturbance within 2000 feet of
a site used for the disposal of solid or hazardous waste.

E1f, E1g
E1h

k. The proposed action may result in the migration of explosive gases from a landfill
site to adjacent off site structures.

E1f, E1g

l. The proposed action may result in the release of contaminated leachate from the
project site.

D2s, E1f,
D2r

m. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________
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YES
No,or
small
impact
may cccur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

17. Consistency with Community Plans
The proposed action is not consistent with adopted land use plans.
(See Part 1. C.1, C.2. and C.3.)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - h. If “No”, go to Section 18.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action’s land use components may be different from, or in sharp
contrast to, current surrounding land use pattern(s).
b. The proposed action will cause the permanent population of the city, town or village
in which the project is located to grow by more than 5%.
c. The proposed action is inconsistent with local land use plans or zoning regulations.

C2, C3, D1a
E1a, E1b
C2

d. The proposed action is inconsistent with any County plans, or other regional land use
plans.

C2, C2

e. The proposed action may cause a change in the density of development that is not
supported by existing infrastructure or is distant from existing infrastructure.

C3, D1c,
D1d, D1f,
D1d, Elb
C4, D2c, D2d
D2j

f. The proposed action is located in an area characterized by low density development
that will require new or expanded public infrastructure.
g. The proposed action may induce secondary development impacts (e.g., residential or
commercial development not included in the proposed action)

YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

C2, C2, C3

C2a

h. Other: _____________________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

18. Consistency with Community Character
The proposed project is inconsistent with the existing community character.
(See Part 1. C.2, C.3, D.2, E.3)
If “Yes”, answer questions a - g. If “No”, proceed to Part 3.

NO
Relevant
Part I
Question(s)

a. The proposed action may replace or eliminate existing facilities, structures, or areas
of historic importance to the community.

E3e, E3f, E3g

b. The proposed action may create a demand for additional community services (e.g.
schools, police and fire)

C4

c. The proposed action may displace affordable or low-income housing in an area where
there is a shortage of such housing.

C2, C3, D1f
D1g, E1a

d. The proposed action may interfere with the use or enjoyment of officially recognized
or designated public resources.

C2, E3

e. The proposed action is inconsistent with the predominant architectural scale and
character.

C2, C3

f. Proposed action is inconsistent with the character of the existing natural landscape.

C2, C3
E1a, E1b
E2g, E2h

g. Other impacts: ______________________________________________________
__________________________________________________________________

PRINT FULL FORM
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YES
No, or
small
impact
may occur

Moderate
to large
impact may
occur

SUFFOLK COUNTY
FULL ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT FORM
6 NYCRR Part 617
State Environmental Quality Review
Part 3 Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts
and
Determination of Significance
Part 3 provides the reasons in support of the determination of significance. The lead agency must complete Part 3 for
every question in Part 2 where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large or where there is a need to
explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a significant adverse environmental
impact.
Based on the analysis in Part 3, the lead agency must decide whether to require an environmental impact statement to
further assess the proposed action or whether available information is sufficient for the lead agency to conclude that the
proposed action will not have a significant adverse environmental impact. By completing the certification on the next
page, the lead agency can complete its determination of significance.
Reasons Supporting This Determination:
To complete this section:
* Identify the impact based on the Part 2 responses and describe its magnitude. Magnitude considers factors such
as severity, size or extent of an impact.
* Assess the importance of the impact. Importance relates to the geographic scope, duration, probability of the
impact occurring, number of people affected by the impact and any additional environmental consequences if the
impact were to occur.
* The assessment should take into consideration any design element or project changes.
* Repeat this process for each Part 2 question where the impact has been identified as potentially moderate to large
or where there is a need to explain why a particular element of the proposed action will not, or may, result in a
significant adverse environmental impact.
* Provide the reason(s) why the impact may, or will not, result in a significant adverse environmental impact
* For Conditional Negative Declarations identify the specific condition(s) imposed that will modify the proposed
action so that no significant adverse environmental impacts will result.
* Attach additional sheets, as needed.
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Part 3 – Evaluation of the Magnitude and Importance of Project Impacts and
Determination of Significance
This attachment provides supporting documentation for questions that result in a determination
of a “moderate to large impact” may occur from the construction or operation of the modified
design of the 2019 Final DR/EA Preferred Alternative, as outlined in Part 2 of the Smith Point
Bridge Replacement Project (proposed project) Environmental Assessment Form (EAF).
Documentation to support the answers is provided with the corresponding section number as
outlined below, and further detailed in the EAF attachments.

A. SEQR STATUS
The proposed project is a linear transportation bridge replacement project over Great South
Bay/Narrow Bay in the vicinity of Fire Island National Seashore (FINS) in the Town of
Brookhaven, NY. The proposed project is not expected to be classified under the State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) as a Type II or Unlisted action due to its size and
location. Under SEQRA, the proposed project is expected to be classified as a Type I Action for
two primary reasons: 1) the total acreage to be physically disturbed by the proposed project is
greater than or equal to 10 acres (21.05 acres would be physically disturbed during construction
of the proposed project); and 2) Unlisted Actions may become Type I Actions if they are
undertaken in, or adjacent to, publicly owned or operated parklands, recreation areas, or
designated open space (e.g., FINS, Smith Point County Park, Smith Point County Marina).
Upon review of the information recorded in the EAF for the proposed project, including the
additional supporting information outlined below, and considering both the magnitude and
importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of the Suffolk County
Department of Public Works (SCPDW) (i.e., lead agency) that impacts can be avoided or
substantially mitigated because of the best management practices (BMPs)/protection measures
that would be required during the procurement of necessary permits and/or measures specified
by the lead agency to be implemented during the construction of the proposed project.

B. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
The following information describes the BMPs/protection measures that would be implemented
to reduce or avoid impacts during construction and operation of the proposed project. The
documentation supports the answers in Section 1 “Impact on Land” (parts 1.a, 1.d, and 1.e),
Section 3 “Impacts on Surface Water” (parts 3.d, 3.e, and 3.i), Section 5 “Impact on Flooding”
(parts 5.b and 5.c), and Section 15 “Impact on Noise, Odor, and Light” (part 15.b). For
additional information, see the EAF attachments prepared for the proposed project.
1. IMPACT ON LAND
1.a. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY INVOLVE CONSTRUCTION ON LAND WHERE DEPTH
TO WATER TABLE IS LESS THAN 3 FEET.
For the proposed project, land is defined as an area that is higher than the mean high water
(MHW) line. Therefore, any construction on land which requires excavation down to below
MHW would encounter the water table. Construction in these areas would utilize a sealed
cofferdam/sheeting configuration to accomplish the necessary construction in those areas. With
these measures in place, impacts to groundwater during construction would be avoided or
mitigated.
In addition, a limited Phase II (Subsurface) Investigation consisting of the collection and
analysis of soil and groundwater samples would be conducted prior to undertaking soil
disturbance during construction of the proposed project. The results of this testing would be used
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to prepare a Remedial Action Plan and Construction Health and Safety Plan (RAP and CHASP)
for implementation during soil disturbance. The RAP would include procedures to address
identified and unanticipated contaminated soil/sediment, groundwater or soil gas, unexpectedly
encountered underground storage tanks (USTs) or piping in accordance with applicable
regulatory requirements. The RAP would also provide the criteria for allowable reuse of
excavated soil and for any imported clean fill containing excavated materials, including any
unexpectedly encountered contaminated soil and petroleum storage tanks. The CHASP would
ensure that subsurface disturbance is performed in a manner protective of workers, the
community, and the environment. Results of the investigation would also be utilized to develop
appropriate environmental specification sections to assist in the contractor bidding process of
any planned work. With these protection measures in place, impacts from the proposed project
on groundwater would be avoided or substantially mitigated. Therefore, no further analysis of
groundwater is required.
1.d. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY INVOLVE THE EXCAVATION AND REMOVAL OF
MORE THAN 1,000 TONS OF NATURAL MATERIAL.
Approximately 17,700 cubic yards (cy) is expected to be excavated and removed during
construction. Once the final design is completed, a Phase II (Subsurface) Investigation, as
described above, consisting of the collection and analysis of soil and groundwater samples, may
be conducted in accordance with a scope of work pre-approved by the Suffolk County
Department of Health Services (SCDHS). The results of this testing, if warranted, would be used
to prepare a RAP and CHASP implementation during soil disturbance associated with
construction of the proposed project, as described above.
If a UST is encountered, it would be closed and removed, along with any contaminated soil, in
accordance with applicable regulatory requirements. Any evidence of a petroleum spill would be
reported to NYSDEC and addressed in accordance with applicable requirements. If the existing
275-gallon fuel oil AST or the backup generator are not planned to be reused, they would be
removed in accordance with applicable requirements. If tanks are discovered, they would be
registered, if required, with NYSDEC and/or SCDHS.
All excavated soil, sediment, and fill materials requiring off-site disposal would be handled and
disposed of in accordance with applicable regulatory requirements. Should contaminated soil be
encountered, applicable regulatory requirements would be followed.
Therefore, with these protection measures in place, impacts from the modified Preferred
Alternative with regard to any potentially hazardous materials encountered during the excavation
and/or removal of natural materials would be avoided or substantially mitigated. Therefore, no
further analysis of soils, sediment, or fill is required.
1.e. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY INVOLVE CONSTRUCTION THAT CONTINUES FOR
MORE THAN ONE YEAR OR IN MULTIPLE PHASES.
Construction of the Preferred Alternative, with the current design modifications, would extend
33 months, anticipated to begin in 2024 and extend to 2027. The new bridge would be
constructed while vehicular traffic is maintained on the existing bridge. The following subsections describe the BMPs/protection measures that would be employed to avoid or
substantially mitigate impacts due to traffic, air quality, noise, and vibrations on land during the
33-month construction period.
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Traffic
A Maintenance and Protection of Traffic (MPT) Plan would be developed during final design
and would indicate how the proposed project’s construction would be coordinated. During
construction, at least one lane for vehicular traffic and one sidewalk for pedestrians on the
existing bridge would always be maintained. The MPT plan would include details on how
automobiles and pedestrians would be accommodated in each stage of construction for both
alternatives. It would also address how access, parking, and loading/unloading operations would
be provided or maintained. Although some temporary roadway closures may be required,
construction activities would not result in substantial moving lane or roadway closures, or
prolonged traffic diversions.
It is expected that the impacts to the public during construction would be temporary and could
include extended travel times and reduced speeds, but such effects would be temporary. Overall,
with the measures outlined above, traffic impacts during construction would be avoided or
mitigated. Therefore, no further traffic analyses are required.
Air Quality
As described above, construction is expected to take 33 months. Construction activities would be
temporary and similar to other bridge construction projects and would not be considered out of
the ordinary in terms of intensity and duration. Peak construction activity would result in fewer
than 80 worker trips and at most 10 trucks per peak hour, which would likely not coincide with
the peak traffic hour. As described above, although some temporary roadway closures may be
required, construction activities would not result in substantial moving lane or roadway closures,
or prolonged traffic diversions. Therefore, construction under the proposed project would not
result in significant adverse air quality impacts related to vehicular traffic, and further mobilesource analysis is not required.
To minimize the potential temporary adverse effects of construction on air quality at the
sensitive locations nearest to the construction site –Smith Point County Park, Smith Point
County Marina, and the residences on the south end of Smith Point (the Smith Point residences)
the following BMPs would be implemented:
Diesel Equipment Reduction. Construction would minimize the use of diesel engines and
utilize electric engines to the extent practicable. To that end, the contractor would contact
the local utility company to arrange for the provision of grid power for use during
construction to ensure the availability of grid power and reduce the need for on-site
generators. Contractors would be required to ensure distribution of power where practicable
throughout the staging area and work site, avoid the use of portable generators where
practicable, and use electric engines in lieu of gasoline and diesel engines where practicable.
Best Available Tailpipe Reduction Technologies. Nonroad diesel engines with a power
rating of 50 horsepower (hp) or greater and all controlled truck fleets (i.e., truck fleets under
long-term contract with the proposed project) including but not limited to concrete mixing
and pumping trucks, would utilize the best available tailpipe (BAT) technology for reducing
PM emissions. Diesel particle filters (DPFs) are identified as being the tailpipe technology
currently proven to have the highest reduction capability. Construction contracts would
specify that all diesel nonroad engines rated at 50 hp or greater would utilize DPFs, either
installed on the engine by the original equipment manufacturer (OEM) or retrofit with a DPF
verified by EPA, the California Air Resources Board, or Europe's Verified Technology List
(VERT), and may include active DPFs if necessary; or other technology proven to achieve
equivalent emissions reduction. In cases where a specific engine is required which does not
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have a DPF and cannot be retrofit with a DPF, a waiver may be granted if the contractor
documents that (a) an alternative complying engine cannot be used to complete the task; (b)
verified or listed DPF does not exist for the required engine or was not available in the
market for several months prior to being required; or that the engine cannot be retrofit with a
DPF for safety reasons or that the engine or DPF would not function properly in
combination. In such a case, the contractor would be required to use the next-best available
reduction technology, which at a minimum would consider the use of diesel oxidation
catalysts (DOC).
Utilization of Newer Equipment. EPA’s Tier 1 through 4 standards for nonroad engines
regulate the emission of criteria pollutants from new engines, including particulate matter
(PM), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen oxides (NOx), and hydrocarbons (HC). All nonroad
construction equipment for the applicant’s projected development with a power rating of 50
hp or greater would meet at least the Tier 3 emissions standard to the extent practicable. Tier
3 NOx emissions range from 40 to 60 percent lower than Tier 1 emissions and considerably
lower than uncontrolled engines. All nonroad engines in the proposed project rated less than
50 hp would meet at least the Tier 2 emissions standard.
Dust Control. Fugitive dust control would be required as part of contract specifications. Any
unpaved truck routes within the work site and staging areas would be watered as needed to
avoid the re-suspension of dust. All trucks hauling loose material would be equipped with
tight-fitting tailgates and their loads securely covered prior to leaving the construction site.
Water spray would be used during any excavation or loading/unloading of excavated
materials to ensure that materials are dampened as necessary to avoid the suspension of dust
into the air. Any loose material such as sand and aggregate would be covered if stored
overnight or for long periods. Access roads shall be cleaned with wet sweeping as necessary
to avoid dust build up and resuspension.
Source Location. Large engines and activities such as concrete truck queuing and pump
operation would be located away from sensitive receptor locations to the extent practicable
and where logistics allow.
Idle Restriction. In addition to adhering to the state laws restricting unnecessary idling on
roadways, on-site vehicle idle time would also be restricted to three minutes for all nonroad
engines and on-road vehicles that are not using their engines to operate a loading, unloading,
or processing device (e.g., concrete mixing trucks) other than operation required for the
proper operation of the engine.
Overall, the proposed emission reduction program is expected to significantly reduce PM
emissions, on the order of 90 percent as compared with uncontrolled engines, and reduce NOx
emissions and the associated nitrogen dioxide (NO2) concentrations to the extent practicable.
Based on analysis presented above and the emission reduction BMPs that would be
implemented, air quality impacts would be avoided or mitigated. Therefore, no further air
quality analyses are required.
Noise
As described above, construction would be expected to last a total of 33 months with the most
noise-intensive construction occurring during pile driving activities, construction of concrete
pier columns and caps, and installation of abutment walls. The loudest pieces of construction
equipment expected to be used during these construction periods would be hydraulic break rams,
cranes, concrete pumps and trucks.
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Mobile Source Construction Noise
Throughout the construction period vehicles including construction related trucks and vehicles
driven by workers at the construction site would travel to and from the project site. Virtually all
of these vehicles would be expected to use the William Floyd Parkway. The William Floyd
Parkway is a busy, four-lane County Road that is already heavily trafficked, and the construction
traffic would therefore not result in substantially increased noise at locations along these
roadways. Further away from the project site, the vehicles would be distributed amongst the
different routes to and from the project site, and the concentration of construction traffic would
be low compared to the existing and No Build traffic levels on these streets.
Intensity of Construction Noise
The residential and open space locations immediately adjacent to the project site where
construction would occur represent the locations most likely to experience increased noise levels
resulting from the operation of stationary construction equipment.
The Smith Point residences are located approximately 180 feet from the nearest portion of the
construction work area. With the construction logistics as described above, maximum noise
levels during construction would be approximately in the low 80’s of dB(A) at the residences,
which is above the 65 dB(A) threshold according to the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) noise impact criteria. Further, these construction noise
levels would be expected to result in exceedances of 6 dB(A) or more above ambient noise
levels, which requires a closer analysis of impact potential according to the NYSDEC noise
impact criteria. Therefore, the Smith Point residences are discussed further in the following subsection “Duration of Construction Noise.”
The FINS is located approximately 500 feet from the nearest portion of the construction staging
areas and approximately 50 feet from the nearest portion of the construction work areas. With
the construction logistics as described above, maximum noise levels during construction would
be approximately in the mid 80’s of dB(A). These construction noise levels would be expected
to result in exceedances of 6 dB(A) or more above ambient noise levels which requires a closer
analysis of impact potential according to the NYSDEC noise impact criteria. Therefore, FINS is
discussed further in the following sub-section “Duration of Construction Noise.”
The beach located in Smith Point County Park is located approximately 450 feet from the
nearest portion of the construction staging areas from the nearest portion of the construction
work areas. Maximum noise levels during construction would be approximately in the low 70s
of dB(A) at this park. The construction noise levels would be expected to result in exceedances
of 6 dB(A) or more above ambient noise levels which requires a closer analysis of impact
potential according to the NYSDEC noise impact criteria. Therefore, Smith Point County Park is
discussed further in the following sub-section “Duration of Construction Noise.”
Duration of Construction Noise
The noisiest construction activities would include the pile driving activities, construction of
concrete pier columns and caps, and installation of abutment walls; this work is expected to last
a total of approximately 12 months. Consequently, exceedances of the NYSDEC noise impact
criteria that would occur at the Smith Point County Park and Smith Point residences during the
noisiest work would not be expected to occur for more than 12 months. During other periods of
construction, noise levels due to construction noise would be expected to be less. Therefore,
while the noise level increases during the noisiest phases of construction may be perceptible and
intrusive, they would not be considered “long-term” or significant according to NYSDEC
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criteria and therefore, no further analyses are required with respect to the Smith Point residences,
FINS, and Smith Point County Park.
Vibration
For purposes of assessing potential structural or architectural damage, the determination of a
significant impact is based on the vibration impact criterion typically used for historic or fragile
structures of a peak particle velocity (PPV) of 0.50 inches/second. For non-fragile buildings,
vibration levels below 0.60 inches/second would not be expected to result in any structural or
architectural damage. For purposes of evaluating potential annoyance or interference with
vibration-sensitive activities, vibration levels greater than 65 VdB would have the potential to
result in significant adverse impacts if they were to occur for a prolonged period of time.
The buildings of most concern with regard to the potential for structural or architectural damage
due to vibration are the Smith Point residences. However, as a result of these structures’
distances from the construction site, vibration levels at these buildings and structures would not
be expected to exceed 0.6 inches/second PPV.
In terms of potential vibration levels that would be perceptible and annoying, the two pieces of
equipment that would have the most potential for producing levels which exceed the 65 VdB
limit are pile drivers and vibratory rollers. They would produce perceptible vibration levels (i.e.,
vibration levels exceeding 65 VdB) at receptor locations within a distance of approximately 150
feet (i.e., the residences nearest the project site). However, while the vibration may be
perceptible and even intrusive, the operation would only occur for limited periods of time at a
particular location and therefore would not result in any significant adverse impacts. In no case
are significant adverse impacts from vibrations expected to occur during the construction of the
project. Therefore, the proposed project would not require mitigation measures to reduce or
avoid impacts due to vibration.
3. IMPACTS TO SURFACE WATERS
3.d. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY INVOLVE CONSTRUCTION WITHIN OR ADJOINING A
FRESHWATER OR TIDAL WETLAND, OR IN THE BED OR BANKS OF ANY OTHER WATER
BODY.
USACE and NYSDEC Regulated Tidal Wetland Impacts
The proposed project would involve construction of the new bridge substructure and removal of
the existing bridge in NYSDEC and United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulated
tidal wetlands and surface waters of Great South Bay/Narrow Bay.
During construction, temporary trestles would be installed as work platforms. These temporary
trestles would result in temporary footprint and shading impact to wetlands and surface waters.
The proposed bridge substructure and approach ways would result in permanent impacts to
wetlands and surface waters. The proposed bridge superstructure would result in permanent
shading impacts to wetlands and surface waters. However, after construction of the proposed
bridge, the existing bridge would be removed and restored as wetlands, surface waters. Table 1
summarizes the impacts of the modified design of the Preferred Alternative, as well as the net
impact of the proposed project to tidal wetlands.
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Table 1
Modified Design of the Preferred Alternative Calculated Tidal Wetlands Impacts

Tidal Wetland Type

Existing Bridge
(acres)

Modified
Preferred
Alternative
(acres)

Net Difference
(acres)

Littoral Zone
Permanent Footprint
0
0.04
-0.04
Temporary Footprint (Work Platform)
0
0.07
-0.07
Permanent Shading
0.11
0.33
-0.22
Temporary Shading (Work Platform)
0
0.47
-0.47
Unvegetated
Permanent Footprint
0
0
0
Temporary Footprint (Work Platform)
0
0.1
-0.10
Permanent Shading
0.06
0.14
-0.08
Temporary Shading (Work Platform)
0
0.14
-0.14
Vegetated
Permanent Footprint
0
0.08
-0.08
Temporary Footprint (Work Platform)
0
0.17
-0.17
Permanent Shading
0.02
0.21
-0.19
Temporary Shading (Work Platform)
0
0.08
-0.08
Summary of Impacts
Permanent Footprint
0
0.12
-0.12
Temporary Footprint (Work Platform)
0
0.34
-0.34
Permanent Shading
0.19
0.68
-0.49
Temporary Shading (Work Platform)
0
0..69
-0.69
Total
0.19
1.83
-1.64
Notes:
(-) Indicates a wetland impact;
-All temporary impacts include both demolition and construction impacts and assume 3-foot wide
perimeter around each pier column.
-Numbers were rounded to the one-hundredths place.
-Calculations are based on the modified design of the Preferred Alternative and the wetland
boundaries delineated in 2022.
Sources: Hardesty & Hanover-Wetland Footprint and Shading Impacts (August 2022)

In addition, after construction of the proposed bridge, demolition of the existing bridge, and
removal of the existing approach ways, wetland mitigation would occur on portions of the
project site. The details of the wetland mitigation would be determined in coordination with
USACE and NYSDEC during the permitting process.
NYSDEC-Regulated Tidal Wetlands Adjacent Area Impacts
Construction of proposed project would result in temporary and permanent impacts to
NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetland adjacent areas within the project site. Permanent footprint
impacts to tidal wetland adjacent areas would occur due to construction of permanent structures
(e.g., bridge substructures, approach ways, pathways, etc.). Temporary footprint impacts to tidal
wetland adjacent areas would occur due to land disturbing project activities (e.g., staging areas,
grading, etc.). Permanent shading impacts tidal wetland adjacent areas would occur due to
permanent structures (e.g., bridge decking, etc.), while temporary shading impacts to tidal
wetland adjacent areas would occur due to temporary structures (e.g., work trestles, etc.). Table
2 summarizes the impacts of the modified design of the Preferred Alternative, as well as the net
impact of the proposed project to tidal wetland adjacent areas.
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Table 2
Modified Design of the Preferred Alternative
Calculated Tidal Wetland Adjacent Area Impacts
Impact Type

Existing Bridge (acres)

Modified Preferred
Alternative (acres)

Net Difference (acres)

Permanent Footprint
Temporary Footprint
Permanent Shading
Temporary Shading
Total

1.20
0
0.10
0
1.30

3.48
4.40
0.32
0.08
8.28

-2.28
-4.40
-0.22
-0.08
-6.98

Notes:

(-) Indicates a wetland impact;
-Numbers were rounded to the one-hundredths place.
-Calculations are based on the modified design of the Preferred Alternative and the wetland
boundaries delineated in 2022. Calculations will be updated based on the wetland boundaries
delineated in 2022.
Sources: Hardesty & Hanover-Wetland Footprint and Shading Impacts (August 2022)

Protection Measures
All permanent and temporary impacts as a result of the proposed project would require a
NYSDEC Article 25 Tidal Wetlands permit, Article 15 Protection of Waters permit, Section 401
Water Quality Certification, and USACE Section 10 permits. In addition, during bridge
demolition, the old piers would be cut below the mudline in accordance with United States Coast
Guard (USCG) and USACE stipulations. To offset the impacts to tidal wetlands, compensatory
mitigation would be calculated and implemented in coordination with USACE, NYSDEC, NPS
and/or USFWS. Mitigation to offset impacts to NYSDEC-tidal wetland adjacent area would be
coordinated with NYSDEC, NPS, and/or USFWS. Mitigation would likely occur close to the
replacement bridge as site conditions in the vicinity of the project site provide opportunities for
mitigation.
In addition, erosion and sediment control measures (e.g., silt fences and straw bale dikes) and
stormwater management measures would be implemented through the development of a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as part of the Stormwater Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (SPDES) General Permit GP-0-15-002 which would minimize the potential
for stormwater runoff from construction into Great South Bay/Narrow Bay. Following
construction, areas temporarily disturbed during construction (i.e., temporary staging areas,
trestle areas) would be restored in accordance with the permit conditions. With these measures in
place, construction of the proposed project would not result in significant adverse impacts to
tidal wetlands and NYSDEC-regulated tidal wetland adjacent area. Furthermore, the project
design has employed all practicable measures to avoid and minimize harm to wetlands and the
bed of other waterbodies.
With wetland mitigation and the above-mentioned BMPs/protection measures in place, impacts
from the proposed project with regard to tidal wetlands and benthic habitats of Great South
Bay/Narrow Bay would be avoided or substantially mitigated.
3.e. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY CREATE TURBIDITY IN A WATER BODY, EITHER
FROM UPLAND EROSION, RUNOFF OR BY DISTURBING BOTTOM SEDIMENTS.
As described above, the proposed project would involve construction of the new bridge
substructure in USACE/NYSDEC tidal wetlands and in benthic habitats of Great South

August 2022

2-h

FEAF Part 3 Supporting Documentation

Replacement of CR 46 William Floyd Parkway, Smith Point Bridge over Narrow Bay

Bay/Narrow Bay. Construction activities have the potential to create upland erosion, runoff, and
disturbance to bottom sediments. Sediment resuspension in the water column would be localized
and of short duration. To minimize impacts and reduce suspended sediment in the water
column, piles would be constructed in the water in the confines of silt curtains. In addition,
erosion and sediment control measures (e.g., silt fences and straw bale dikes) and stormwater
management measures would be implemented through the development of a SWPPP as part of
the SPDES General Permit GP-0-15-002, which would minimize the potential for stormwater
runoff from the proposed project to affect the water quality of Great South Bay/Narrow Bay. In
addition, all in-water work (including bridge demolition) would be conducted as per the
conditions of the USACE 404 and Section 10 permits and NYSDEC Article 25 Tidal Wetlands
permit, Article 15 Protection of Waters permit, and Section 401 Water Quality Certification, and
through any BMPs recommended by the National Marine Fisheries (NMFS) Service via the
Section 7 Consultation process.
During bridge demolition, the old piers would be cut below the mudline in accordance with
USCG and USACE stipulations. Controlled blasting techniques may be used to facilitate the
removal of the bascule pier. Deck shielding or sheet pile cofferdams would be used to protect
Great South Bay/Narrow Bay during all demolition activities and all demolition debris would be
removed from the site via barge. With these protection measures in place, no significant adverse
impacts to Great South Bay/Narrow Bay are expected during demolition.
With these protection measures in place, impacts from the proposed project with regard to
turbidity and water quality would be avoided or substantially mitigated.
3.i. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY AFFECT THE WATER QUALITY OF ANY WATER
BODIES WITHIN OR DOWNSTREAM OF THE SITE OF THE PROPOSED ACTION.
As described above, the proposed project would involve construction of the new bridge
substructure in USACE and NYSDEC tidal wetlands and in the bed of Great South Bay/Narrow
Bay. Construction activities have the potential to create upland erosion, runoff, and disturbance
to bottom sediments. Sediment resuspension in the water column would be localized and of short
duration and would not be expected to impact the water quality of any water bodies within or
downstream of the site. To minimize impacts and reduce suspended sediment in the water
column, piles would be constructed in the water in the confines of silt curtains. In addition,
erosion and sediment control measures (e.g., silt fences and straw bale dikes) and stormwater
management measures would be implemented through the development of a SWPPP as part of
the SPDES General Permit GP-0-15-002, which would minimize the potential for stormwater
runoff from the proposed project to affect the water quality of Great South Bay/Narrow Bay. In
addition, all in-water work (including bridge demolition) would be conducted as per the
conditions of the USACE 404 and Section 10 permits and NYSDEC Article 25 Tidal Wetlands
permit, Article 15 Protection of Waters permit, and Section 401 Water Quality Certification, and
through any best BMPS recommended by the NMFS via the Section 7 Consultation process.
During bridge demolition, the old piers would be cut below the mudline in accordance with
USCG and USACE stipulations. Controlled blasting techniques may be used to facilitate the
removal of the bascule pier. Deck shielding or sheet pile cofferdams would be used to protect
Great South Bay/Narrow Bay during all demolition activities and all demolition debris would be
removed from the site via barge. With these protection measures in place, no significant adverse
impacts to Great South Bay/Narrow Bay are expected during demolition.
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With these measures in place, bridge construction and demolition impacts from the proposed
project with regard to other waterbodies located within or downstream of the project site would
be avoided or substantially mitigated.
5. IMPACT ON FLOODING
5.B. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY RESULT IN DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A 100 YEAR
FLOODPLAIN.

The proposed project would replace an existing structure whose purpose is to cross the
waterway, and therefore its location is fixed and does not constitute a significant encroachment
into the 100-year floodplain. The new bridge would be elevated over the waterway and
floodplain, however portions of the approaches and abutments would be located within the 100year floodplain and would therefore be susceptible to the impacts of flooding under current
conditions. In addition, the Preferred Alternative’s modified design would be expected to remain
in compliance with EO 11988 as documented in the 2019 Final DR/EA’s “Floodplains
Assessment.” Overall, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts to flood levels, flood risk, or the flow of flood waters in the project
site or surrounding areas.
5.C. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY RESULT IN DEVELOPMENT WITHIN A 500 YEAR
FLOODPLAIN.

As described above, the proposed project would replace an existing structure whose purpose is
to cross the waterway, and therefore its location is fixed and does not constitute a significant
encroachment into the 500-year floodplain. The new bridge would be elevated over the
waterway and floodplain, however portions of the approaches would be located within the 500year floodplain and would therefore be susceptible to the impacts of flooding under current
conditions. In addition, the Preferred Alternative’s modified design would be expected to remain
in compliance with EO 11988 as documented in the 2019 Final DR/EA’s “Floodplains
Assessment.” Overall, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in
significant adverse impacts to flood levels, flood risk, or the flow of flood waters in the project
site or surrounding areas.
15. IMPACT ON NOISE, ODOR, AND LIGHT
15.B. THE PROPOSED ACTION MAY RESULT IN BLASTING WITHIN 1,500 FEET OF ANY
RESIDENCE, HOSPITAL, SCHOOL, LICENSED DAY CARE CENTER, OR NURSING HOME.

Controlled blasting activities, anticipated to occur up to twice per day and for a very limited time
period (less than a minute per blast), may be audible at the Smith Point Residences (180 feet
from construction work area), the FINS (500 feet from construction work area) and the beach
located in Smith Point County Park (450 feet from construction work area). While controlled
blasting activities may result in elevated instantaneous noise levels, blasting activity is not
anticipated to result in Leq or Ldn noise levels that are higher than previously predicted at these
locations and would not increase the duration of the noisiest construction activities. Therefore, as
described above, while the noise level increases generated during the noisiest phases of
construction including controlled blasting activities may be perceptible and intrusive, they would
not be considered "long-term" or significant according to NYSDEC criteria.
The vibration effects from controlled blasting activities vary widely depending on the amount
and type of explosive used. To limit the vibration effects of controlled blasting activities, "closein blasting" techniques would be used to the extent possible, which involves using the smallest
explosive charges possible to excavate the amount of material needed in smaller blast holes
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spaced closely together. This results in a more even distribution of explosive charges within the
rock mass, minimizing blasting effects. Therefore, the proposed project would not be expected
to have a significant adverse impact with respect to vibration on any residence, hospital, school,
licensed day care center, or nursing home.
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Determination of Significance
Type 1 and Unlisted Actions
SEQR Status:

Type I

Identify portions of EAF completed for this project:

Part 1

Unlisted
Part 2

Part 3

Upon review of the information recorded on this EAF, as noted, plus this additional support information
and considering both the magnitude and importance of each identified potential impact, it is the conclusion of
lead agency that:

as

A. This project will result in no significant adverse impacts on the environment, and, therefore, an environmental
impact statement need not be prepared. Accordingly, this negative declaration is issued.
B. Although this project could have a significant adverse impact on the environment, that impact will be avoided or
substantially mitigated because of the following conditions which will be required by the lead agency:
There will, therefore, be no significant adverse impacts from the project as conditioned, and therefore, this conditioned
negative declaration is issued. A conditioned negative declaration may be used only for UNLISTED actions (see 6
NYCRR 617.7(d)).
C. This Project may result in one or more significant adverse impacts on the environment, and an environmental impact
statement must be prepared to further assess the impact(s) and possible mitigation and to explore alternatives to avoid or
reduce those impacts. Accordingly, this positive declaration is issued.
Name of Action:
Name of Lead Agency:
Name of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:
Title of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:
Signature of Responsible Officer in Lead Agency:

Date:

Signature of Preparer (if different from Responsible Officer)

Date:

For Further Information:
Contact Person:
Address:
Telephone Number:
Email:
For Type 1 Actions and Conditioned Negative Declarations, a copy of this Notice is sent to:
Chief Executive Officer of the political subdivision in which the action will be principally located (Town/City/Village)
Other involved agencies (if any)
Applicant (if any)
Environmental Notice Bulletin: http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb/enb.html
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