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24 CFR Part 58

Project Information

Project Name: Education Center Expansion

Responsible Entity: Town of Westerly
45 Broad Street
Westerly, RI 02891

Responsible Entity Preparer: Ms. Melissa Davy, Assistant Town Manager
Grant Recipient (if different than Rhode Island Office of the Postsecondary Commissioner
Responsible Entity): 560 Jefferson Blvd

Warwick, RI 02886
Certifying Officer Name and Title: Ms. Rachel Doyle, Director of Business Services
State/Local Identifier: Rhode Island

Consultant (if applicable): Pare Corporation
8 Blackstone Valley Place
Lincoln, Rl 02865

Direct Comments to: Ms. Melissa Davy, Assistant Town Manager
Town of Westerly
45 Broad Street
Westerly, RI 02891
Phone: (401) 338-3111
Email: mdavy@westerlyri.gov

and/or

Ms. Rachel Doyle, Director of Business Services

Rhode Island Office of the Postsecondary Commissioner
560 Jefferson Blvd

Warwick, RI 02886

Phone: (401) 584-4934

Email: rachel.doyle@riopc.edu
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Project Location:

Tower Street School Community Center
83 Tower Street, Westerly, Rl 02891
Assessor’s Map 58, Lot 186

Description of the Proposed Project [24 CFR 50.12 & 58.32; 40 CFR 1508.25]:

The project involves the demolition of an existing building at the Project Location, originally used as a school since
construction circa 1955, then as a community center beginning circa 2010. Upon completion of demolition
activities, construction of a new community center building with commercial and non-profit tenant leasing options
will be completed in roughly the same location where the existing building stands. Some services anticipated to be
provided at the new community center will include, but are not limited to:

*  Medical and dental, social/mental, and women’s and children’s health services.

*  Recreational activities such as community gardening, sports, and walking trails/paths.
*  Primary education supplemental programs and adult continuing education.

e  Daycare services.

¢ Community-building and events.

Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:

This project is necessary to revive a property that formerly served multiple needs for Westerly residents, including
offering continuing education and after-school educational programming, community-building, health and
wellness services, and recreational activities among many others. Residents of the Town have expressed support
for this project and played a major role in the development of project alternatives.

Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:

The property on which the project is proposed is currently improved with a school building constructed in 1955
and formerly utilized as the Tower Street Elementary School. In 2010, the Town consolidated schools and Tower
Street Elementary School was no longer needed as a public school. As such, the building was converted into a
community center (Tower Street School Community Center) operated initially by members of the Westerly School
Board. The Community Center offered various services throughout its 10-year operating period at low or no cost
to community members, and the year prior to its closure saw more than 3,400 participants in community programs
and events. The Covid-19 pandemic significantly affected the Center’s staffing and ability to operate, and it was
permanently closed in April 2020.

The existing building remains closed and unoccupied today. Several inspections of the building and property have
been performed as part of alternatives development and feasibility evaluations, which have identified numerous
issues with the building that prevent it from being habitable. These issues are further described in the Draft Tower
Street School Reuse Study prepared for the Town in February 2023.

The property comprises a single lot encompassing 11.28 acres of land within an area of primarily residential
development. Known environmental constraints of the property include freshwater wetland areas on the
southeastern portion of the lot. A letter of Verification of Resource Area Delineation was received by the Rhode
Island Department of Environmental Management’s (RIDEM’s) Freshwater Wetlands Division in July 2023, which
confirms the delineation wetland lines for the property, but does not approve work within jurisdictional areas or
wetland resources. As details on the design of the project progress, the scope of work for these areas will be
developed to a point where filing(s) for alteration to resource areas, if applicable, can be made with the RIDEM.

Constraints to building height may also be present due to the property’s location within the Conical Zone of the
Westerly State Airport, which requires that a notice of proposed construction or alteration be filed with the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA). The design height of the proposed community center appears to be compliant with
the FAA’s requirements and no significant changes are expected to result from their review.


https://westerlyri.gov/DocumentCenter/View/11821/Tower-Street-School-Reuse-Study
https://westerlyri.gov/DocumentCenter/View/11821/Tower-Street-School-Reuse-Study

Funding Information

Grant Number HUD Program Funding Amount

B-23-CP-RI-1356 Congressionally Directed Spending $1,500,000.00
Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $1,500,000.00
Estimated Total Project Cost (HUD and non-HUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)]: $30,000,000.00

Compliance with 24 CFR 50.4, 58.5, and 58.6 Laws and Authorities

Supporting evidence for the compliance determinations below is included in each Worksheet Summary, which can
be viewed at the hyperlink in the lefthand column of each category.

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 and 58.6

Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Compliance Determinations

The project is located within the conical zone of the
Westerly State Airport. Using preliminary design
parameters for the proposed building height and recent
ground survey data of the Site, the FAA Notice Criteria Tool
Airport Hazards Yes NO | (version 2018.2.0), the filing of FAA Form 7460-1 is
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D |Z| I:‘ required for the project due to an exceedance of the
criteria outlined at 14 CFR § 77.9(b). FAA input on the
design may be necessary, but it is anticipated that the
project will receive a determination of no hazard to air
navigation with minimal changes to the current design.

As shown in the attached Site Plan, the Project is not within
a Coastal Barrier Resource System (CBRS) Unit. The nearest
CBRS Units are located more than three (3) miles to the
south and southwest of the Site. The following units were
identified as being closest to the project site:

Coastal Barrier Resources * Misquamut Beach Otherwise Protected Area RI-13P
(3.33mis)

Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as| Yes No Masch Ponds CBRS S Unit DO7 (4.09 mi SSW
amended by the Coastal Barrier |:| |X| aschaug Fonds ystem Unit (4.09 mi )

Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC ¢ Napatree Units CBRS System Unit D08/Otherwise
3501] Protected Area DO8P (4.72 mi SW)
e Barn Island Unit CBRS System Unit CT-00 (3.74 mi SW)

A certified map was also prepared using the U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Service CBRS Mapper on July 18, 2024, which
indicates that the pin situated on the Project Site is not
within a CBRS Unit.




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation

Compliance Determinations

required?
The Project Site is situated between FEMA FIRM Panel
Flood Insurance 44009C0139K, effective  4/3/2020, and Panel
Yes No 44009C0143J, effective 4/3/2020. According to a FIRMette

Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973 and National Flood Insurance
Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-
4128 and 42 USC 5154a]

O X

produced through the FEMA Map Service Center depicting
the Site’s flood zoning on each Panel, the Site is located
within Flood Zone X (unshaded), which is defined as an
area of minimal flood hazard, with a less than 0.2% annual
chance of flooding.

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATIONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 & 58.5

Clean Air

Clean ~ Air Act, as amended,
particularly section 176(c) & (d); 40
CFR Parts 6, 51, 93

Yes No

O X

The Project Site was historically situated in an area of
nonattainment for the 1-hour ozone standard established
in 1979, which has since been revoked. The Project Site has
not been identified in an area of nonattainment for the 8-
hour ozone standard currently in effect.

Construction activities during the Project could have a
temporary adverse impact on local air quality without
proper controls in place. Specifically, the following
activities during Project construction must adhere to
regulatory requirements intended to mitigate adverse
impacts on air quality:

* Asbestos abatement necessary for existing building
demolition must meet the requirements of the Rhode
Island Air Pollution Control Regulation No. 22 - Air
Toxics (250-RICR-120-05-22) as well as other
regulatory requirements further discussed under Site
Contamination.

¢ Lead-based paint must be removed from surfaces in
accordance with the RIDEM requirements for Removal
of Lead-Based Paint from Exterior Surfaces (250-RICR-
120-05-24) as well as other regulatory requirements
further discussed under Site Contamination.

¢ All construction activities must be performed in a way
that prevents noncompliance with the Rhode Island
regulations for Visible Emissions (250-RICR-120-05-01)
and Fugitive Dusts (250-RICR-120-05-05).

¢ Any fuel burning devices intended for use during
construction activities (e.g., emergency generators)
may require a permit under the Rhode Island Air
Pollution Control Regulations No. 9 (250-RICR-120-05-
09) or No. 43 (250-RICR-120-05-43).

« Where feasible, diesel engines operating on-site
during construction activities should limit idling in
accordance with the Rhode Island Diesel Engine Anti-
Idling Program (250-RICR-120-05-45).




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Coastal Zone Management

Coastal Zone Management Act,
sections 307(c) & (d)

Yes No

O X

No activities proposed as part of this project are
anticipated to be completed below or above the high-
water mark of tidal waters, within a 200’ contiguous area
of coastal resource areas, within 50’ of a contiguous
freshwater resource, in floodplains associated with coastal
or contiguous resource areas, or within critical coastal
areas. The nearest coastal resource is located
approximately 0.8 miles west of the Project Site. The
nearest critical coastal area is the Salt Pond Region SAMP,
located roughly 2.5 miles south of the Project Site. A Site
Plan depicting the approximate extent of the jurisdictional
area of the CRMC relative to the Site is provided herein.

Additionally, the proposed project does not consist of and
is not expected to include those certain inland activities
requiring review by the Rhode Island Coastal Resources
Management Council (CRMC) regardless of distance from
coastal features.

Contamination and Toxic
Substances

24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)

Yes No

X O

A Phase | ESA was completed by Pare Corporation on
August 19, 2024 which did not identify any RECs, HRECs, or
CRECs associated with the Site. Several non-REC and de
minimis conditions were identified at the Site, including:

* Past use of #4 fuel oil to heat the building, stored in a
5,000-gallon underground storage tank (UST). This
finding is considered a non-REC because the UST was
removed in 1995 in accordance with applicable UST
closure requirements, at which time no evidence of a
release was encountered.

* Dry wells observed on the Site, which discharge
directly to the Site subsurface, were considered non-
RECs because information available during the ESA
indicates that they were installed in the 1990s and
receive roof runoff from a portion of the Site building,
an allowable practice of the Rhode Island Stormwater
Design and Installation Standards Manual. No
evidence was identified during the ESA to indicate that
the dry wells had received other sources of effluent,
such as effluent that could contain oil and/or
hazardous materials.

¢ Solid wastes observed to be disposed of on-Site were
considered de minimis conditions due to the limited
guantities observed and the types of materials
primarily observed (residential food wrapper waste
and small piles of discarded soil/asphalt).




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Contamination and Toxic
Substances (Con’t)

24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)

Yes No

X O

Additionally, several conditions outside the scope of a
standard ASTM Phase | ESA were identified, including:

¢ Asbestos-containing building materials (ACBM) are

present in Site structures.

The potential for radon gas in current and future Site
structures to accumulate to concentrations in excess
of the EPA’s Action Limit of 4 picocuries per liter
(pCi/L).

The potential for lead-based paint to be present at the
Site (Note that since completion of the ESA, a lead
hazard evaluation was identified which confirmed the
presence of lead-based paint).

The potential for materials contaminated with
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) to be present at the
Site.

Apparent mold and mildew impacts to the building
interior, which appears to be related to water damage
observed in the building.

Compliance will be achieved as part of demolition and
construction activities associated with the proposed new
building on the project Site. Currently, the following are
anticipated to be necessary as the project progresses:

¢ Lead-based paint abatement in accordance with the

Rhode Island Department of Health’s (RIDOH’s)
requirements for Lead Inspections (216-RICR-50-15-
05) and Lead Safe Work Practices (216-RICR-50-15-
12), and the RIDEM requirements for Removal of Lead-
Based Paint from Exterior Surfaces (also known as Air
Pollution Control Regulation No. 24; 250-RICR-120-05-
24) by professionals licensed in accordance with 216-
RICR-50-15-11.

Abatement of ACBM in the existing building in
accordance with the RIDOH’s Asbestos Control
regulations (216-RICR-50-15-01) and the Rhode Island
Air Pollution Control Regulation No. 22 - Air Toxics
(250-RICR-120-05-22).

The installation of a radon gas mitigation system in
any future building(s) proposed at the site by Rhode
Island licensed professionals in accordance with the
RIDOH’s Radon Control regulations (216-RICR-50-15-
02) and the Rhode Island State Building Code (RISBC;
510-RICR-00-00-01, et seq.).




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Contamination and Toxic
Substances (Con’t)

24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)

Yes No

X O

e The proper removal and disposal of all remaining

equipment and electrical, mechanical, and structural
materials from the existing building as part of
demolition activities. Any manufactured products
known or suspected to contain PCBs in concentrations
of 50 ppm or greater, and any wastes derived from
such products, shall be managed in accordance with
the requirements of the Toxic Substances Control Act
(TSCA; 40 CFR & 761), the RIDEM Rules and
Regulations for Hazardous Waste Management (250-
RICR-140-10-01), and the RIDEM Rules and
Regulations for the Investigation and Remediation of
Hazardous Material Releases (250-RICR-140-30-01),
as applicable.

As current plans for the site include proposed
childcare facilities, the project is subject to the Rhode
Island Industrial Property Remediation and Reuse Act,
also known as the Safe School Siting Act (R..G.L. § 23-
19.14), which requires that subsurface investigations,
including, but not limited to, collection of soil,
groundwater, and soil gas samples, be performed at
properties on which childcare and/or educational
facilities are proposed.

As applicable, any excess soils that are intended to be
excavated from the Site should be properly
characterized for disposal at a licensed facility. It is
recommended that characterization be performed in
advance of the start of construction activities to better
anticipate construction schedule and costs.

Mold and mildew issues at the Site appear to be
associated with water damage which may have
occurred when the building was unoccupied. This
issue is expected to be abated with completion of
demolition and new building construction activities.
The town should ensure that the proposed building
design will meet applicable local, state, and federal
building code requirements, which should ensure that
future mold and mildew growth is adequately
inhibited and the conditions that promote the growth
of mold and mildew are properly mitigated.
Additionally, contractors involved in demolition
activities should be informed of its presence in order
to provide proper respiratory protection and medical
surveillance to their employees as necessary.




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Endangered Species

Endangered Species Act of 1973,
particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part
402

Yes No

X O

An Informal Consultation under Section 7 is necessary due
to the Site’s location within the ranges and/or known
habitat of several Federally endangered or threatened
species.

Explosive and Flammable
Hazards

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C

Yes No

0 X

The Rhode Island Department of Environmental
Management (RIDEM) Environmental Resource Mapper
was reviewed to identify listings of Aboveground Storage
Tanks (ASTs) within a 1-mile radius of the Project Site (data
last updated 2016). Facilities required to submit Tier I
reporting information under Section 312 of the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know (EPCRA) were also
reviewed due to their potential to use or store large
quantities of hazardous materials in above-ground
containers other than ASTs (data last updated 2021).

The Project Site was not listed in the AST or EPCRA
databases. Nine (9) registered AST facilities and three (3)
EPCRA Tier Il facilities were identified within the search
distance of the Project Site. Using the HUD Acceptable
Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool, the
Project Site appears to be at or greater than the minimum
ASD for thermal radiation both for buildings and people
relative to all of the identified listings.

No indications of proposed future AST storage were found
during the course of this review.

Farmlands Protection

Farmland Protection Policy Act of
1981, particularly sections 1504(b)
and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658

Yes No

The Project Site is not located within an area containing
soils considered to be Prime Farmland or Farmland of
Statewide Importance.

Floodplain Management

Executive Order 11988, particularly
section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55

Yes No

The Project Site is situated between FEMA FIRM Panel
44009C0139K,  effective  4/3/2020, and Panel
44009C0143J, effective 4/3/2020. According to a FIRMette
produced through the FEMA Map Service Center depicting
the Site’s flood zoning on each Panel, the Site is located
within Flood Zone X (unshaded), which is defined as an
area of minimal flood hazard, with a less than 0.2% annual
chance of flooding. No floodplains are depicted within the
proposed Project Area.




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Historic Preservation

National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, particularly sections 106
and 110; 36 CFR Part 800

Yes No

0 X

A review of state and national historic properties, as well
as archeological sites, did not produce any listed sites with
known significance to Indigenous Americans within one (1)
mile of the project Site. An archaeological site of
Indigenous American significance (Nursery Site, RI-273)
was identified roughly 1.3 miles to the south-southeast of
the Site.

Based on past development and use of the Site, it appears
unlikely that adverse impacts on Indigenous American
artifacts will occur as a result of this project; however,
Native Americans tribes were historically present in the
area of Westerly and surrounding towns for thousands of
years, and the potential to encounter artifacts of Native
American archeological, religious, and/or cultural
significance cannot be eliminated. Should evidence of
historical Native American use of the Site be encountered
during the project, the Rhode Island Historic Preservation
and Heritage Society (RIHPHS) shall be notified, and work
shall be paused until such time that an archeological
survey can be completed and interested parties agree that
work associated with the project can continue.

Noise Abatement and
Control

Noise Control Act of 1972, as
amended by the Quiet
Communities Act of 1978; 24 CFR
Part 51 Subpart B

Yes No

The project involves the demolition of an existing structure
formerly used as a school and later a community center,
and the new construction of a building intended to be
commercial tenant-occupied and serve as a community
center. Commercial tenants known or anticipated to
occupy the new building at this time include Wood River
Health Center, which will provide medical services to the
local community.

Demolition and construction activities will be performed in
accordance with all local noise ordinances, and noise is not
anticipated to reach excessive levels through the
anticipated future site use. Future tenants that are not
reasonably known or anticipated at this time will need to
comply with the requirements of the municipal noise
ordinance and would be unlikely to cause excessive noise
in this situation.

Sole Source Aquifers

Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as
amended, particularly section
1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149

Yes No

The project site is located within the Pawcatuck Sole
Source Aquifer. Correspondence with the EPA was
initiated on 7/2/2024. The EPA provided a checklist of
review documentation that should be provided for review
as the final design for the project nears completion.




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

Wetlands Protection

Executive Order 11990, particularly
sections 2 and 5

Yes No

X O

There are wetland resources located on-Site, which were
verified by the Rhode Island Department of Environmental
Management (RIDEM) Division of Freshwater Wetlands in
July 2023 (attached). The wetlands verified by RIDEM
consist of:

» Deciduous Forested Swamp

e Two (2) Intermittent Streams, one fed by
culvert/stormwater, and the other apparently
groundwater-fed

e One (1) Pond

Buffer zones and jurisdictional areas were defined as
follows:

 Jurisdictional Area — 200-feet from the edge of a river
or stream, and 100-feet from the edge of all other
freshwater wetlands

» Deciduous Forested Swamp — 50-foot buffer zone,
increased to 75-feet where wetland flags come within
50-feet of the pond

« Each Intermittent Stream — 100-foot buffer zone

» Pond - 75-foot buffer zone where it is unprotected by
other buffer zones (e.g., the buffer zone of the
Deciduous Forested Swamp, which surrounds the
pond)

Based on preliminary plans for the project, some minor
work is proposed within the Jurisdictional Areas and 50’
buffer zone of the wetlands, which will require a filing with
the RIDEM Division of Freshwater Wetlands, but is
anticipated to receive a Finding of Insignificant Alteration
as no buffer zone or resource areas are anticipated to be
altered.

Wild and Scenic Rivers

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968,
particularly section 7(b) and (c)

Yes No

O X

The nearest Wild & Scenic River is the Pawcatuck River and
tributaries, which generally flows along the boundary of
the Town of Westerly with adjacent Rhode Island towns
and the Connecticut State Line. The Project Site is greater
than %-mile away from the nearest portion of this Wild and
Scenic River.




Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and Regulations
listed at 24 CFR §58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance steps
or mitigation
required?

Compliance Determinations

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898

Yes No

O X

While the community has some elevated key
environmental justice indicators, the Project Site is not
located within an Environmental Justice area as defined by
the RIDEM’s Environmental Justice Policy (amended 2023);
however, the former and proposed use of the Project Site
includes childcare and educational services covered under
the environmental equity and public participation
requirements of Rhode Island’s Industrial Property
Remediation and Reuse Act (R.I.G.L. § 23-19.14-5). As such,
further environmental investigation of the Site is required
prior to redevelopment, and public involvement in the
scope and findings of these investigations will allow for
members of the public to participate in Site
redevelopment activities.

Additionally, the Project proposes the creation of services
that will benefit low-income and minority households by
providing accessible healthcare and childcare services that
are presently in short supply in the community.

Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] Recorded below is the
qualitative and quantitative significance of the effects of the proposal on the character, features and resources of
the project area. Each factor has been evaluated and documented, as appropriate and in proportion to its relevance
to the proposed action. Verifiable source documentation has been provided and described in support of each
determination, as appropriate. Credible, traceable and supportive source documentation for each authority has
been provided. Where applicable, the necessary reviews or consultations have been completed and applicable
permits of approvals have been obtained or noted. Citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references
are clear. Additional documentation is attached, as appropriate. All conditions, attenuation or mitigation measures

have been clearly identified.

Impact Codes: Use an impact code from the following list to make the determination of impact for each factor.

(1) Minor beneficial impact
(2) No impact anticipated

(3) Minor Adverse Impact — May require mitigation
(4) Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modification which may require an

Environmental Impact Statement




Environmental Impact .
Impact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code
LAND DEVELOPMENT
Conformance with Plans . L . . R
. W This project is not anticipated to result in a significant change to land
/ Compatible Land Use . ) . L
. 2 use and zoning, and will result in an aesthetic improvement to urban
and Zoning / Scale and desian
Urban Design gn:
Soil Suitability/ Slope/ Stormwater will primarily be managed through a series of low-impact
Erosion/ Drainage/ Storm 2 designs that will allow for improved treatment and offset the increased
Water Runoff footprint of impervious area at the site.
Hazards and Nuisances . L - . R .
. ¢ . . u This project is not anticipated to result in a significant change to site
including Site Safety and 2 .
. safety or noise.
Noise
Environmental Impact .
Impact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code
SOCIOECONOMIC
This project will provide a space for commercial tenants who are
Employment and Income . . .
1 expected to hire locally and provide employment for younger residents
Patterns . L
of Westerly and surrounding communities.
. This project is not anticipated to result in a significant change to
Demographic Character \ . - 'p L . .g 8
. 2 demographic characteristics. The project is anticipated to serve most
Changes, Displacement . 3
demographics present in Westerly.
While the project is not located within an Environmental Justice area,
the Project proposes the creation of services that will benefit low-
Environmental Justice 1 income and minority households by providing accessible healthcare
and childcare services that are presently in short supply in the
community.
Environmental Impact .
Impact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code

COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Educational and Cultural

The project will improve access to educational facilities by providing a

Facilities 1 space where continuing education classes will be offered. The site was
previously used for these purposes until its closure circa 2020.
The project will provide tenant space for commercial business, which
Commercial Facilities 1 will create local jobs and is a more feasible option for many types of
small businesses than purchase of their own facility.
The project will improve access to health care and social services by
Health Care and Social 1 providing a space that offers medical services, community recreation,
Services and childcare services. The site was previously used for similar
purposes until its closure circa 2020.
Solid Waste Disposal / 2 This project is not anticipated to result in a significant increase in solid

Recycling

waste generation.




Environmental Impact .
Impact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code
This project is not anticipated to result in a significant impact to
Waste Water / Sanitary ) wastewater/sanitary sewers. The site is presently serviced by municipal
Sewers sewer, and the proposed project will utilize these existing connections
with minor spatial and use modifications.
This project is not anticipated to result in a significant impact to water
supply. The site is presently serviced by municipal water, and the
Water Supply 2 PRy . p - y . y P . . .
proposed project will utilize these existing connections with minor
spatial and use modifications.
Public Safety - Police, This project is not anticipated to result in a significant impact to public
Fire and Emergency 2 safety, and may have beneficial impacts particularly on emergency
Medical medical services.
The project will have a beneficial impact on open space and recreation,
Parks, Open Space and P J . p. P . P .
. 1 by providing open space for community gardening, recreational sports,
Recreation . .
and walking trails.
The project is not anticipated to result in a significant change to
transportation or accessibility. ADA accommodations will improve
Transportation and ) accessibility to the proposed building relative to the existing structure.
Accessibility The proposed layout also includes a drop-off/pick-up lane that could be
used by public transportation services; public transportation is
available in the area where the project is located.
Environmental Impact Imoact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code P
NATURAL FEATURES
. This project is not anticipated to result in a significant impact to natural
Unique Natural Features, _— .
2 features or water resources, and may have a beneficial impact with
Water Resources . . . . .
control and mitigation of invasive plants during construction.
. - Portions of vegetated areas of the site are impacted by invasive plants
Vegetation, Wildlife 1 & . . P 4 . p .
that can be addressed and/or mitigated during construction activities.
Other Factors -- -
Environmental Impact Imoact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code P
CLIMATE AND ENERGY
Stormwater management proposed as part of this project will result in
an improvement to overall stormwater quality and will ensure that the
Climate Change Impacts 1 systems are sized to manage the higher volume of stormwater

expected to occur during a single storm event as climate change
continues to impact local weather patterns.




Environmental Impact

Impact Evaluation
Assessment Factor Code P

The proposed project will include the demolition of a building
constructed circa 1955, with the construction of a new building
conforming to current energy efficiency requirements for new
buildings.

Energy Efficiency 1

Additional Studies Performed:

Draft Tower Street School Reuse Study, prepared by an ad hoc Committee for the Tower Street Redevelopment for
the Town of Westerly c/o Westerly Town Council on 2/23/2023

Field Inspection (Date and completed by):

1/5/2022 — Allied Consulting Services visited the Site as part of inspection and evaluation of mechanical/HVAC,
plumbing, electrical, and communications services in the existing building.

5/26/2022 — Environmental Lead Detection, Inc. performed a Lead-Based Paint survey of the building.

6/1/2022, 6/3/2022 — AltTech Services visited the Site to conduct a hazardous building material assessment.
6/16/2022 — On-Site Insight visited the site to assess the property value as part of a Capital Needs Assessment.
6/17/2024 — Pare personnel visited the Site as part of the Phase | ESA Site Reconnaissance.

List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:

See Attached Interagency Review Log, note that consultation is ongoing and information will be amended as
responses are received.

List of Permits Obtained:

7/12/2023 — Verification of Resource Area Delineation — RIDEM Division of Freshwater Wetlands
Additional permits shall be obtained as development of project details continues.

Public Outreach [24 CFR 50.23 & 58.43]:

The public has been involved in this project since its inception. In June 2022, a series of 35 interviews were held with
local Key Leaders regarding the reuse of the property. A public forum was subsequently held on July 19, 2022, which
more than 60 individuals attended. In September 2022, a Community Needs Assessment was conducted to evaluate
potential reuse of the subject property. Respondents to these events had a significant impact on the project
development and alternative development.

This draft EA and the associated documents were made publicly available for viewing on 10/2/2024.

Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]:
N/A


https://westerlyri.gov/DocumentCenter/View/11821/Tower-Street-School-Reuse-Study

Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9]:

Several alternatives have been evaluated to date; information presented in this document assumes that the
“Preferred Alternative” has been selected, further described below:

Alternative 1 — Sale of Property to Private Interests

The Town has considered selling the property on which the project is proposed to commercial private interests in
the past, which would be the lowest cost alternative for the town as any work proposed on the property after sale
would typically be at the expense of the new owner. Some concerns with this approach include the loss of valuable
land by the town, the likely permanent loss of community space, and the use(s) of the property by prospective
private owners. The Pros and Cons of this alternative are further summarized below:

Pros: Cons:
* Lowest Cost Option * Permanent loss of more than 11-acres of public

. . . land
* Produces a one-time revenue associated with the

sale of the property * Permanent loss of space previously used for
educational, community engagement, and open

* No further financial investment in the property for . .
space and recreation services

the town

* Neighborhood concerns about future
prospects/use of the property (e.g., concerns
about warehouses, solar farms, residential
subdivisions, etc.)

* No further liability for the town

» Potential for private owners to acquire property
but be unable to move forward on any
redevelopment activities due to financial issues,
conflicts with local bylaws, or numerous other
issues that can hinder redevelopments

* Members of the public have voiced their opinions
against this alternative

As summarized above, the benefits do not appear to outweigh the deficits associated with this alternative, and it is
consequently not considered to be a feasible alternative.



Alternative 2 — Modifications to Existing Building for Reopening

The project site was evaluated for the feasibility to revitalize the existing building and reopen it for use as a
community center. Several surveys and inspections, further documented in the Draft Tower Street School Reuse
Study, were conducted at the site, which identified several issues in the existing building. Several public forums have
also been held as part of alternative development and evaluation, which identified both pros and cons associated
with this alternative, as summarized below:

Pros:

Keeps more than 11-acres of land under ownership
of the Town

Would allow reuse of the site for educational,
community engagement, and open space and
recreational purposes

Property is within %-mile of Downtown Westerly

Property is located within an established
residential neighborhood, which is one of the
primary communities that the proposed use would
serve

The property is connected to municipal sewer and
water

The property is connected to municipal firewater
services

The property is serviced by public transportation
(Rhode Island Public Transport Authority [RIPTA])

Cons:
* A total replacement of the mechanical system

would be required

The existing building does not have air conditioning
and would be expensive to retrofit

The existing building does not conform to the State
Fire Safety Code

Significant upgrades to plumbing, electrical, and
communications systems would be necessary

Hazardous building materials were identified in the
building that would require localized abatement as
part of mechanical, electrical, plumbing, and
communications renovations, and could require a
complete abatement depending on anticipated
use(s) of the building in the future

Significant water damage and associated mold and
mildew impacts were observed in the building that
would require abatement

The roof was found to be leaking in several places,
which would require abatement

Non-energy efficient structural materials and
devices are present throughout the building

The existing building layout may not be suitable for
certain types of tenants, and does not allow much
leniency for partitioning, retrofitting, or the use of
specialized equipment that might not be found in
a school

The estimated capital costs for initial renovations
were more than $3 million and more than $5
million over the course of a 20-year period, roughly

The cost and level of effort needed to complete the above work satisfactorily so that the building could continue to
serve the community for an extended period would not be significantly different to the cost and level of effort
required for the construction of a new building. Even if the above steps were taken at the existing building, it is
unlikely that efforts such as retrofitting would achieve the same amount of energy efficiency as new construction
due to other areas of the building that remain energy inefficient (e.g., windows, doors, insulation). As such, this

alternative is less feasible than the Preferred Alternative.



Alternative 3 (Preferred Alternative) — Construction of a New Community Center on the Same Parcel

The project site was evaluated for construction of a new community center roughly in the existing building’s
footprint. The pros and cons of this alternative are summarized below:

Pros:

Provides all of the same benefits that Alternative 2
would provide

Would create leased space by which the town
could ensure a source of continued revenue for
facility upkeep and maintenance

Would provide additional services compared to the
services that the existing building provided prior to
its closure (e.g., medical services, daycare services,
and additional options with leased spaces)

Allows for construction of a building designed for
long-term use as opposed to retrofitting

Allows the use of sustainable engineering and
architecture, aligning with some of the goals of the
ad hoc Tower Street Redevelopment Committee

Cons:
» Slightly higher cost and greater level of effort

involved relative to Alternate 2

Total project cost is more difficult to estimate due
to building demolition activities and inherent
variability in soil conditions and quality across the
site

May generate more waste than Alternative 2 as a
result of building demolition

Where possible, construction and improvement of exterior appurtenances will be limited to previously disturbed
areas of the site, maximizing the use and maintenance of existing vegetated areas, and will incorporate low-impact
design into stormwater management. Several alternatives are also being evaluated for the incorporation of
additional energy efficient construction, including:

Solar hot water
Rooftop photovoltaic array
Daylight monitoring/harvesting systems

High efficiency HVAC systems, including geothermal

Energy efficient pool mechanical/heat recovery systems



No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)]:

An alternative of No Action was evaluated for this project, which would involve no change to the existing conditions
at the site. With this alternative, the existing Tower Street School would remain unoccupied at the property, while
limited public use of exterior appurtenances would remain available. The pros and cons of this alternative are
summarized below:

Pros: Cons:
* Intheimmediate future, it would incur no costs for * Existing building would remain
the town unoccupied/uninhabitable

* Public use of portions of the property remains * Would need to be inspected for vandalism, which
available would use town resources and funding

* Would generate significantly less waste than  Building exterior/landscaping would still need to
Alternates 2 and 3 be maintained

e Town could be liable for any injuries or damage
that occurs on or because of the property

» Detrimental to neighborhood aesthetics

e Building condition would likely continue to
deteriorate and could eventually produce a hazard
associated with a release of hazardous building
materials

* The property would likely end up going through
this same process at a later date as the building and
property conditions become increasingly out of
compliance with applicable local, state, and federal
regulations.

Based on the above, No Action is not a feasible alternative.

Summary of Findings and Conclusions:

Based on the work conducted to date on alternatives development and feasibility evaluations, Alternative 3 —
Construction of a New Community Center on the Same Parcel is considered the Preferred Alternative which will
provide the greatest benefits with minor deficiencies relative to the other alternatives evaluated for this project.
While some project details remain under development and several agencies are pending response at this time, No
Adverse Effects are expected to the environment from the alternative selected for this project.



Mitigation Measures and Conditions [40 CFR 1505.2(c)]

Summarize below all mitigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce, avoid, or eliminate adverse
environmental impacts and to avoid non-compliance or non-conformance with the above-listed authorities and
factors. These measures/conditions must be incorporated into project contracts, development agreements, and
other relevant documents. The staff responsible for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures should be
clearly identified in the mitigation plan.

Law, Authority, or Factor

Mitigation Measure

24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
14 CFR § 77.9(b)

Form 7460-1 will be filed with the FAA at least 45 days before the start date of
the proposed construction or alteration or the date an application for a
construction permit is filed, whichever is earliest. Interagency review will include
representatives of the FAA, Westerly Airport, and the Rhode Island Airport
Corporation, as applicable. Any recommendations resulting from this review shall
be incorporated into the project scope of work and this EA.

24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)

Mitigation and management of environmental conditions identified in association
with the existing building will be performed during building demolition activities
in accordance with the requirements and applicable standards outlined in the
Contamination and Toxic Substances section of this EA.

R.I.G.L. §23-19.14

Vapor intrusion potential into the proposed building will be evaluated in
accordance with the Rhode Island Department of Education’s (RIDE’s) policy. This
can be completed after demolition of the existing structure, but should be
completed prior to start of construction of the new community center. Any
findings and/or recommendations resulting from this assessment shall be
incorporated into the project scope of work and this EA.

Executive Order 11990,
particularly §§ 2 and 5
250-RICR-150-15-3

As project design progresses, should any impacts to resource areas be identified
and/or work proposed within jurisdictional areas, appropriate applications shall
be filed with the RIDEM Division of Freshwater Wetlands. Any recommendations
resulting from the permitting process shall be incorporated into the project scope
of work and this EA.

Endangered Species Act § 7,
50 CFR Part 402

Informal Consultation is required and is being commenced as part of interagency
review, due to the reasonably anticipated presence of Federally Endangered
Species within the project area. Any recommendations resulting from this review
shall be incorporated into the project scope of work and this EA.

40 CFR Part 149

Upon further development of project design, stormwater details and site plans
shall be transmitted to EPA representatives for review. Any recommendations
resulting from this review shall be incorporated into the project scope of work and
this EA.



https://ride.ri.gov/sites/g/files/xkgbur806/files/Portals/0/Uploads/Documents/Students-and-Families-Great-Schools/Health-Safety/Guidence-School-Siting.pdf

Determination:

[X] Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.27]
The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment.

[] Finding of Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(2); 40 CFR 1508.27]
The project may significantly affect the quality of the human environment.

Preparer Signature: Date:

Name/Title/Organization:

Certifying Officer Signature: Date:

Name/Title:

This original, signed document and related supporting material must be retained on file by the
Responsible Entity in an Environmental Review Record (ERR) for the activity/project (ref: 24 CFR Part
58.38) and in accordance with recordkeeping requirements for the HUD program(s).




Airport Hazards (CEST and EA)

General policy Legislation Regulation
It is HUD’s policy to apply standards to 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
prevent incompatible development
around civil airports and military
airfields.

References
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards

1. To ensure compatible land use development, you must determine your site’s proximity to

civil and military airports. Is your project within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500
feet of a civilian airport?

[CINo = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within the
applicable distances to a military or civilian airport.

XYes = Continue to Question 2.

2. Is your project located within a Runway Potential Zone/Clear Zone (RPZ/CZ) or Accident
Potential Zone (APZ)?

[IYes, project is in an APZ = Continue to Question 3.
[IYes, project is an RPZ/CZ > Project cannot proceed at this location.

X No, project is not within an APZ or RPZ/CZ

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within either zone.

3. Is the project in conformance with DOD guidelines for APZ?
[IYes, project is consistent with DOD guidelines without further action.
Explain how you determined that the project is consistent:

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting this determination.



https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards



[INo, the project cannot be brought into conformance with DOD guidelines and has not
been approved. = Project cannot proceed at this location.

[IProject is not consistent with DOD guidelines, but it has been approved by Certifying
Officer or HUD Approving Official.
Explain approval process:

If mitigation measures have been or will be taken, explain in detail the proposed
measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the
timeline for implementation.

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting this determination.

Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The nearest airport to the Project Site is the Westerly State Airport, a public airport that also
accommodates some military activity located in Westerly, Rhode Island. The Project is located just
outside the Horizontal Zone, and within the Conical Zone, of the Westerly State Airport. An Airport Layout
Plan Update and Land Use Compatibility Plan, prepared by Vanasse Hangen Brustlin, Inc. (VHB) in 2009,
indicates that the proposed Project would not encroach upon the regulated airspace height.

However, using the Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA’s) Notice Criteria Tool (version 2018.2.0) with
ground survey data recently collected at the Site and the proposed building height according to
preliminary design plans, the filing of FAA Form 7460-1 is required due to an exceedance of the criteria
outlined at 14 CFR § 77.9(b). Parameters used in the calculation included a ground elevation of 114’
above mean sea level (MSL) and a maximum building height of 45’ above grade.




https://flywesterlyairport.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/wst_alp_update_and_land_use_compatibility_report-final_042409compressed.pdf

https://flywesterlyairport.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/wst_alp_update_and_land_use_compatibility_report-final_042409compressed.pdf

https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaa/external/gisTools/gisAction.jsp

https://www.faa.gov/documentLibrary/media/Form/FAA_Form_7460-1_052026.pdf



Based on the information available through the Town of Westerly and Westerly State Airport, no issues
relative to airspace obstruction are expected to result from the filing and it is expected that the Project will
be able to move forward as intended.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
Yes

1 No
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AIRPORT MASTER RECORD

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
. 7 FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

LOCID: WST FAA SITE NR: 22075.*A
5 COUNTY: WASHINGTON, RI

7 SECT AERO CHT: NEW YORK

WESTERLY 4 STATE: RI

WESTERLY STATE

>1 ASSOC CITY:
> 2 AIRPORT NAME:

3 CBD TO AIRPORT (NM): 2 SE 6 REGION/ADO: ANE /

GENERAL SERVICES BASED AIRCRAFT
10 OWNERSHIP: PUBLIC > 70 FUEL: 100LL A 90 SINGLE ENG: 24
> 11 OWNER: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORPORATION 91 MULTI ENG: 3
> 12 ADDRESS: 2000 POST RD > 71 AIRFRAME RPRS: MAJOR 92 JET: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 > 72 PWR PLANT RPRS: MAJOR 93 HELICOPTERS: 1
> 13 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 > 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: NONE TOTAL: 28
> 14 MANAGER: IFTIKHAR AHMAD > 74 BULK OXYGEN: NONE
> 15 ADDRESS: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORP, 2000 POST RD 75 TSNT STORAGE:  TIE 94 GLIDERS: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 76 OTHER SERVICES: AFRT,AMB,AVNCS, 95 MILITARY: 0
CHTR,GLD,INSTR,
PAJARNTL,SALES, TOW
> 16 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 96 ULTRA-LIGHT: 0
> 17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:
MONTHS DAYS HOURS
OCT-MAY SUN-SAT 0800-1600
JUN-SEP SUN-SAT 0800-1700
FACILITIES OPERATIONS
>80 ARPT BCN: WG 100 AIR CARRIER: 0
> 81 ARPT LGT SKED: SEE RMK 102 AIR TAXI: 8,500
BCN LGT SKED: SS-SR 103 G A LOCAL: 5,904
18 AIRPORT USE: PUBLIC > 82 UNICOM: 123.000 104 G AITNRNT: 3,194
19 ARPT LAT: 41-20-58.6787N ESTIMATED > 83 WIND INDICATOR: YES-L 105 MILITARY: 50
20 ARPT LONG: 71-48-12.3006W 84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: YES TOTAL: 17,648

21 ARPT ELEV: 81.1 SURVEYED 85 CONTROL TWR: NO
22 ACREAGE: 321 86 FSS: BRIDGEPORT
> 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: NO 87 FSS ON ARPT: NO OPERATIONS FOR 12
> 24 NON-COMM LANDING: YES 88 FSS PHONE NR: MONTHS ENDING  07/31/2023
25 NPIAS/FED AGREEMENTS: YES / NGY3 89 TOLL FREE NR: 1-800-WX-BRIEF
> 26 FAR 139 INDEX: /
RUNWAY DATA
> 30 RUNWAY IDENT: 07/25 14/32
> 31 LENGTH: 4,010 3,960
> 32 WIDTH: 100 75
> 33 SURF TYPE-COND: ASPH-P ASPH-P
>34 SURF TREATMENT: GRVD NONE
35 GROSS WT: s 30.0 125
36 (IN THSDS) D 60.0
37 2D
38 2D/2DS
>39 PCN / PCR:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS
> 40 EDGE INTENSITY: MED MED
> 42 RWY MARK TYPE-COND: BSC- F/NPI-F BSC- F/BSC-F
> 43 VGSI: P4R / V2L P4L / PAL
44 THR CROSSING HGT: 46/36 40/40
45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE: 3.50/3.50 4.00/4.00
> 46 CNTRLN-TDZ: N-N/N-N N-N/N-N
> 47 RVR-RVV: -N/-N -N/-N
> 48 REIL: N/Y YIY
> 49 APCH LIGHTS: MALSF / /
OBSTRUCTION DATA
50 FAR 77 CATEGORY: C/B(V) AV) 1 AV)
> 51 DISPLACED THR: / /750
>52 CTLG OBSTN: TREES / TREES TREES / TREES
> 53 OBSTN MARKED/LGTD: / /
> 54 HGT ABOVE RWY END: 117/48 17/33
> 55 DIST FROM RWY END: 2,200/ 1,100 380/ 425
> 56 CNTRLN OFFSET: 330R / 40L 140L / 100L
57 OBSTN CLNC SLOPE: 17:1/18:1 10:1/6:1
58 CLOSE-IN OBSTN: N/Y YIY
DECLARED DISTANCES
> 60 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL (TORA): / /
> 61 TAKE OFF DIST AVBL (TODA): / /
> 62 ACLT STOP DIST AVBL (ASDA): / /
> 63 LNDG DIST AVBL (LDA): / /

(>) ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FSS IN ITEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO ITEMS PRECEDED BY >

> 110 REMARKS:

A 024 LDG FEE FOR COML & NON-RHODE ISLAND REGISTERED ACFT.
A 033 RWY 07/25 NMRS CRACKS FULL LEN.

A 033 RWY 14/32 NMRS CRACKS FULL LEN.

A 043 RWY 07 PAPI U/S.

A 043 RWY 14 PAPI U/S.

A 051 RWY 07 TEMPO DTHR 375 FT.

A 051 RWY 14 TEMPO DTHR 595 FT.

111 INSPECTOR: (S) 112 LAST INSP: 09/08/2023 113 LAST INFO RES:

FAA FORM 5010-1 (06/2003) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION
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'U U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Al RPORT MASTER RECORD AFD EFF 05/16/2024

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
FORM APPROVED OMB 2120-0015

>1 ASSOC CITY: WESTERLY 4 STATE: RI LOCID: WST FAA SITE NR: 22075.*A
> 2 AIRPORT NAME: WESTERLY STATE 5 COUNTY: WASHINGTON, RI
3 CBD TO AIRPORT (NM): 2 SE 6 REGION/ADO: ANE / 7 SECT AERO CHT: NEW YORK
GENERAL SERVICES BASED AIRCRAFT
10 OWNERSHIP: PUBLIC > 70 FUEL: 100LL A 90 SINGLE ENG: 24
> 11 OWNER: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORPORATION 91 MULTI ENG: 3
> 12 ADDRESS: 2000 POST RD > 71 AIRFRAME RPRS: MAJOR 92 JET: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 > 72 PWR PLANT RPRS: MAJOR 93 HELICOPTERS: 1
> 13 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 > 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: NONE TOTAL: 28
> 14 MANAGER: IFTIKHAR AHMAD > 74 BULK OXYGEN: NONE
> 15 ADDRESS: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORP, 2000 POST RD 75 TSNT STORAGE:  TIE 94 GLIDERS: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 76 OTHER SERVICES: AFRT,AMB,AVNCS, 95 MILITARY: 0

CHTR,GLD,INSTR,
PAJARNTL,SALES, TOW

> 16 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 96 ULTRA-LIGHT: 0
> 17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:
MONTHS DAYS HOURS
OCT-MAY SUN-SAT 0800-1600
JUN-SEP SUN-SAT 0800-1700
FACILITIES OPERATIONS
>80 ARPT BCN: WG 100 AIR CARRIER: 0
> 81 ARPT LGT SKED: SEE RMK 102 AIR TAXI: 8,500
BCN LGT SKED: SS-SR 103 G A LOCAL: 5,904
18 AIRPORT USE: PUBLIC > 82 UNICOM: 123.000 104 G AITNRNT: 3,194
19 ARPT LAT: 41-20-58.6787N ESTIMATED > 83 WIND INDICATOR: YES-L 105 MILITARY: 50
20 ARPT LONG: 71-48-12.3006W 84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: YES TOTAL: 17,648
21 ARPT ELEV: 81.1 SURVEYED 85 CONTROL TWR: NO
22 ACREAGE: 321 86 FSS: BRIDGEPORT
> 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: NO 87 FSS ON ARPT: NO OPERATIONS FOR 12
> 24 NON-COMM LANDING: YES 88 FSS PHONE NR: MONTHS ENDING  07/31/2023
25 NPIAS/FED AGREEMENTS: YES/NGY3 89 TOLL FREE NR: 1-800-WX-BRIEF
> 26 FAR 139 INDEX: /

RUNWAY DATA
> 30 RUNWAY IDENT:
> 31 LENGTH:
> 32 WIDTH:
> 33 SURF TYPE-COND:
> 34 SURF TREATMENT:

35 GROSS WT: s
36 (IN THSDS) D

37 2D

38 2D/2DS

> 39 PCN / PCR:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS

> 40 EDGE INTENSITY:
> 42 RWY MARK TYPE-COND:
> 43 VGSI:

44 THR CROSSING HGT:

45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE:
> 46 CNTRLN-TDZ:
> 47 RVR-RVV:
> 48 REIL:
> 49 APCH LIGHTS:

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 FAR 77 CATEGORY:
> 51 DISPLACED THR:
> 52 CTLG OBSTN:
> 53 OBSTN MARKED/LGTD:
> 54 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
> 55 DIST FROM RWY END:
> 56 CNTRLN OFFSET:

57 OBSTN CLNC SLOPE:

58 CLOSE-IN OBSTN:

DECLARED DISTANCES

> 60 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL (TORA):
> 61 TAKE OFF DIST AVBL (TODA):
> 62 ACLT STOP DIST AVBL (ASDA):
> 63 LNDG DIST AVBL (LDA):

(>) ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FSS IN ITEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO ITEMS PRECEDED BY >

> 110 REMARKS:

A 057 RWY 07 22:1 TO TEMPO DTHR.

A 057 RWY 32 22:1 TO DTHR.

A 057 RWY 14 22:1 TO TEMPO DTHR.

A 058 RWY 14 +10 FT TREES, 100 FT FM THR, 110 FT L; +10 FT TREES, 100 FT FM THR, 120 FT R.

A 058 RWY 25 +10 FT TREES, 170 FT - 200 FT FM THR, 180 FT L.

A 058 RWY 32 +20 FT TREES, 200 FT FM THR, 125 FT L.

A 070 SELF SVC 100LL FUEL AVBL 24 HRS.

111 INSPECTOR: (S) 112 LAST INSP: 09/08/2023 113 LAST INFO RES:

FAA FORM 5010-1 (06/2003) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION
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10 OWNERSHIP: PUBLIC > 70 FUEL: 100LL A 90 SINGLE ENG: 24
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> 12 ADDRESS: 2000 POST RD > 71 AIRFRAME RPRS: MAJOR 92 JET: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 > 72 PWR PLANT RPRS: MAJOR 93 HELICOPTERS: 1
> 13 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 > 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: NONE TOTAL: 28
> 14 MANAGER: IFTIKHAR AHMAD > 74 BULK OXYGEN: NONE
> 15 ADDRESS: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORP, 2000 POST RD 75 TSNT STORAGE:  TIE 94 GLIDERS: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 76 OTHER SERVICES: AFRT,AMB,AVNCS, 95 MILITARY: 0

CHTR,GLD,INSTR,
PAJARNTL,SALES, TOW

> 16 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 96 ULTRA-LIGHT: 0
> 17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:
MONTHS DAYS HOURS
OCT-MAY SUN-SAT 0800-1600
JUN-SEP SUN-SAT 0800-1700
FACILITIES OPERATIONS
>80 ARPT BCN: WG 100 AIR CARRIER: 0
> 81 ARPT LGT SKED: SEE RMK 102 AIR TAXI: 8,500
BCN LGT SKED: SS-SR 103 G A LOCAL: 5,904
18 AIRPORT USE: PUBLIC > 82 UNICOM: 123.000 104 G AITNRNT: 3,194
19 ARPT LAT: 41-20-58.6787N ESTIMATED > 83 WIND INDICATOR: YES-L 105 MILITARY: 50
20 ARPT LONG: 71-48-12.3006W 84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: YES TOTAL: 17,648
21 ARPT ELEV: 81.1 SURVEYED 85 CONTROL TWR: NO
22 ACREAGE: 321 86 FSS: BRIDGEPORT
> 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: NO 87 FSS ON ARPT: NO OPERATIONS FOR 12
> 24 NON-COMM LANDING: YES 88 FSS PHONE NR: MONTHS ENDING  07/31/2023
25 NPIAS/FED AGREEMENTS: YES/NGY3 89 TOLL FREE NR: 1-800-WX-BRIEF
> 26 FAR 139 INDEX: /

RUNWAY DATA
> 30 RUNWAY IDENT:
> 31 LENGTH:
> 32 WIDTH:
> 33 SURF TYPE-COND:
> 34 SURF TREATMENT:

35 GROSS WT: s
36 (IN THSDS) D

37 2D

38 2D/2DS

> 39 PCN / PCR:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS

> 40 EDGE INTENSITY:
> 42 RWY MARK TYPE-COND:
> 43 VGSI:

44 THR CROSSING HGT:

45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE:
> 46 CNTRLN-TDZ:
> 47 RVR-RVV:
> 48 REIL:
> 49 APCH LIGHTS:

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 FAR 77 CATEGORY:
> 51 DISPLACED THR:
> 52 CTLG OBSTN:
> 53 OBSTN MARKED/LGTD:
> 54 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
> 55 DIST FROM RWY END:
> 56 CNTRLN OFFSET:

57 OBSTN CLNC SLOPE:

58 CLOSE-IN OBSTN:

DECLARED DISTANCES

> 60 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL (TORA):
> 61 TAKE OFF DIST AVBL (TODA):
> 62 ACLT STOP DIST AVBL (ASDA):
> 63 LNDG DIST AVBL (LDA):

(>) ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FSS IN ITEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO ITEMS PRECEDED BY >

> 110 REMARKS:

A 070 AVBL AT DOONEY AVIATION.

A 081 DUSK-DAWN. ACTVT MALSF RWY 07; REIL RWY 25, 14 & 32; PAPI RWY 7, 14 & 32, VASI RWY 25; MIRL RWY 07/25 & 14/32 - CTAF.
A 110-002 DEER & BIRDS ON & INVOF ARPT.

A 110-003 RWY CONDS MAY NOT BE MNT OR RPRTD WHEN AP IS UNATNDD. CTC RI AP CORPORATION OPS AT 401-691-2265.

A 110-004 OVNGT PRKG FEE.

A 110-005 ARPT LCTD IN NOISE SENSITIVE AREA. POPULATED AREAS TO THE S & W SHOULD BE AVOIDED.

/A 110-006 HEL TOURS & BANNER TOW OPS ON AIRFIELD BLW 1000 FT ALG SOUTHERN COAST OF RHODE ISLAND.

111 INSPECTOR: (S) 112 LAST INSP: 09/08/2023 113 LAST INFO RES:

FAA FORM 5010-1 (06/2003) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION







PRINT DATE: 05/21/2024

'U U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION Al RPORT MASTER RECORD AFD EFF 05/16/2024

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
FORM APPROVED OMB 2120-0015

>1 ASSOC CITY: WESTERLY 4 STATE: RI LOCID: WST FAA SITE NR: 22075.*A
> 2 AIRPORT NAME: WESTERLY STATE 5 COUNTY: WASHINGTON, RI
3 CBD TO AIRPORT (NM): 2 SE 6 REGION/ADO: ANE / 7 SECT AERO CHT: NEW YORK
GENERAL SERVICES BASED AIRCRAFT
10 OWNERSHIP: PUBLIC > 70 FUEL: 100LL A 90 SINGLE ENG: 24
> 11 OWNER: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORPORATION 91 MULTI ENG: 3
> 12 ADDRESS: 2000 POST RD > 71 AIRFRAME RPRS: MAJOR 92 JET: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 > 72 PWR PLANT RPRS: MAJOR 93 HELICOPTERS: 1
> 13 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 > 73 BOTTLE OXYGEN: NONE TOTAL: 28
> 14 MANAGER: IFTIKHAR AHMAD > 74 BULK OXYGEN: NONE
> 15 ADDRESS: RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORP, 2000 POST RD 75 TSNT STORAGE:  TIE 94 GLIDERS: 0
WARWICK, Rl 02886 76 OTHER SERVICES: AFRT,AMB,AVNCS, 95 MILITARY: 0

CHTR,GLD,INSTR,
PAJARNTL,SALES, TOW

> 16 PHONE NR: 401-691-2265 96 ULTRA-LIGHT: 0
> 17 ATTENDANCE SCHEDULE:
MONTHS DAYS HOURS
OCT-MAY SUN-SAT 0800-1600
JUN-SEP SUN-SAT 0800-1700
FACILITIES OPERATIONS
>80 ARPT BCN: WG 100 AIR CARRIER: 0
> 81 ARPT LGT SKED: SEE RMK 102 AIR TAXI: 8,500
BCN LGT SKED: SS-SR 103 G A LOCAL: 5,904
18 AIRPORT USE: PUBLIC > 82 UNICOM: 123.000 104 G AITNRNT: 3,194
19 ARPT LAT: 41-20-58.6787N ESTIMATED > 83 WIND INDICATOR: YES-L 105 MILITARY: 50
20 ARPT LONG: 71-48-12.3006W 84 SEGMENTED CIRCLE: YES TOTAL: 17,648
21 ARPT ELEV: 81.1 SURVEYED 85 CONTROL TWR: NO
22 ACREAGE: 321 86 FSS: BRIDGEPORT
> 23 RIGHT TRAFFIC: NO 87 FSS ON ARPT: NO OPERATIONS FOR 12
> 24 NON-COMM LANDING: YES 88 FSS PHONE NR: MONTHS ENDING  07/31/2023
25 NPIAS/FED AGREEMENTS: YES/NGY3 89 TOLL FREE NR: 1-800-WX-BRIEF
> 26 FAR 139 INDEX: /

RUNWAY DATA
> 30 RUNWAY IDENT:
> 31 LENGTH:
> 32 WIDTH:
> 33 SURF TYPE-COND:
> 34 SURF TREATMENT:

35 GROSS WT: s
36 (IN THSDS) D

37 2D

38 2D/2DS

> 39 PCN / PCR:
LIGHTING/APCH AIDS

> 40 EDGE INTENSITY:
> 42 RWY MARK TYPE-COND:
> 43 VGSI:

44 THR CROSSING HGT:

45 VISUAL GLIDE ANGLE:
> 46 CNTRLN-TDZ:
> 47 RVR-RVV:
> 48 REIL:
> 49 APCH LIGHTS:

OBSTRUCTION DATA

50 FAR 77 CATEGORY:
> 51 DISPLACED THR:
> 52 CTLG OBSTN:
> 53 OBSTN MARKED/LGTD:
> 54 HGT ABOVE RWY END:
> 55 DIST FROM RWY END:
> 56 CNTRLN OFFSET:

57 OBSTN CLNC SLOPE:

58 CLOSE-IN OBSTN:

DECLARED DISTANCES

> 60 TAKE OFF RUN AVBL (TORA):
> 61 TAKE OFF DIST AVBL (TODA):
> 62 ACLT STOP DIST AVBL (ASDA):
> 63 LNDG DIST AVBL (LDA):

(>) ARPT MGR PLEASE ADVISE FSS IN ITEM 86 WHEN CHANGES OCCUR TO ITEMS PRECEDED BY >

> 110 REMARKS:

A 110-007 NOISE ABATEMENT PROCS IN EFCT CTC AMGR AT 401-691-2265.

/A 110-008 RWY 07/25 IS PREFERRED CALM WIND RWY.

/A 110-009 FOR AFT HRS TRML APRON ACES CTC AMGR 401-691-2265.

A 110-010 RWY 07/25 UNEVEN PAVEMENT APRXLY 1000 FT FM AER 25 THR. CTC AMGR 401-691-2265.

A 110-011 FOR CD CTC PROVIDENCE APCH AT 401-738-8945, WHEN APCH CLSD CTC BOSTON ARTCC AT 603-879-6859.
A 110-012 GLDRS OPR FM ARPT ON INTMNT BASIS.

111 INSPECTOR: (S) 112 LAST INSP: 09/08/2023 113 LAST INFO RES:

FAA FORM 5010-1 (06/2003) SUPERSEDES PREVIOUS EDITION







EASEMENT AND OBSTRUCTION CLEARING / LIGHTING REQUIREMENTS

DESCRIPTION EXISTING CONDITIONS

KEY

REQUIRED TO MEET STANDARDS

ULTIMATE DISPOSITION REMARKS

Runway 7 approach surfaces |Tree obstructions within Obstacle

Clearance Surface (for 3.6 degree
VASI)

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

2 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared
3 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared
4 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared
5 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared
6 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared
7 |Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees) Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

15 |Install obstruction light in area where trees are to remain Obstruction light to be installed
16 |Install obstruction light in area where trees are to remain Obstruction light to be installed
Water tower within Transitional n/a |Maintain hazard beacon on water tower on the right side of the approach [Hazard beacon to be maintained

Surface

Runway 25 approach surface |Tree obstructions within Obstacle

Clearance Surface (for 3.0 degree
VASI)

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

Runway 14 approach surface |Tree obstructions within Obstacle

Clearance Surface (for 4.0 degree
PAPI)

12

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

13

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

14

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

15

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

Runway 32 approach surfaces |Residential property within

Runway Protection Zone (RPZ)

9

Obtain fee simple purchase of residential property; clear and maintain Residential property to be obtained, cleared and
property maintained

Tree obstructions within Threshold
Siting Criteria (for 20:1 surface)

11

Obtain easement and clear obstructions (trees)

Easement to be obtained and obstructions cleared

14

Install obstruction light in area where trees are to remain

Obstruction light to be installed

These non—conforming conditions are based on an FAA Airspace Determination (August 31, 2007).

requires the airport sponsor (RIAC) to take the actions identified in this table prior to August 2009.

The Airspace Determination

LEGEND
ITEM EXISTING PROPOSED
AIRFIELD PAVEMENT ] o
OTHER PAVEMENT ] SAME
ABANDONED TAXIWAY EoTRE SAME
AIRPORT PROPERTY LINE -- SAME
ABUTTER PROPERTY LINE SAME

AIRPORT REFERENCE POINT

BUILDING WITHIN AIRPORT PROPERTY = e
BUILDING OUTSIDE AIRPORT PROPERTY SAME
TREE LINE SAME

GROUND CONTOUR
AVIGATION EASEMENT

ATNIIITITTHITTITTw

PAVED AIRCRAFT TIEDOWN T

RUNWAY PROTECTION ZONE (RPZ) RPZ

RUNWAY SAFETY AREA (RSA) —RSA RSA SAME
RUNWAY OBJECT FREE AREA (ROFA) ROFA SAME
TAXIWAY OBJECT FREE AREA (TOFA) TOFA SAME
OBSTRUCTION LIGHT BEACONS o3 *
SECURITY FENCING (APPROX. LOC.) » »* »*
EXISTING AIRPORT FACILITY IDENTIFIER

Existing & Proposed Airport Facilities

No.

1 Overflow automobile parking lot

2 ASOS

3 Main automobile parking lot

4 Fuel farm

5 Terminal

6 Landmark bulk aircraft storage hangar

7 T-hangars

8 Airport equipment storage building (to be removed)

9 Reeves Aviation aircraft storage hangar and ramp

10 |North American aircraft storage hangars

11 Main ramp

12 |Westerly Police Headquarters

13 |Dooney Aviation aircraft storage hangar and ramp

14  |Proposed snow removal and maintenance equipment storage facility
15 |Proposed hangars (private development)

16 |Proposed tie-downs

17 |Proposed evaluation of GPS approach to Runway 25

18 |Proposed reconstruction, redesign and pavement addition to the Main Ramp
19 |Proposed replacement of VASI systems with PAPI systems for Runway 7-25
20 |Proposed security fence installation

21 Proposed relocated T-hangers
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(TRUE BEARING 130,
MAGNETIC 145)

ELEV.=56.9
LAT. 41°21'14.2780°N

LONG. 71°48°27.0280"W

MALSF
< APPROACH

LIGHT SYSTEM

=

AIRPORT
ROTATING

BEACON

7z
7z
aQ

L—R/W 7 END

(TRUE BEARING 053,

MAGNETIC 068)
ELEV.=51.1
LAT. 41°20°44.1520"

LONG. 71°48'38.1230"

300

AR

&
<
'

TOM

0 300

HARVEY

ROAD

600

™ s ™ e—

SCALE IN FEET

£\

NOTE: Per FAA AC 150/5300-13, CHG 13,
Airport Design, paragraph 212b, RIAC
seeks a waiver from the recommendation
of acquiring property interest in this
parcel that contains a small portion of
the Runway 25 RPZ.
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(TRUE BEARING 310, MAGNETIC 325)
ELEV.=81,1"

LAT. 41°20'48.081"N

LONG. 71°47'47.3210"W

APPROVED

DATE:

RHODE ISLAND AIRPORT CORPORATION

US DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
NEW ENGLAND REGION

APPROVED

DATE:

APPROVAL SUBJECT TO COMMENTS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS IN LETTER

DATED:
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FAR Part 77 Surface Data

WESTERLY, RHODE ISLAND

WESTERLY STATE AIRPORT
AIRPORT PART 77
SURFACE DRAWING

Airport Data Runway 7 Runway 25 Runway 14 Runway 32

Existing Future Existing Future Existing Future Existing Future

Category Non-precision Same Visual Non-precision Visual Same Visual Same

Approach Type Non-precision Same Visual Non-precision Visual Same Visual Same

Visibility Minimums 1 mile Same 1 mile Same 1 mile Same 1 mile Same

Airport Elevation (feet, MSL) 81

Airport Imaginary Surfaces

Horizontal Surface:

Horizontal Surface Elevation (feet, MSL) 231

Horizontal Surface Radius 10,000 [ Same 10,000 | Same | 5,000 Same 5,000 Same

Conical Surface:

Horizontal Distance 4,000

Slope 20:1

Primary Surface:

Length beyond runway end 200 Same 200 Same 200 Same 200 Same

Width 500 Same 500 Same 500 Same 500 Same

Approach Surface:

Horizontal Distance 10,000 Same 5,000 10,000 5,000 Same 5,000 Same

Inner Edge Width 500 Same 500 Same 500 Same 500 Same

Outer Edge Width 3,500 Same 1,500 3,500 1,500 Same 1,500 Same

Slope 34:1 Same 20:1 34:1 20:1 Same 20:1 Same

Transitional Surfaces: 71 Same 71 Same 71 Same 71 Same
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\i-data\projects\72088.01\GIS\projectUpdateALP_O2WEST_UALP02_FigES-4_RecAirortHazZone.mxd
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Source: Airport Layout Plan Update, Airport Airs,

i-:i Westerly Bounds
FAR Part 77 surfaces outside of the Town of Westerly
=3 .
|__| Elevations
uEnd of Conical Zone (20:1 slope to Elev. 431")

- Horizontal Zone (Elev. 231")

Note: All elevations are Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL)

4{ Wimnapaug rEona

|:| Horizontal Zone Outside of Westerly (Elev. 231")

l:l Primary Surface (Elev. 31")

l:l Approach Zone - Visual (20:1 slope to Elev. 231")

l:l Approach Zone - Non-precision (34:1 slope to Elev. 231")

l:l Transitional Zone (7:1 slope to Elev. 231")
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Figure ES-4
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6/10/24, 2:36 PM Notice Criteria Tool

The FAA is currently experiencing delays in processing off-airport aeronautical studies. These delays are currently resulting in an
Federal Aviation approximate 15 additional days in processing time. The FAA will continue to work aeronautical studies on a first come, first served
Administration basis. Please take this possible delay into consideration when determining when to submit your case. If your submitted aeronautical
study requires priority and 60 days has elapsed since submission, please contact the OEG Specialist for your state with the rationale for
your request and it will be reviewed for escalation. The issue causing these delays is actively being mitigated and is expected to be
’ resolved around August.

Notice Criteria Tool
Notice Criteria Tool - Desk Reference Guide V_2018.2.0

The requirements for filing with the Federal Aviation Administration for proposed structures vary based on a
number of factors: height, proximity to an airport, location, and frequencies emitted from the structure, etc. For
more details, please reference CFR Title 14 Part 77.9.

You must file with the FAA at least 45 days prior to construction if:

« your structure will exceed 200ft above ground level

« your structure will be in proximity to an airport and will exceed the slope ratio

« your structure involves construction of a traverseway (i.e. highway, railroad, waterway etc...) and once
adjusted upward with the appropriate vertical distance would exceed a standard of 77.9(a) or (b)

« your structure will emit frequencies, and does not meet the conditions of the FAA Co-location Policy

« your structure will be in an instrument approach area and might exceed part 77 Subpart C

« your proposed structure will be in proximity to a navigation facility and may impact the assurance of
navigation signal reception

« your structure will be on an airport or heliport

« filing has been requested by the FAA

If you require additional information regarding the filing requirements for your structure, please identify and
contact the appropriate FAA representative using the Air Traffic Areas of Responsibility map for Off Airport
construction, or contact the FAA Airports Region / District Office for On Airport construction.

The tool below will assist in applying Part 77 Notice Criteria.

* Structure Type: | BUILDING | Building v
Please select structure type and complete location point information.

Latitude: [41 |Deg [22 | ™ [44.3

Longitude: [71 |Deg [48 M [50

Horizontal Datum:

Site Elevation (SE): (nearest foot)

Structure Height : (nearest foot)

Is structure on airport:

O Yes

Results
You exceed the following Notice Criteria:
77.9(b) by 11 ft. The nearest airport is WST, and the nearest runway is 14/32.

The FAA requests that you file

https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaa/external/gisTools/gisAction.jsp

« OE/AAA

172
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Air Quality (CEST and EA)

General Requirements Legislation Regulation
The Clean Air Act is administered by the Clean Air Act (42 USC 40 CFR Parts 6, 51
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 7401 et seq.) as and 93
(EPA), which sets national standards on amended particularly
ambient pollutants. In addition, the Clean Section 176(c) and (d)
Air Act is administered by States, which (42 USC 7506(c) and (d))

must develop State Implementation Plans
(SIPs) to regulate their state air quality.
Projects funded by HUD must demonstrate
that they conform to the appropriate SIP.

Reference

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/air-quality

Scope of Work

1. Does your project include new construction or conversion of land use facilitating the

development of public, commercial, or industrial facilities OR five or more dwelling
units?

Yes
- Continue to Question 2.

] No

Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

Air Quality Attainment Status of Project’s County or Air Quality Management District

2.

Is your project’s air quality management district or county in non-attainment or
maintenance status for any criteria pollutants?

Follow the link below to determine compliance status of project county or air quality
management district:

http://www.epa.gov/oagps001/greenbk/

No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all
criteria pollutants
- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

[J Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance
status for one or more criteria pollutants.



https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/air-quality

http://www.epa.gov/oaqps001/greenbk/



Describe the findings:

-> Continue to Question 3.

3. Determine the estimated emissions levels of your project for each of those criteria

pollutants that are in non-attainment or maintenance status on your project area. Will
your project exceed any of the de minimis or threshold emissions levels of non-
attainment and maintenance level pollutants or exceed the screening levels
established by the state or air quality management district?
[J No, the project will not exceed de minimis or threshold emissions levels or screening
levels
- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the

Worksheet Summary below. Explain how you determined that the project would not
exceed de minimis or threshold emissions.

[ Yes, the project exceeds de minimis emissions levels or screening levels.

-> Continue to Question 4. Explain how you determined that the project would not exceed
de minimis or threshold emissions in the Worksheet Summary.

4. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts
must be mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to
mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.






Worksheet Summary

Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

Map panel numbers and dates

Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Project Site was historically situated in _an area of nonattainment for the 1-hour ozone standard
established in 1979. This standard has since been revoked, and the Project Site has not been identified in
an area of nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone standard currently in effect.

Construction activities during the Project could have a temporary adverse impact on local air quality
without proper controls in place. Specifically, the following activities during Project construction must
adhere to regulatory requirements intended to mitigate adverse impacts on air quality:

Asbestos abatement necessary for existing building demolition must meet the requirements of the
Rhode Island Air Pollution Control Regulation No. 22 - Air Toxics (250-RICR-120-05-22) as well as
other regulatory requirements further discussed under Site Contamination.

Lead-based paint, if present, must be removed from surfaces in accordance with the Rhode Island
Department of Environmental Management’s (RIDEM’s) requirements for Removal of Lead-Based
Paint from Exterior Surfaces (250-RICR-120-05-24) as well as other regulatory requirements
further discussed under Site Contamination.

All construction activities must be performed in a way that prevents noncompliance with the
Rhode Island regulations for Visible Emissions (250-RICR-120-05-01) and Fugitive Dusts (250-
RICR-120-05-05).

Any fuel burning devices intended for use during construction activities (e.g., emergency
generators) may require an Operating Permit or General Permit under the Rhode Island Air
Pollution Control Regulations No. 9 (250-RICR-120-05-09) or No. 43 (250-RICR-120-05-43).

Where feasible, diesel engines operating on-site during construction activities should limit idling in
accordance with the Rhode Island Diesel Engine Anti-Idling Program (250-RICR-120-05-45).

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

[ Yes
No








Nonattainment and Maintenance Area Dashboard

The Nonattainment and Maintenance Area Dashboard provides ir

Maintenance Population Tool.

about i and

EPAeWerk

Contact Us

areas for current and revoked National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Information in the dashboard can be filtered by state, NAAQS, area name, area status, area
classification, and other fields. When viewing information about a specific area, the history of EPA actions on the area is displayed at the bottom of the page. For more information about a particular nonattainment or maintenance area, please visit the EPA Green Book and the Nonattainment and

Notice: EPA makes its best effort to ensure that the data displayed here are updated promptly and accurately. However, please note that these data are for general informational purposes only, are not legally determinative, and are subject to change as the Agency receives new state
submissions and takes action on submissions. If you have any questions or suggested corrections regarding the posted information, please contact the EPA team.
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2021 2020 24Hr Design Design
Q Q Designation Q. Area Q Area Q Design Q Design Q Value  Q Value
Rows  Statg Area NAAQS Standard Requirements Status Classification'-* Date Pop... Pop... Value Value Unitof Years Meets NAAQS?*

2

1 R Providence (allof RI) Area  1-Hour Ozone (1979 Standard)  View Nonattainment (NAAQS revoked) [ 11/15/1996 1671657 1,097,203 092 - ppm 20202022 NSl

2RI Providence (all of RI) Area  8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard)  View Nonattainment (NAAQS revoked) | Subpart 2/Moderate | 6/15/2004 1,076,577 1,095,990 866 - ppm 20202022 |NESHNN
Area Action History

Rows State  Q Area Q NAAQS Standard Q NoticeType Q  Action Q PublicationDate  Q EffectiveDate  Q  FR Citation Q

u

1R Providence (allof RI) Area 1-Hour Ozone (1979 Standard) Final Initial Classification - 11/15/1998  https://wwvigovint.-

2RI Providence (allof RI) Area 1-Hour Ozone (1979 Standard) Final Initial Designation - 11/15/1998  hitps://wwwgovint..

3 RI Providence (allof RI) Area 1-Hour Ozone (1979 Standard) Final Revocation 8/3/2005 6/15/2085 70FR 44470

4 Rl Providence (allof RI) Area 8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Final Initial Classification 4/30/2004 6/15/2084 69 FR 23858

5 RI Providence (all of RI) Area 8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Final Initial Designation 4/30/2004 6/15/2004 69 FR 23858

6 RI Providence (allof RI) Area 8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Proposal Clean Data Determination 2/25/2610 - 75FR8571

7R Providence (allof RI) Area &Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Final Clean Data Determination 6/3/2010 /612016 75FR31288

8 RI Providence (allof RI) Area &Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Proposal Determination of Attainment by Attainment Date 7028/2010 - 75FR44179

9 R Providence (allof RI) Area 8Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Final Determination of Attainment by Attainment Date 10/21/2010 11/22/2018  75FR 64949

10 RI Providence (all of RI) Area 8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Proposal Revocation 6/6/2013 - 78FR34178

1R Providence (all of RI) Area 8-Hour Ozone (1997 Standard) Final Revocation 3/6/2015 4/6/2015 88FR12264

70n June 8, 2007, the United States Court of Appeals vacated the Subpart 1 portion of the Phase 1 Rule for the 197 8-hr ozone NAAQS (Court Order) (PDF). On May 14, 2012, the Former Subpart 1 nonattainment areas were classified under Subpart 2 (17 FR 28424) (PDF), effective June 13,

2012.
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20n January 4, 2013, the D.C. Circuit Court of Appeals held that the EPA must implement the PM2.5 NAAQS pursuant to the requirements specific to particulate matter in subpart 4 (of part D of title I of the CAA), in ion with the general requi in subpart 1. [NRDC v. EPA, 706 F.3d
428 (D.C. Gir. 2013).] After this decision, EPA classified all PM2.5 nonattainment areas as either Moderate or Serious, pursuant to subpart 4.

3 For nonattainment or maintenance areas that include partial counties, only the portion of the population living within the nonattainment or maintenance area is included in the total population number.

4 See the Air Quality Design Value site footnotes for it lion about Data" Meets NAAQS Determinations.

* On February 27, 2020, the EPA determined, based on an analysis from California, that the Imperial County nonattainment area would have attained the 2008 ozone NAAQS by the 'Moderate' area attainment date of July 20, 2018, but for emissions emanating from Mexico, and therefore is not
subject to the CAA pertaining to upon failure to altain. (85 FR 11817)

* Multi-state areas are counted in maintenance totals when all states in the area have been redesignated.

* Current and historical design value data can be found on the Air Quality Design Value site and the EPA Green Book contains i area, status, and historical information.

* Entire 40 CFR Part 81 area designation notices for all states can be found on the 40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes site. Additional area designation can be found on the Green Book Related Air Quality and Designation Websites page.
* Multi-state areas are counted in maintenance totals when all states in the area have been redesignated.

* Maintenance areas — Total number of maintenance areas for current NAAQS. Does not include maintenance areas for revoked NAAQS, or portions of maintenance areas.

* Nonattainment areas — Total number of nonattainment areas for current NAAQS. Does not include nonattainment areas for revoked NAAQS. Includes nonattainment areas for which a portion may already be i to (ie.,

* Maintenance (NAAQS revoked) — Total number of maintenance areas for revoked NAAQS only.

* Nonattainment (NAAQS revoked) — Total number of nonattainment areas for revoked NAAQS only.
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Coastal Barrier Resources (CEST and EA)

General requirements
HUD financial assistance may not be
used for most activities in units of
the Coastal Barrier Resources
System (CBRS). See 16 USC 3504 for
limitations on federal expenditures
affecting the CBRS.

Legislation Regulation
Coastal Barrier Resources Act

(CBRA) of 1982, as amended

by the Coastal Barrier

Improvement Act of 1990 (16

USC 3501)

References

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/coastal-barrier-resources

Projects located in the following states must complete this form.

Alabama Georgia Massachusetts New Jersey Puerto Rico Virgin Islands
Connecticut = Louisiana = Michigan New York Rhode Island Virginia
Delaware Maine Minnesota North Carolina | South Carolina | Wisconsin
Florida Maryland = Mississippi Ohio Texas

1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?

XINo =2

Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within a CBRS

Unit.

[IYes 2 Continue to Question 2.

Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the

Federal assistance for most activities may not be used at this location.

You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project. In very

limitations on expenditures).

rare cases, federal monies can be spent within CBRS units for certain
exempted activities (e.g., a nature trail), after consultation with the Fish
and Wildlife Service (FWS) (see 16 USC 3505 for exceptions to

2. Indicate your selected course of action.

[] After consultation with the FWS the project was given approval to continue

= Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the

Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map and documentation of a FWS approval.

L] Project was not given approval
Project cannot proceed at this location.




http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/USCODE-2010-title16/pdf/USCODE-2010-title16-chap55-sec3505.pdf



Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region

As shown in the attached Site Plan, the Project is not within a CBRS Unit. The nearest CBRS Units are
located more than three (3) miles to the south and southwest of the Site. The following units were identified
as being closest to the project site:

e Misquamut Beach Otherwise Protected Area RI-13P (3.33 mi S)

e Maschaug Ponds CBRS System Unit DO7 (4.09 mi SSW)

e Napatree Units CBRS System Unit D08/Otherwise Protected Area DO8P (4.72 mi SW)
e Barn Island Unit CBRS System Unit CT-00 (3.74 mi SW)

A certified map was also prepared using the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service CBRS Mapper on July 18, 2024,
which indicates that the pin situated on the Project Site is not within a CBRS Unit.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

X No



https://www.fws.gov/media/misquamicut-beach-unit-ri-13p-maschaug-ponds-unit-d07

https://www.fws.gov/media/misquamicut-beach-unit-ri-13p-maschaug-ponds-unit-d07

https://www.fws.gov/media/napatree-unit-d08d08p

https://www.fws.gov/media/barn-island-unit-ct-00
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Coastal Barrier Resources System Mapper Documentation

o SO A g idd d ot

and \WildlifeService} @éﬁ] Barrier;Resources A %m@m@
OpenStreetMap contrlbutors

t_:\)*o_penStreetMap contributors,{and the'GIS user,community,
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CBRS Units
Otherwise Protected Area [/] CBRS Buffer Zone 0 65130 260 390 ft
System Unit ? -71.813559, 41.379334 I Y I T 1:4,514

correctly corresponds with the user supplied address/location description below may result in an invalid federal flood insurance policy. The
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has not validated the pin location with respect to the user supplied address/location
description below. The Service recommends that all pin locations be verified by federal agencies prior to use of this map for the
provision or denial of federal funding or financial assistance. Please note that a structure bisected by the Coastal Barrier Resources System
(CBRS) boundary (i.e., both "partially in" and "partially out") is within the CBRS and therefore affected by CBRA's restrictions on federal flood
insurance. A pin placed on a bisected structure must be placed on the portion of the structure within the unit (including any attached features such
as a deck or stairs).

? The pin location displayed on the map is a point selected by the user. Failure of the user to ensure that the pin location displayed on this map

User Name: Arianne Barton

User Organization: Pare Corporation

User Supplied Address/Location Description: 83 Tower Street, Westerly RI
Pin Location: Outside CBRS

Pin Flood Insurance Prohibition Date: N/A

Pin System Unit Establishment Date: N/A

The user placed pin location is not within the CBRS. The official CBRS maps are accessible at https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/official-
coastal-barrier-resources-system-maps.

The CBRS information is derived directly from the CBRS web service provided by the Service. This map was exported on 7/18/2024 and does not reflect
changes or amendments subsequent to this date. The CBRS boundaries on this map may become superseded by new boundaries over time.

This map image may be void if one or more of the following map elements do not appear: basemap imagery, CBRS unit labels, prohibition date labels,
legend, scale bar, map creation date. For additional information about flood insurance and the CBRS, visit: https://www.fws.gov/node/263838.
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Coastal Zone Management Act (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
Federal assistance to applicant Coastal Zone Management 15 CFR Part 930
agencies for activities affecting | Act (16 USC 1451-1464),
any coastal use or resource is particularly section 307(c) and
granted only when such (d) (16 USC 1456(c) and (d))

activities are consistent with
federally approved State Coastal
Zone Management Act Plans.

References

https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/coastal-zone-management

Projects located in the following states must complete this form.

Alabama Florida Louisiana Mississippi Ohio Texas

Alaska Georgia Maine New Hampshire = Oregon Virgin Islands
American Guam Maryland New Jersey Pennsylvania Virginia
Samona

California Hawaii Massachusetts New York Puerto Rico Washington
Connecticut Illinois Michigan North Carolina Rhode Island Wisconsin
Delaware Indiana Minnesota Northern South Carolina

Mariana Islands

1. Is the project located in, or does it affect, a Coastal Zone as defined in your state Coastal
Management Plan?

[IYes = Continue to Question 2.

XINo = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the

Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within a Coastal
Zone.

2. Does this project include activities that are subject to state review?
[JYes = Continue to Question 3.

XINo > Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination.

3. Has this project been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management
Program?
[IYes, with mitigation. = Continue to Question 4.

[lYes, without mitigation. = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this
section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to
make your determination.





[INo, project must be canceled.

Project cannot proceed at this location.

4. Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

> Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the
consultation (including the State Coastal Management Program letter of
consistency) and any other documentation used to make your determination.

Worksheet Summary

Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

Map panel numbers and dates

Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

Any additional requirements specific to your region

Coastal features in Rhode Island are managed under the State’s Coastal Resources Management
Program, administered by the Rhode Island Coastal Resources Management Council (CRMC). The CRMC
has jurisdiction over the following coastal wetland resources under the “Red Book” (650-RICR-20-00-1):

Activities above and beneath the mean high-water mark of tidal waters, including any activities that
extend inland from tidal waters.

Inland activities proposed on coastal features or within all directly associated contiguous areas
which are necessary to preserve the integrity of coastal resources, or any portion of which extends
onto the most inland shoreline feature or its 200’ contiguous area.

Coastal wetlands, which includes salt-water and brackish wetlands, contiguous freshwater
wetlands, and the area within a 50’ buffer of a contiguous freshwater wetland.

Floodplains associated with coastal resources and contiguous freshwater resources.
Critical coastal areas subject to a Special Area Management Plan (SAMP).

Certain inland activities, regardless of distance from coastal features, which may have an adverse
impact on coastal regions of the State. Specifically, the following inland activities:

o Power generation over 40 megawatts.

o Chemical or petroleum processing, transfer, or storage.
o Mineral extraction.

o Sewage treatment and disposal.

o Solid waste disposal facilities.

o Desalination plants.






No activities proposed as part of this project are anticipated to be completed below or above the high-water
mark of tidal waters, within a 200’ contiguous area of coastal resource areas, within 50’ of a contiguous
freshwater resource, in floodplains associated with coastal or contiguous resource areas, or within critical
coastal areas. The nearest coastal resource is located approximately 0.8 miles west of the Project Site. The
nearest critical coastal area is the Salt Pond Region SAMP, located roughly 2.5 miles south of the Project
Site. A Site Plan depicting the approximate extent of the jurisdictional area of the CRMC relative to the Site
is provided herein.

Additionally, the proposed project does not consist of and is not expected to include those certain inland
activities requiring review by the CRMC regardless of distance from coastal features.

Any activities proposed at the Project Site which involve the alteration, filling, dredging, or other disturbance
of wetland resources in association with the Project remain subject to jurisdiction under the Rhode Island
Department of Environmental Management (RIDEM) Office of Water Resources.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
(] Yes

X No







I
I
= |
o 2
O
ES 12
o2 | £
2315
5 ,' &
I
I
= I
/VO YV ——
ST l?]'H - \\
S0 Gy, W N 7 ™ J
7O/v//v S \*\Ov\ " N
Croy, 5‘0“\//_;
—~= - R
\ S
[ S
( S8
S © /&
| >
/
\
N
\
N2
N
)
I
\\ Site
s ozl
/
|
e \
O J
©)
N7
Q) &
N (/ ‘03
, »
I
\
\ —~—
\ ~ \f ~
\ %
—
\ e \ PNV S A J
\ ’ A e ¢
\\ _/\ \
[ A~
’ S~
/ 7~
g ~— 7S \\d d
Salt. (ed
0% Vs A o\a\ P\aﬂ
K@ e Spevent
‘5’&(\@0’0 // 4 \\}\ar\ageg\w\?\
oS @ / G
/ &04’& X‘.D\Q 1
- %03)@ ) s
/ ‘Z‘“ S A | v ~
- s A N4 —
g // § —~ - ~ ~\/
\\\ V4 7 r "'/ T %
~ _ < -
> gy LT Legend
—
{ s 7 Major Waterbodies
5 Wetland Jurisdiction
RIDEM
RI CRMC
CRMC Water Use Categories
Atlantic Ocean Commercial & Recreational Harbor
Conservation Area
High Intensity Boating
Low Intensity Use
Multi-Purpose Water
——
5,000 2,500 0 5,000’ L_ __lSalt Pond SAMP

ATTACHMENT

K

<

IPAIRIE
CORPORATION

ENGINEERS - SCIENTISTS - PLANNERS
8 BLACKSTONE VALLEY PLACE
LINCOLN, RI 02865
401-334-4100

RESOURCES JURISDICTIONAL TO THE
RHODE ISLAND COASTAL RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT COUNCIL (CRMC)

83 TOWER STREET
WESTERLY, RI

*

PARE PROJECT:
DATE:

24111.00
MAY 2024

Y SITE LOCATION










Town of Westerly
Salt Pond Region SAMP

CRMC Land Use Classification Map A
Land Use Code
Lands of Critical Concern 5,000 0 5,000
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Endangered Species Act (CEST and EA)

General requirements ESA Legislation Regulations
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) The Endangered 50 CFR Part
mandates that federal agencies ensure that Species Act of 1973 (16 | 402

actions that they authorize, fund, or carry out U.S.C. 1531 et seq.);
shall not jeopardize the continued existence of particularly section 7
federally listed plants and animals or result in (16 USC 1536).
the adverse modification or destruction of
designated critical habitat. Where their actions
may affect resources protected by the ESA,
agencies must consult with the Fish and Wildlife
Service and/or the National Marine Fisheries
Service (“FWS” and “NMFS” or “the Services”).
References

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/endangered-species

1. Does the project involve any activities that have the potential to affect species or habitats?

[INo, the project will have No Effect due to the nature of the activities involved in the project.

—> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet
Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

[INo, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of
agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office.
Explain your determination:

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet
Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

XYes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or
habitats. = Continue to Question 2.

2. Are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area?
Obtain a list of protected species from the Services. This information is available on the FWS
Website or you may contact your local FWS and/or NMFS offices directly.

[INo, the project will have No Effect due to the absence of federally listed species and
designated critical habitat.

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet

Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination. Documentation



http://www.fws.gov/endangered/species/index.html

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/species/index.html

http://www.fws.gov/offices/

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/contact.htm



3.

may include letters from the Services, species lists from the Services’ websites, surveys or other
documents and analysis showing that there are no species in the action area.

XYes, there are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action
area. - Continue to Question 3.

What effects, if any, will your project have on federally listed species or designated critical

habitat?

[INo Effect: Based on the specifics of both the project and any federally listed species in the
action area, you have determined that the project will have absolutely no effect on listed
species or critical habitat.

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet
Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination. Documentation
should include a species list and explanation of your conclusion, and may require maps,
photographs, and surveys as appropriate.

X May Affect, Not Likely to Adversely Affect: Any effects that the project may have on
federally listed species or critical habitats would be beneficial, discountable, or
insignificant.

- Continue to Question 4, Informal Consultation.

[Likely to Adversely Affect: The project may have negative effects on one or more listed
species or critical habitat.
- Continue to Question 5, Formal Consultation.

Informal Consultation is required

Section 7 of ESA (16 USC. 1536) mandates consultation to resolve potential impacts to
endangered and threatened species and critical habitats. If a HUD-assisted project may affect
any federally listed endangered or threatened species or critical habitat, then compliance is
required with Section 7. See 50 CFR Part 402 Subpart B Consultation Procedures.

Did the Service(s) concur with the finding that the project is Not Likely to Adversely Affect?

[1Yes, the Service(s) concurred with the finding.
-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to Question 6 and
provide the following:
(1) A biological evaluation or equivalent document
(2) Concurrence(s) from FWS and/or NMFS
(3) Any other documentation of informal consultation

Exception: If finding was made based on procedures provided by a letter of understanding,
memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD
office, provide whatever documentation is mandated by that agreement.





[INo, the Service(s) did not concur with the finding. = Continue to Question 5.

5. Formal consultation is required
Section 7 of ESA (16 USC 1536) mandates consultation to resolve potential impacts to
federally listed endangered and threatened species and critical habitats. If a HUD assisted
project may affect any endangered or threatened species or critical habitat, then compliance
is required with Section 7. See 50 CFR Part 402 Subpart B Consultation Procedures.

- Once consultation is complete, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to
Question 6 and provide the following:

(1) A biological assessment, evaluation, or equivalent document
(2) Biological opinion(s) issued by FWS and/or NMFS
(3) Any other documentation of formal consultation

6. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must
be mitigated. Explain in detail the proposed measures that will be implemented to mitigate
for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

[IMitigation as follows will be implemented:

[INo mitigation is necessary.
Explain why mitigation will not be made here:

Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region






Federal Species:

The Project Site is located within an area where the following species were noted through the U.S. Fish
& Wildlife Service’s |[PaC Tool:

« Northern Long-Eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis) — Federal Endangered Species

« Tricolored Bat (Perimyotis subflavus) — Proposed for Listing as Federally Endangered

« Monarch Butterfly (Danaus plexippus) — Candidate for Listing as Federally Endangered

- Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) — Delisted under the Endangered Species Act, but “take”
remains regulated through the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. § 668 et seq.)

» Golden Eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) — Not listed under the Endangered Species Act, but “take”
remains regulated through the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.

» Additionally, several bird species for which “take” is regulated under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
of 1918 and amendments (16 U.S.C. § 703 et seq.) were identified as traveling through or near
the Project Site during migration. Several species listed are considered Birds of Conservation
Concern.

The Project Site was also identified through the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s Environmental Conservation
Online System (ECOS) as within the spatial range of the following species:

* Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus) — Federal Threatened Species (Northeast Region)

+ Rufa Red Knot (Calidris canutus rufa) — Federal Threatened Species — Critical habitat has been
designated outside of the Project Area.

The following additional species were identified through the “Species by State” search tool offered by
ECOS as having ranges that extend into the State of Rhode Island:

* Roseate Tern (Sterna dougallii dougallii) — Federal Endangered Species (Northeast Region) —
Range appears to be outside of the Project Site, along coastal beaches.

+ Sandplain Gerardia (Agalinis acuta) — Federal Endangered Species — There are four (4) managed
habitats for this species in Rhode Island, located in Richmond and South Kingstown.

+ Small Whorled Pogonia (Isotria medeoloides) — Federal Threatened Species — The only reported
sighting(s) appear to have been in Providence County.

« American Burying Beetle (Nicrophorus americanus) — Federally Threatened Species,
documented in Washington County, Rhode Island, but appears to have only been found on Block
Island.

« Hawksbill sea turtle (Eretmochelys imbricata) — Federally Endangered Species — This species
spends most of its life in the ocean and lays its eggs onshore, but typically in warmer climates
such as Florida and the Virgin Islands. It does not appear that this species has been spotted in
Rhode Island, and it would be unlikely to be present on the Project Site, which is more than 2-
miles inland from the Atlantic Coast and almost 1-mile inland of the nearest estuary.

» Leatherback sea turtle (Dermochelys coriacea) — Federally Endangered Species — This species
spends most of its life in the ocean and lays its eggs onshore, but typically in warmer climates
such as Florida and the Virgin Islands. This species has been spotted foraging in cooler waters
off the coast of New England, but is not likely to come ashore and would be unlikely to be present
on the Project Site, which is more than 2-miles inland from the Atlantic Coast and almost 1-mile
inland of the nearest estuary.

The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) ESA Section 7 Mapper was used to
evaluate the Site’s proximity to the ranges of certain endangered marine species. A Y2-mile buffer was
applied to the Project Site boundary to evaluate direct consequences as a result of Site redevelopment,
and indirect consequences associated with any proposed alterations of resource areas on-Site and/or




https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10515

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1680

https://www.fws.gov/media/birds-conservation-concern-2021

https://www.fws.gov/media/birds-conservation-concern-2021

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1864

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/report/species-listings-by-state?stateAbbrev=RI&stateName=Rhode%20Island&statusCategory=Listed

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2083

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8128

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1890

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/66

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3656

https://seagrant.gso.uri.edu/oceansamp/pdf/presentation/present_kenney_mammals.pdf

https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1493

https://noaa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=a85c0313b68b44e0927b51928271422a



changes to roadway traffic in the vicinity of the Site as a result of redevelopment activities and future use
of the Site.

Based on these parameters, the Project Site does not appear to be located within the ranges of Atlantic
Sturgeon, Shortnose Sturgeon, Atlantic Salmon, Sea Turtles, Atlantic Large Whales, or any Critical
Habitat. The closest habitats to the Project Site consist of Atlantic Sturgeon, Shortnose Sturgeon, and
Sea Turtle (Loggerhead, Leatherback, and Kemp’s Ridley Sea Turtles) overlapping migrating and foraging
habitats that are situated roughly 5,000-feet to the southwest of the Site.

State Species:

The State of Rhode Island has promulgated its own legislation (R.I.G.L. 8§ 20-37) protecting species from
extirpation, which is managed as the state’s Natural Heritage Program. The Program maintains a GIS
layer of “Natural Heritage Areas,” last updated in March 2023, which consists of reported sightings of
state-listed rare, endangered, and/or threatened species, community, and/or nesting site as a calculated
buffer zone area in which said species is known or reasonably anticipated to be present.

This GIS layer was consulted through the RIDEM Environmental Resource Mapper for the Project Site.
The Site is not located within a Natural Heritage Area; the nearest Natural Heritage Area is located
approximately 1,800’ to the northeast of the Site. Based on this information, it is unlikely that any state-
listed species of concern will be adversely impacted by the Project.

Based on the above information, it is possible that one or more species listed above, if present at the
Project Site, could be impacted by the Project. As such, an informal consultation is required.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
Yes

] No



http://webserver.rilin.state.ri.us/Statutes/TITLE20/20-37/INDEX.HTM

https://www.rigis.org/datasets/edc::natural-heritage-areas-2023/about

https://www.rigis.org/datasets/edc::natural-heritage-areas-2023/about

https://ridemgis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=87e104c8adb449eb9f905e5f18020de5
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IPaC U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

|IPaC resource list

This report is an automatically generated list of species and other resources such as critical habitat (collectively referred to as
trust resources) under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (USFWS) jurisdiction that are known or expected to be on or near the
project area referenced below. The list may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but that could
potentially be directly or indirectly affected by activities in the project area. However, determining the likelihood and extent of
effects a project may have on trust resources typically requires gathering additional site-specific (e.g., vegetation/species
surveys) and project-specific (e.g., magnitude and timing of proposed activities) information.

Below is a summary of the project information you provided and contact information for the USFWS office(s) with jurisdiction
in the defined project area. Please read the introduction to each section that follows (Endangered Species, Migratory Birds,
USFWS Facilities, and NWI Wetlands) for additional information applicable to the trust resources addressed in that section.

Location
Washington County, Rhode Island

Local office

New England Ecological Services Field Office

. (603) 223-2541
18 (603) 223-0104

70 Commercial Street, Suite 300
Concord, NH 03301-5094

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 171







6/10/24, 4:50 PM IPaC: Explore Location resources

Endangered species

This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis of project level impacts.

The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each species. Additional areas of
influence (AOI) for species are also considered. An AOI includes areas outside of the species range if the species could be
indirectly affected by activities in that area (e.g., placing a dam upstream of a fish population even if that fish does not occur at
the dam site, may indirectly impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow downstream). Because species can
move, and site conditions can change, the species on this list are not guaranteed to be found on or near the project area. To
fully determine any potential effects to species, additional site-specific and project-specific information is often required.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary information whether any
species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of such proposed action" for any project that is
conducted, permitted, funded, or licensed by any Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list which fulfills
this requirement can only be obtained by requesting an official species list from either the Regulatory Review section in IPaC
(see directions below) or from the local field office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC website and request an official
species list by doing the following:

1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.
2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.

3. Log in (if directed to do so).

4. Provide a name and description for your project.
5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.

Listed species! and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and the fisheries division of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries2).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on this list. Please contact NOAA
Fisheries for species under their jurisdiction.

1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also shows species that are
candidates, or proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for more information. IPaC only shows species that are
regulated by USFWS (see FAQ).

2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office of the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration within the Department of Commerce.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Mammals
NAME STATUS
Northern Long-eared Bat Myotis septentrionalis Endangered

Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Tricolored Bat Perimyotis subflavus Proposed Endangered
Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Insects

NAME STATUS

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6GBBQKY/resources#endangered-species 2/1
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Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus Candidate
Wherever found
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Critical habitats

Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this location must be analyzed along with the endangered species themselves.
There are no critical habitats at this location.

You are still required to determine if your project(s) may have effects on all above listed species.

Bald & Golden Eagles

Bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act' and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to bald or golden eagles, or their
habitats?, should follow appropriate regulations and consider implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described
in the links below. Specifically, please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

Additional information can be found using the following links:

e Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
e Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-

incidental-take-migratory-birds
e Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-

conservation—measures.m’

migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

There are likely bald eagles presentin your project area. For additional information on bald eagles, refer to Bald Eagle Nesting
and Sensitivity to Human Activity

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to
migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be
present and breeding in your project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Breeds Oct 15 to Aug 31
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain
types of development or activities.

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos Breeds elsewhere
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain
types of development or activities.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6GBBQKY/resources#endangered-species 311
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Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be present in your project area.
This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make
sure you read "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence (m)

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a
particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species
presence. The survey effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have
higher confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was
detected divided by the total number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey
events and the Spotted Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is
0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the
probability of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the
probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is
the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is
0.05/0.25=0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible
values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ()
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are
no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort (I)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species
in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64
surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to
this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is
currently much more sparse.

probability of presence breeding season | survey effort —no data
SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC

Bald Eagle

5 M- o o & + M+ H o+ o S = 111 11 e ——— e — - 1] A1 1 == o
Non-BCC Vulnerable

Golden Eagle ,
Non.BCC Vulnerable T = = = S I B o A A o S S S o T e T s e e = = Sy FY

What does IPaC use to generate the potential presence of bald and golden eagles in my specified location?

The potential for eagle presence is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing
collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the
10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a BCC species in
that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply). To see a list of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the Rapid
Avian Information Locator (RAIL) Tool.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 4/11
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What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs of bald and golden eagles in my specified location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species that may warrant special
attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based
on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as
occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a
BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or
development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is not representative of all birds that
may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator
(RAIL) Tool.

What if | have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating the Eagle Act should such impacts
occur. Please contact your local Fish and Wildlife Service Field Office if you have questions.

Migratory birds
Certain birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act’ and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act?.

Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to migratory birds, eagles, and their
habitats® should follow appropriate regulations and consider implementing appropriate conservation measures, as described
in the links below. Specifically, please review the "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles".

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.

Additional information can be found using the following links:

e Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management

e Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-
incidental-take-migratory-birds

e Nationwide conservation measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/ documents/nationwide-standard-
conservation-measures.pdf

migratory-birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

The birds listed below are birds of particular concern either because they occur on the USFWS Birds of Conservation
Concern (BCC) list or warrant special attention in your project location. To learn more about the levels of concern for birds
on your list and how this list is generated, see the FAQ below. This is not a list of every bird you may find in this location, nor a
guarantee that every bird on this list will be found in your project area. To see exact locations of where birders and the general
public have sighted birds in and around your project area, visit the E-bird data mapping tool (Tip: enter your location, desired
date range and a species on your list). For projects that occur off the Atlantic Coast, additional maps and models detailing the
relative occurrence and abundance of bird species on your list are available. Links to additional information about Atlantic
Coast birds, and other important information about your migratory bird list, including how to properly interpret and use your
migratory bird report, can be found below.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to
migratory birds on your list, see the PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY below to see when these birds are most likely to be
present and breeding in your project area.

NAME BREEDING SEASON
American Oystercatcher Haematopus palliatus Breeds Apr 15 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 511
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Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus Breeds Oct 15 to Aug 31
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain
types of development or activities.

Black-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus erythropthalmus Breeds May 15 to Oct 10
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Blue-winged Warbler Vermivora cyanoptera Breeds May 1 to Jun 30
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus Breeds May 20 to Jul 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Chimney Swift Chaetura pelagica Breeds Mar 15 to Aug 25
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Eastern Whip-poor-will Antrostomus vociferus Breeds May 1 to Aug 20
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Golden Eagle Aquila chrysaetos Breeds elsewhere
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention
because of the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain
types of development or activities.

Grasshopper Sparrow Ammodramus savannarum perpallidus Breeds Jun 1 to Aug 20
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Least Tern Sternula antillarum antillarum Breeds Apr 25to Sep 5
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Long-eared Owl asio otus Breeds Mar 1 to Jul 15
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Prairie Warbler Setophaga discolor Breeds May 1 to Jul 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 6/11
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Prothonotary Warbler Protonotaria citrea Breeds Apr 1 to Jul 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Red-headed Woodpecker Melanerpes erythrocephalus Breeds May 10 to Sep 10
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Rusty Blackbird Euphagus carolinus Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Saltmarsh Sparrow Ammospiza caudacuta Breeds May 15 to Sep 5
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Scarlet Tanager Piranga olivacea Breeds May 10 to Aug 10
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Semipalmated Sandpiper Calidris pusilla Breeds elsewhere
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Willet Tringa semipalmata Breeds Apr 20 to Aug 5
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Wood Thrush Hylocichla mustelina Breeds May 10 to Aug 31
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA
and Alaska.

Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be present in your project area.
This information can be used to tailor and schedule your project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make
sure you read "Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper
Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence (m)

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a
particular week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species
presence. The survey effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have
higher confidence in the presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was
detected divided by the total number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey
events and the Spotted Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is
0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the
probability of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the
probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is
the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is
0.05/0.25=0.2.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 711
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3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible
values fall between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ()

Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are

no yellow bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort (I)

Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species

in the 10km grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64
surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data (-)
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe

Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to
this is areas off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is
currently much more sparse.

probability of presence breeding season | survey effort —no data
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Tell me more about conservation measures | can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds.

Nationwide Conservation Measures describes measures that can help avoid and minimize impacts to all birds at any location year round.
Implementation of these measures is particularly important when birds are most likely to occur in the project area. When birds may be breeding
in the area, identifying the locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is a very helpful impact minimization measure. To see
when birds are most likely to occur and be breeding in your project area, view the Probability of Presence Summary. Additional measures or
permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity you are conducting and the type of infrastructure or bird species present on your
project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species that may warrant special
attention in your project location.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based
on a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as
occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are a
BCC species in that area, an eagle (Eagle Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or
development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is not representative of all birds that
may occur in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in your project area, please visit the Rapid Avian Information Locator
(RAIL) Tool.

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN).
This data is derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes available. To learn more about how the
probability of presence graphs are produced and how to interpret them, go the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me
about these graphs" link.

How do | know if a bird is breeding, wintering or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating or year-round), you may query your
location using the RAIL Tool and look at the range maps provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in
your results. If a bird on your migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it, if that bird does occur in your project area,
there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If "Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed
in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?
Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their range anywhere within the USA
(including Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);

2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA; and

3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either because of the Eagle Act requirements
(for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore energy
development or longline fishing).

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 911
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Although it is important to try to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to
the birds on this list, especially eagles and BCC species of rangewide concern. For more information on conservation measures you can
implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird impacts and requirements for eagles, please see the FAQs for these topics.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and groups of bird species within your project
area off the Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides
birds that may be helpful to you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal maps
through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping_of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic
Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Bird tracking data can also provide additional details about occurrence and habitat use throughout the year, including migration. Models relying
on survey data may not include this information. For additional information on marine bird tracking data, see the Diving Bird Study and the
nanotag studies or contact Caleb Spiegel or Pam Loring.

What if | have eagles on my list?

If your project has the potential to disturb or kill eagles, you may need to obtain a permit to avoid violating the Eagle Act should such impacts
occur.

Proper Interpretation and Use of Your Migratory Bird Report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of priority concern. To learn more about how
your list is generated, and see options for identifying what other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to
generate the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of presence" of
birds within the 10 km grid cell(s) that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please also look carefully at
the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical bar) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red horizontal bar). A high survey effort is
the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In contrast, a low
survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list is not perfect; it is
simply a starting point for identifying what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there, and if they
might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list helps you know what to look for to confirm presence, and helps guide you in
knowing when to implement conservation measures to avoid or minimize potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be
confirmed. To learn more about conservation measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about conservation measures | can implement to avoid or
minimize impacts to migratory birds" at the bottom of your migratory bird trust resources page.

Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands

Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 'Compatibility Determination'
conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)

Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or
other State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6GBBQKY/resources#endangered-species 10/11
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This location did not intersect any wetlands mapped by NWI.

NOTE: This initial screening does not replace an on-site delineation to determine whether wetlands occur. Additional
information on the NWI data is provided below.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level information on the location, type and
size of these resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible
hydrology and geography. A margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may
result in revision of the wetland boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image analysts, the amount and quality of the
collateral data and the amount of ground truth verification work conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source
imagery used and any mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There may be occasional differences in
polygon boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data
source used to detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal
zones of estuaries and nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded
from the inventory. These habitats, because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in a different manner than that
used in this inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any
Federal, state, or local government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons intending
to engage in activities involving modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate Federal, state, or local
agencies concerning specified agency regulatory programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6BMLXQOGSVGLXMUYLLME6BBQKY/resources#endangered-species 11/11
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The Action Area was determined to be the entire Site Parcel Boundary with a 0.5-mile buffer applied. This buffer is a reasonable distance to
evaluate effects on endangered and threatened species from both direct and indirect consequences of the Project, such as redevelopment of
the Project Site itself, any impacts to waterbodies located on-Site, and impacts from roadway traffic associated with Site redevelopment and
future use.

Summary
Name Count Area(acres) Length(mi)
Atlantic Sturgeon 0 0 N/A
Shortnose Sturgeon 0 0 N/A
Atlantic Salmon 0 0 N/A
Sea Turtles 0 0 N/A
Atlantic Large Whales 0 0 N/A
In or Near Critical Habitat 0 0 N/A









Environmental Justice (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation
Determine if the project creates | Executive Order 12898
adverse environmental impacts
upon a low-income or minority
community. If it does, engage
the community in meaningful
participation about mitigating
the impacts or move the
project.

References

Regulation

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/environmental-justice

HUD strongly encourages starting the Environmental Justice analysis only after all other laws
and authorities, including Environmental Assessment factors if necessary, have been

completed.

1. Were any adverse environmental impacts identified in any other compliance review

portion of this project’s total environmental review?
XYes = Continue to Question 2.

[INo = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the

Worksheet Summary below.

2. Were these adverse environmental impacts disproportionately high for low-income

and/or minority communities?
[ClYes
Explain:

—> Continue to Question 3. Provide any supporting documentation.

XINo
Explain:

communities.

Adverse environmental impacts are limited to potential wetland and/or buffer zone impacts to a
limited area of the Project Site. These wetlands appear to be confined to the Project Site and
are unlikely to have environmental impacts that adversely affect low-income and/or minority

-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary and provide any supporting documentation.




https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/environmental-justice



3. All adverse impacts should be mitigated. Explain in detail the proposed measures that
must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for
implementation.

[IMitigation as follows will be implemented:

- Continue to Question 4.

[INo mitigation is necessary.
Explain why mitigation will not be made here:

- Continue to Question 4.

4. Describe how the affected low-income or minority community was engaged or
meaningfully involved in the decision on what mitigation actions, if any, will be taken.

-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary and provide any supporting documentation.





Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region

Although the community has some elevated key environmental justice indicators, the Project Site is not
located within an Environmental Justice area as defined by the RIDEM’s Environmental Justice Policy
(amended 2023); however, the former and proposed use of the Project Site includes childcare and
educational services covered under the environmental equity and public participation requirements of
Rhode Island’s Industrial Property Remediation and Reuse Act (R.1.G.L. § 23-19.14-5). As such, further
environmental investigation of the Site is required prior to redevelopment, and public involvement in the
scope and findings of these investigations will allow for members of the public to participate in Site
redevelopment activities.

Additionally, the Project proposes the creation of services that will benefit low-income and minority
households by providing accessible healthcare and childcare services that are presently in short supply in
the community.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
] Yes

X No




https://dem.ri.gov/sites/g/files/xkgbur861/files/2023-09/ridem-environmental-justice-policy_0.pdf





SEPA
EJScreen Community Report

This report provides environmental and socioeconomic information for user-defined areas,
and combines that data into environmental justice and supplemental indexes.

1 mile Ring Centered at 41.379300,-71.813333

WeSte rly, RI Population: 8,076

Area in square miles: 3.14

] COMMUNITY INFORMATION
//‘ - L towmcone:  peoplacoor: OGRS
\ R P p 10 percent 6 percent

N N\ N\ I\

Persons with

\ - y o Unemployment: disabilities: Male: Female:
1 percent 12 percent 52 percent 48 percent
D 79 years $42,250 ﬁ n
N = . . Number of Owner
July 18, 2024 - 118,056 A'“agte . Per caplta households: oceupied:
by o e e expectancy income 3854 63 percent
L L. . .

83 Tower Street

4 Search Result (point)

BREAKDOWN BY RACE

LANGUAGES SPOKEN AT HOME ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ n

White: 88% Black: 1% American Indian: 0% Asian: 2%

EninSh 88% Hawaiian/Pacific Other race: 0% Two or more Hispanic: 5%
Spanish 5% Islander: 0% races: 4%
Gther |nd0-ElII'0pF.aI'I 20/0 BREAKDOWN BY AGE
Korean 1%
Chinese (including Mandarin, Cantonese) 1% [P From Ages 1to 4 3%
Arahic 1% ] Ernm ﬁges: 81111(18 13%

- I From Ages 18 and up 81%
Total Non-English 12% I From Ages 65 and up 22%

LIMITED ENGLISH SPEAKING BREAKDOWN

I Speak Spanish 58%

[ speak Other Indo-European Languages 6%
I speak Asian-Pacific Island Languages 36%
[ speak Other Languages 0%

Notes: Numbers may not sum to totals due to rounding. Hispanic population can be of any race.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey (ACS) 2018-2022. Life expectancy data
comes from the Centers for Disease Control.

Report for 1 mile Ring Centered at 41.379300,-71.813333
Report produced July 18, 2024 using EJScreen Version 2.3







PERCENTILE

PERCENTILE

Environmental Justice & Supplemental Indexes

The environmental justice and supplemental indexes are a combination of environmental and socioeconomic information. There are thirteen EJ indexes and supplemental indexes in
ElScreen reflecting the 13 environmental indicators. The indexes for a selected area are compared to those for all other locations in the state or nation. For more information and
calculation details on the EJ and supplemental indexes, please visit the EJScreen website.

EJ INDEXES

The EJ indexes help users screen for potential £ concerns. To do this, the EJ index combines data on low income and people of color
populations with a single environmental indicator.

EJ INDEXES FOR THE SELECTED LOCATION
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SUPPLEMENTAL INDEXES

he supplemental indexes offer a different perspective on community-level vulnerability. They combine data on percent low-income, percent linguistically isolated, percent less than high
school education, percent unemployed, and low life expectancy with a single environmental indicator.

SUPPLEMENTAL INDEXES FOR THE SELECTED LOCATION
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EJScreen Environmental and Socioeconomic Indicators Data

SELECTED VARIABLES vawe STTE PERCENTRE  ysaavernge  PERCENTILE
ENVIRONMENTAL BURDEN INDICATORS
Particulate Matter 2.5 (ug/m°) 5.76 6.38 17 845 4
Ozone (ppb) 42 403 98 M 61
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO9) (ppbv) 21 8.2 1 18 5
Diesel Particulate Matter (ug/m?) 0.096 0.182 12 0.191 26
Toxic Releases to Air (toxicity-weighted concentration) 1,000 1,100 40 4,600 60
Traffic Proximity (daily traffic count/distance to road) 680,000 | 2,900,000 16 1,100,000 46
Lead Paint (% Pre-1960 Housing) 049 0.53 43 03 13
Superfund Proximity (site count/km distance) 0 0.53 0 0.39
RMP Facility Proximity (facility count/km distance) 0 0.41 0 0.57
Hazardous Waste Proximity (facility count/km distance) 1 11 1 35 45
Underground Storage Tanks (count/km?) 34 5.2 49 36 12
Wastewater Discharge (toxicity-weighted concentration/m distance) 260 5200 30 700000 63
Drinking Water Non-Compliance (points) 0 0.38 0 22 0
SOCIOECONOMIC INDICATORS
Demographic Index USA 0.63 N/A N/A 1.34 22
Supplemental Demographic Index USA 15 N/A N/A 1.64 47
Demographic Index State 07 121 36 N/A N/A
Supplemental Demographic Index State 1.33 1.4 53 N/A N/A
People of Color 12% 31% 35 40% 25
Low Income 19% 26% 44 30% 35
Unemployment Rate 1% 6% 68 6% 12
Limited English Speaking Households 6% 6% 3 5% 18
Less Than High School Education 10% 1% 59 1% 59
Under Age 5 3% 5% 46 5% 37
Over Age 64 22% 18% 65 18% n
et o BN AR R At RS gl R A e A A S G G S
risks to specific individuals or locations. More information on the Air Toxics Data Update can be found at: https://www.epa.gov/haps/air-toxics-data-update.
Sites reporting to EPA within defined area: Other community features within defined area:
SUPBITUN . . ... s 0 SChOOIS ... 2
Hazardous Waste, Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities .............................. 0 Hospitals ........vveeee s 0
Water DiSChargers . ... ..ottt e 1 Places of Worship....... ..o 1
T Ty 3
Brownfields . ... 5
Toxic Release Inventory ... 1 Other environmental data:
Air Non-attainment ... Yes
Impaired Waters ............ccooiiiiii Yes
Selected location contains American Indian Reservation Lands™ ............................. No
Selected location contains a "Justice40 (CEJST)" disadvantaged community ................... Yes
Selected location contains an EPA IRA disadvantaged community ............................ Yes

Report for 1 mile Ring Centered at 41.379300,-71.813333
Report produced July 18, 2024 using EJScreen Version 2.3







EJScreen Environmental and Socioeconomic Indicators Data

HEALTH INDICATORS
INDICATOR VALUE STATE AVERAGE STATE PERCENTILE US AVERAGE US PERCENTILE
Low Life Expectancy 20% 19% 60 20% 51
Heart Disease 6.2 5.6 14 58 61
Asthma 1.9 121 44 103 87
Cancer 18 6.7 68 6.4 i
Persons with Disabilities 12.2% 13.1% 42 13.1% 46
CLIMATE INDICATORS
INDICATOR VALUE STATE AVERAGE STATE PERCENTILE US AVERAGE US PERCENTILE
Flood Risk 13% 8% 81 12% 74
Wildfire Risk 0% 0% 0 14% 0
CRITICAL SERVICE GAPS
INDICATOR VALUE STATE AVERAGE STATE PERCENTILE US AVERAGE US PERCENTILE
Broadband Internet 14% 1% n 13% 62
Lack of Health Insurance 4% 5% 66 9% 32
Housing Burden No N/A N/A N/A N/A
Transportation Access Burden No N/A N/A N/A N/A
Food Desert Yes N/A N/A N/A N/A

Report for 1 mile Ring Centered at 41.379300,-71.813333
Report produced July 18, 2024 using EJScreen Version 2.3

www.epa.gov/ejscreen








Explosive and Flammable Hazards (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
HUD-assisted projects must meet N/A 24 CFR Part 51
Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Subpart C

requirements to protect them from
explosive and flammable hazards.

Reference
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities

1. Is the proposed HUD-assisted project itself the development of a hazardous facility (a
facility that mainly stores, handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals
such as bulk fuel storage facilities and refineries)?

No
- Continue to Question 2.

[ Yes
Explain:

- Go directly to Question 5.

2. Does this project include any of the following activities: development, construction,
rehabilitation that will increase residential densities, or conversion?
L] No

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

Yes
- Continue to Question 3.

3. Within 1 mile of the project site, are there any current or planned stationary aboveground
storage containers that are covered by 24 CFR 51C? Containers that are NOT covered under
the regulation include:

e Containers 100 gallons or less in capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels
OR

e Containers of liquified petroleum gas (LPG) or propane with a water volume capacity
of 1,000 gallons or less that meet the requirements of the 2017 version of National
Fire Protection Association (NFPA) Code 58.

If all containers within the search area fit the above criteria, answer “no.” For any other
type of aboveground storage container within the search area that holds one of the





flammable or explosive materials listed in Appendix | of 24 CFR part 51 subpart C, answer

au, ”n

yes.

1 No

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide all documents used to make your determination.

Yes
-> Continue to Question 4.

4. Visit HUD’s website to identify the appropriate tank or tanks to assess and to calculate
the required separation distance using the electronic assessment tool. To document this
step in the analysis, please attach the following supporting documents to this screen:

e Map identifying the tank selected for assessment, and showing the distance
from the tank to the proposed HUD-assisted project site; and
e Electronic assessment tool calculation of the required separation distance.

Based on the analysis, is the proposed HUD-assisted project site located at or beyond
the required separation distance from all covered tanks?

Yes
- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

[J No
- Go directly to Question 6.

5. Is the hazardous facility located at an acceptable separation distance from residences
and any other facility or area where people may congregate or be present?
Please visit HUD’s website for information on calculating Acceptable Separation Distance.

[ Yes
- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site
relative to residences and any other facility or area where people congregate or are
present and your separation distance calculations.

L] No
-> Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to residences and any
other facility or area where people congregate or are present and your separation
distance calculations.
Continue to Question 6.



https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/asd-calculator/

https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities



6. Forthe project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must
be mitigated. Mitigation measures may include both natural and manmade barriers,
modification of the project design, burial or removal of the hazard, or other engineered
solutions. Describe selected mitigation measures, including the timeline for
implementation, and attach an implementation plan. If negative effects cannot be
mitigated, cancel the project at this location.

Note that only licensed professional engineers should design and implement blast barriers. If a
barrier will be used or the project will be modified to compensate for an unacceptable separation
distance, provide approval from a licensed professional engineer.

Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on,
such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Rhode Island Department of Environmental Management (RIDEM) Environmental Resource Mapper
was reviewed to identify listings of Aboveground Storage Tanks (ASTs) within a 1-mile radius of the
Project Site (data last updated 2016).

Facilities required to submit Tier Il reporting information under Section 312 of the Emergency Planning
and Community Right-to-Know (EPCRA) were also reviewed due to their potential to use or store large
guantities of hazardous materials in above-ground containers other than ASTs (data last updated 2021).

The Project Site was not listed in the AST or EPCRA databases. Nine (9) registered AST facilities and
three (3) EPCRA Tier Il facilities were identified:

e Ginger Oil Co. 110 Oak Street, Westerly (1,572° NE)

o ASTs Registered:
= 1 x 10,000-gallon steel kerosene AST
* 6 x 10,000-gallon steel #2 fuel oil ASTs
» 1 x10,000-gallon steel diesel AST

o ASTs observed in recent aerial and Google Street View images:
= 2 x10,000-gallon steel diesel ASTs (in dike)
= 3 x 10,000-gallon steel #2 fuel oil ASTs (in dike)
1 x 6,000-gallon steel kerosene AST (in dike)
1 x 25,000-gallon steel diesel AST (in dike)
1 x 25,000-gallon steel #2 fuel oil AST (in dike)
1 x ~500-gal diesel AST (emergency generator)
1 x ~2,500-gallon (~6,600 Ib) steel propane AST, typically pressurized (not in dike)

e Connecticut Carting Corp., 65 Ledward Ave, Westerly (2,056’ S)
o 1x 2,000-gallon diesel Convault AST




https://ridemgis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=87e104c8adb449eb9f905e5f18020de5



o Westerly Transfer Station, Westerly-Bradford Road/39 Larry Hirsh Lane, Westerly (2,115’ E)
o 2 x 500-gallon diesel Convault ASTs

e Cherenzia Excavation, Inc., 25 Ledward Ave, Westerly (2,212’ SW)

Please note that a file review was performed for this property at RIDEM as part of the Phase | ESA, which
appears to indicate that these ASTs were removed. Information in the file also appears to contain different AST
details than what is presented on the RIDEM Environmental Mapper.

o 3 x 275-gallon steel waste oil ASTs

o 2 x 300-gallon steel waste oil AST

o 2 x 500-gallon steel motor oil ASTs

o 1 x 500-gallon steel hydraulic oil AST
o 1 x 1,000-gallon steel diesel AST

o 2 x 2,000-gallon waste oil ASTs

e United Builders Supply, 30 Oak Street, Westerly (2,809° NW)

o 1 x 1,500-gallon steel gasoline AST (in dike)
o 1 x 1,500-gallon steel diesel AST (in dike)

e J.B.S. Cleaners, 1 East Ave, Westerly (4,565’ SW)

o ASTs Registered:
= 2 x 275-gallon steel #2 fuel oil ASTs (removed)

o ASTs Observed in Historical Aerial Photographs:
= 2 x ~1,000-gallon steel propane ASTs (removed)

e NE Telephone Co., 38-44 Main Street, Westerly (4,663’ SW)

o 1 x 500-gallon steel diesel AST (in use)

o 1 x 500-gallon diesel Convault AST (removed)

o EPCRA Tier Il Submitter in association with hazardous materials related to electrical
transmission & distribution

e Narragansett Elec. Co., 18-69 Canal Street, Westerly (5,257' NW)

o 1 x 500-gallon diesel AST, construction unknown (removed)
o EPCRA Tier Il Submitter in association with hazardous materials related to electrical
transmission & distribution

e Darlington Fabrics, 48 Canal Street, Westerly (5,440° NW)

o 1x 20,000-gallon steel #6 fuel oil AST

o 1x10,000-gallon steel #2 fuel oil AST

o EPCRA Tier Il Submitter (former) in association with storage/use of ammonia, ethylene glycol,
and N-methyl-2-pyrrolidone in excess of threshold planning quantities.

The locations of each listing relative to the Project Site are depicted on the attached Figure, and a second
Figure depicts the locations of the ASTs or other hazardous material storage for each property.

Using the HUD Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool, the Project Site
appears to be at or greater than the minimum ASD for thermal radiation both for buildings and people




https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/asd-calculator/



relative to all of the identified listings, as summarized in the table below:

. . ASD (ft) ASD (ft) Distance (ft) from
ety RS SEEIETD People Buildings Project Site
Thermal Radiation from
Diked Storage (3,770 ft?) 269.41 49.01 1,572.00
. . Thermal Radiation from
Ginger Oil Co. Largest AST 1,057.26 222.67 1,572.00
Thermal Radiation from
Propane AST 405.12 76.80 1,572.00
. . Thermal Radiation from
Connecticut Carting Corp. Largest AST 369.16 69.27 2,056.00
Westerly Transfer Station Thermal Radiation from 207.20 36.50 2,115.00
Largest AST
Cherenzia Excavation, Inc, | | hermal Radiation from 369.16 69.27 2,212.00
Largest AST
. . Thermal Radiation from
United Builders Supply Diked Storage (492 ft) 115.01 19.14 2,809.00
J.B.S. Cleaners Thermal Radiation from 161.52 27.68 4,565.00
Largest AST
Thermal Radiation from
NE Telephone Co. Largest AST 207.20 36.50 4,663.00
Thermal Radiation from
Narragansett Elec. Co. Largest AST 207.20 36.50 5,257.00
. . Thermal Radiation from
Darlington Fabrics Largest AST 963.41 200.85 5,440.00

Copies of the ASD calculations using the HUD tool are attached herein

AST storage were found during the course of this assessment.

. No indications of proposed future

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?

[ Yes
No
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Ginger's Oil Co. ASD Calculation - Diked Storage

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: @ No: UJ

What is the volume (gal) of the container?
What is the Diked Area Length (ft)? 75.4
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)? 50
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft) 3770.0000000000005
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD) 269.41

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD) 49.01

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Ginger's Oil Co. ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 25000

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 1057.26
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 222.67
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Ginger's Oil Co. ASD Calculation - Propane AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: No: [J
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No: OJ
Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 2500

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 405.12
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 76.80
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Connecticut Carting ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 2000

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 369.16
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 69.27
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Westerly Transfer Station ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 500

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 207.20
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 36.50
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Cherenzia Assoc. ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > Environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > A5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft2 - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft2 - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 2000

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 369.16
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 69.27
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







United Builders ASD Calculation - Diked Storage

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: @ No: UJ

What is the volume (gal) of the container?

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)? 24.6

What is the Diked Area Width (ft)? 20
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance

Diked Area (sqft) 492

ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD) 115.01

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD) 19.14

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







JBS Cleaners ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 275

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 161.52
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 27.68
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







New England Telephone ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 500

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 207.20
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 36.50
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Narragansett Electric ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 500

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 207.20
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 36.50
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)







Darlington Fabrics ASD Calculation - Largest AST

Home (/) > Programs (/programs/) > environmental Review (/programs/environmental-review/) > As5D Calculator

Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) Electronic Assessment Tool

The Environmental Planning Division (EPD) has developed an electronic-based assessment tool that calculates the Acceptable Separation
Distance (ASD) from stationary hazards. The ASD is the distance from above ground stationary containerized hazards of an explosive or fire
prone nature, to where a HUD assisted project can be located. The ASD is consistent with the Department's standards of blast overpressure
(0.5 psi-buildings) and thermal radiation (450 BTU/ft? - hr - people and 10,000 BTU/ft? - hr - buildings). Calculation of the ASD is the first step
to assess site suitability for proposed HUD-assisted projects near stationary hazards. Additional guidance on ASDs is available in the
Department's guidebook "Siting of HUD- Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" and the regulation 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C, Sitting of
HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Operations Handling Conventional Fuels or Chemicals of an Explosive or Flammable Nature.

Note: Tool tips, containing field specific information, have been added in this tool and may be accessed by hovering over the ASD result
fields with the mouse.

Acceptable Separation Distance Assessment Tool

Is the container above ground? Yes: No: (J
Is the container under pressure? Yes: (JNo:
Does the container hold a cryogenic liquified gas? Yes: No:

Is the container diked? Yes: (JNo:
What is the volume (gal) of the container? 20000

What is the Diked Area Length (ft)?
What is the Diked Area Width (ft)?
Calculate Acceptable Separation Distance
Diked Area (sqft)
ASD for Blast Over Pressure (ASDBOP)
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPPU) 963.41
ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBPU) 200.85
ASD for Thermal Radiation for People (ASDPNPD)

ASD for Thermal Radiation for Buildings (ASDBNPD)

For mitigation options, please click on the following link: Mitigation Options (/resource/3846/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-
hazard-mitigation-options/)

Providing Feedback & Corrections

After using the ASD Assessment Tool following the directions in this User Guide, users are encouraged to provide feedback on how the ASD
Assessment Tool may be improved. Users are also encouraged to send comments or corrections for the improvement of the tool.

Please send comments or other input using the Contact Us (https://www.hudexchange.info/contact-us/) form.

Related Information

* ASD User Guide (/resource/3839/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-assessment-tool-user-guide/)
* ASD Flow Chart (/resource/3840/acceptable-separation-distance-asd-flowchart/)








Farmlands Protection (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
The Farmland Protection Farmland Protection Policy 7 CFR Part 658
Policy Act (FPPA) discourages | Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 4201 et
federal activities that would seq.)
convert farmland to
nonagricultural purposes.

Reference
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/farmlands-protection

1. Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of
undeveloped land or conversion, that could convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural
use?

XYes -> Continue to Question 2.

[INo
Explain how you determined that agricultural land would not be converted:

—> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting your
determination.

2. Does “important farmland,” including prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of
statewide or local importance regulated under the Farmland Protection Policy Act, occur
on the project site?

You may use the links below to determine important farmland occurs on the project site:

= Utilize USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Web Soil Survey
http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm

= Check with your city or county’s planning department and ask them to document if
the project is on land regulated by the FPPA (zoning important farmland as non-
agricultural does not exempt it from FPPA requirements)

=  Contact NRCS at the local USDA service center
http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs or your NRCS state soil
scientist http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state offices/ for assistance

No =  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.

LlYes = Continue to Question 3.



http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_11/7cfr658_11.html

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm

http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs

http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state_offices/



3. Consider alternatives to completing the project on important farmland and means of
avoiding impacts to important farmland.

= Complete form AD-1006, “Farmland Conversion Impact Rating”
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf and
contact the state soil scientist before sending it to the local NRCS District
Conservationist.
(NOTE: for corridor type projects, use instead form NRCS-CPA-106, "Farmland
Conversion Impact Rating for Corridor Type Projects:
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_ DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045395.pdf.)

=  Work with NRCS to minimize the impact of the project on the protected farmland.
When you have finished with your analysis, return a copy of form AD-1006 (or form
NRCS-CPA-106 if applicable) to the USDA-NRCS State Soil Scientist or his/her designee
informing them of your determination.

Document your conclusion:

[IProject will proceed with mitigation.
Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used to
make your determination.

[JProject will proceed without mitigation.
Explain why mitigation will not be made here:

> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used to
make your determination.



http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045395.pdf



Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Project Site is not located within an area containing soils considered to be Prime Farmland or
Farmland of Statewide Importance. Documentation is attached herein.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
] Yes

X No
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Flood Insurance (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
Certain types of federal financial assistance may Flood Disaster 24 CFR 50.4(b)(1)
not be used in floodplains unless the community Protection Act of and 24 CFR
participates in National Flood Insurance Program 1973 as amended 58.6(a) and (b);
and flood insurance is both obtained and (42 USC 4001-4128) | 24 CFR 55.1(b).
maintained.
Reference

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/flood-insurance

1. Does this project involve mortgage insurance, refinance, acquisition, repairs, construction,
or rehabilitation of a structure, mobile home, or insurable personal property?
[INo. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. -
Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

XlYes = Continue to Question 2.

2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site.
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA
Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate
Maps (FIRMs). For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, use the best available
information to determine floodplain information. Include documentation, including a
discussion of why this is the best available information for the site. Provide FEMA/FIRM
floodplain zone designation, panel number, and date within your documentation.

Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated
Special Flood Hazard Area?
No = Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[1Yes = Continue to Question 3.

3. Is the community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program or has less than
one year passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards?

[1Yes, the community is participating in the National Flood Insurance Program.
For loans, loan insurance or loan guarantees, flood insurance coverage must be
continued for the term of the loan. For grants and other non-loan forms of financial
assistance, flood insurance coverage must be continued for the life of the building
irrespective of the transfer of ownership. The amount of coverage must equal the total
project cost or the maximum coverage limit of the National Flood Insurance Program,
whichever is less



http://www.msc.fema.gov/

http://www.msc.fema.gov/



Provide a copy of the flood insurance policy declaration or a paid receipt for the current

annual flood insurance premium and a copy of the application for flood insurance.
-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[IYes, less than one year has passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards.

If less than one year has passed since notification of Special Flood Hazards, no flood
Insurance is required.

-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[INo. The community is not participating, or its participation has been suspended.

Federal assistance may not be used at this location. Cancel the project at this
location.

Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Project Site is situated between FEMA FIRM Panel 44009C0139K, effective 4/3/2020, and Panel
44009C0143J, effective 4/3/2020. According to a FIRMette produced through the FEMA Map Service
Center depicting the Site’'s flood zoning on each Panel, the Site is located within Flood Zone X

(unshaded), which is defined as an area of minimal flood hazard, with a less than 0.2% annual chance of
flooding.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

X No




https://map1.msc.fema.gov/firm?id=44009C0139K

https://map1.msc.fema.gov/firm?id=44009C0143J
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Floodplain Management (CEST and EA)

General Requirements Legislation Regulation
Executive Order 11988, Executive Order 11988 24 CFR 55
Floodplain Management,

requires Federal activities to

avoid impacts to floodplains

and to avoid direct and

indirect support of floodplain

development to the extent

practicable.

Reference
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/floodplain-management

1. Does 24 CFR 55.12(c) exempt this project from compliance with HUD’s floodplain
management regulations in Part 55?
[ Yes
Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(c) here. If project is exempt under
55.12(c)(7) or (8), provide supporting documentation.

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

No = Continue to Question 2.

2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM or ABFE map showing the site.
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA
Map Service Center provides this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate
Maps (FIRMs) or Advisory Base Flood Elevations (ABFEs). For projects in areas not
mapped by FEMA, use the best available information to determine floodplain
information. Include documentation, including a discussion of why this is the best
available information for the site.

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
No = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below.

L] Yes

Select the applicable floodplain using the FEMA map or the best available information:
[] Floodway = Continue to Question 3, Floodways



http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2010-title24-vol1/pdf/CFR-2010-title24-vol1-sec55-12.pdf



3.

4.

[] Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone) > Continue to Question 4, Coastal High
Hazard Areas

[J 500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone) —> Continue to Question 5,
500-year Floodplains

[] 100-year floodplain (A Zone) = The 8-Step Process is required. Continue to
Question 6, 8-Step Process

Floodways
Is this a functionally dependent use?

[ Yes
The 8-Step Process is required. Work with your HUD FEO to determine a way to
satisfactorily continue with this project. Provide a completed 8-Step Process, including
the early public notice and the final notice.
-> Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

1 No

Federal assistance may not be used at this location unless a 55.12(c) exception applies.
You must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project at this location.

Coastal High Hazard Area

Is this a critical action?

] Yes
Critical actions are prohibited in coastal high hazard areas. Federal assistance may not
be used at this location. Unless the action is excepted at 24 CFR 55.12(c), you must
either choose an alternate site or cancel the project.

1 No

Does this action include construction that is not a functionally dependent use,
existing construction (including improvements), or reconstruction following
destruction caused by a disaster?
[ Yes, there is new construction.
New construction is prohibited in V Zones ((24 CFR 55.1(c)(3)).

[] No, this action concerns only a functionally dependent use, existing
construction(including improvements), or reconstruction following
destruction caused by a disaster.

This construction must have met FEMA elevation and construction
standards for a coastal high hazard area or other standards applicable at
the time of construction.





-> Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

500-year Floodplain

Is this a critical action?

[ No = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to
the Worksheet Summary below.

[IYes = Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process

8-Step Process.

Does the 8-Step Process apply? Select one of the following options:

[] 8-Step Process applies.
Provide a completed 8-Step Process, including the early public notice and the final
notice.
-> Continue to Question 7, Mitigation

[] 5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a)(1-3).
Provide documentation of 5-Step Process.
Select the applicable citation:

[J 55.12(a)(1) HUD actions involving the disposition of HUD-acquired multifamily
housing projects or “bulk sales” of HUD-acquired one- to four-family properties
in communities that are in the Regular Program of the National Flood Insurance
Program (NFIP) and in good standing (i.e., not suspended from program eligibility
or placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24).

[J 55.12(a)(2) HUD's actions under the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1701) for the
purchase or refinancing of existing multifamily housing projects, hospitals,
nursing homes, assisted living facilities, board and care facilities, and
intermediate care facilities, in communities that are in good standing under the
NFIP.

[J 55.12(a)(3) HUD's or the recipient’s actions under any HUD program involving the
repair, rehabilitation, modernization, weatherization, or improvement of existing
multifamily housing projects, hospitals, nursing homes, assisted living facilities,
board and care facilities, intermediate care facilities, and one- to four-family
properties, in communities that are in the Regular Program of the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) and are in good standing, provided that the number of
units is not increased more than 20 percent, the action does not involve a
conversion from nonresidential to residential land use, the action does not meet
the thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10), and the
footprint of the structure and paved areas is not significantly increased.

[] 55.12(a)(4) HUD’s (or the recipient’s) actions under any HUD program involving
the repair, rehabilitation, modernization, weatherization, or improvement of
existing nonresidential buildings and structures, in communities that are in the





Regular Program of the NFIP and are in good standing, provided that the action
does not meet the thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10)
and that the footprint of the structure and paved areas is not significantly
increased.

-> Continue to Question 7, Mitigation

[] 8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(b)(1-4).
Select the applicable citation:

[J 55.12(b)(1) HUD's mortgage insurance actions and other financial assistance for
the purchasing, mortgaging or refinancing of existing one- to four-family
properties in communities that are in the Regular Program of the National Flood
Insurance Program (NFIP) and in good standing (i.e., not suspended from
program eligibility or placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24), where the action
is not a critical action and the property is not located in a floodway or coastal high
hazard area.

[J] 55.12(b)(2) Financial assistance for minor repairs or improvements on one- to
four-family properties that do not meet the thresholds for “substantial
improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10)

[]55.12(b)(3) HUD actions involving the disposition of individual HUD-acquired, one-
to four-family properties.

[] 55.12(b)(4) HUD guarantees under the Loan Guarantee Recovery Fund Program
(24 CFR part 573) of loans that refinance existing loans and mortgages, where any
new construction or rehabilitation financed by the existing loan or mortgage has
been completed prior to the filing of an application under the program, and the
refinancing will not allow further construction or rehabilitation, nor result in any
physical impacts or changes except for routine maintenance.

[J 55.12(b)(5) The approval of financial assistance to lease an existing structure
located within the floodplain, but only if—

(i) The structure is located outside the floodway or Coastal High Hazard
Area, and is in a community that is in the Regular Program of the NFIP
and in good standing (i.e., not suspended from program eligibility or
placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24);

(ii) The project is not a critical action; and

(iii) The entire structure is or will be fully insured or insured to the
maximum under the NFIP for at least the term of the lease.

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

7. Mitigation
For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must
be mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to
mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.





Which of the following mitigation/minimization measures have been identified for this
project in the 8-Step or 5-Step Process? Select all that apply.

[] Permeable surfaces

[] Natural landscape enhancements that maintain or restore natural hydrology

[J Planting or restoring native plant species

[] Bioswales

[] Evapotranspiration

[] Stormwater capture and reuse

[] Green or vegetative roofs with drainage provisions

[] Natural Resources Conservation Service conservation easements or similar
easements

[J Floodproofing of structures

[] Elevating structures including freeboarding above the required base flood
elevations

[] Other

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Project Site is situated between FEMA FIRM Panel 44009C0139K, effective 4/3/2020, and Panel
44009C0143J, effective 4/3/2020. According to a FIRMette produced through the FEMA Map Service
Center depicting the Site’s flood zoning on each Panel, the Site is located within Flood Zone X (unshaded),
which is defined as an area of minimal flood hazard, with a less than 0.2% annual chance of flooding.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

X No




https://map1.msc.fema.gov/firm?id=44009C0139K

https://map1.msc.fema.gov/firm?id=44009C0143J
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Historic Preservation (CEST and EA)

General requirements
Regulations under Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation
Act (NHPA) require a consultative
process to identify historic
properties, assess project impacts
on them, and avoid, minimize, or
mitigate adverse effects

Legislation
Section 106 of the
National Historic
Preservation Act
(16 U.S.C. 470f)

References

Regulation
36 CFR 800 “Protection of

Historic Properties”

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/historic-preservation

Threshold

Is Section 106 review required for your project?
[] No, because the project consists solely of activities listed as exempt in a Programmatic
Agreement (PA). (See the PA Database to find applicable PAs.)
Either provide the PA itself or a link to it here. Mark the applicable exemptions or

include the text here:

-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[ No, because the project consists solely of activities included in a No Potential to Cause
Effects memo or other determination [36 CFR 800.3(a)(1)].
Either provide the memo itself or a link to it here. Explain and justify the other

determination here:

- Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

XYes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or
indirect). = Continue to Step 1.



http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html

http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html

https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/3675/section-106-agreement-database/



The Section 106 Process
After determining the need to do a Section 106 review, initiate consultation with regulatory
and other interested parties, identify and evaluate historic properties, assess effects of the
project on properties listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, and
resolve any adverse effects through project design modifications or mitigation.

Note that consultation continues through all phases of the review.

Step 1: Initiate consultation

Step 2: Identify and evaluate historic properties

Step 3: Assess effects of the project on historic properties

Step 4: Resolve any adverse effects

Step 1 - Initiate Consultation

The following parties are entitled to participate in Section 106 reviews: Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation; State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs); federally recognized Indian
tribes/Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs); Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs);
local governments; and project grantees. The general public and individuals and organizations
with a demonstrated interest in a project may participate as consulting parties at the discretion
of the RE or HUD official. Participation varies with the nature and scope of a project. Refer to
HUD’s website for guidance on consultation, including the required timeframes for response.
Consultation should begin early to enable full consideration of preservation options.

Use the When To Consult With Tribes checklist within Notice CPD-12-006: Process for Tribal
Consultation to determine if you should invite tribes to consult on a particular project. Use the
Tribal Directory Assessment Tool (TDAT) to identify tribes that may have an interest in the area
where the project is located. Note that consultants may not initiate consultation with Tribes.

Select all consulting parties below (check all that apply):
[]State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
[JAdvisory Council on Historic Preservation
XIndian Tribes, including Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs)
[INative Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs)
List all tribes that were consulted here and their status of consultation:

Mashantucket Pequot Indian Tribe- Connecticut
Mohegan Tribe of Indians of Connecticut- Connecticut
Narragansett Indian Tribe- Rhode Island

X Other Consulting Parties
List all consulting parties that were consulted here and their status of consultation:

Rhode Island Historic Preservation & Heritage Commission (RIHPHC)




https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/2448/notice-cpd-12-006-tribal-consultation-under-24-cfr-part-58/

https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/2448/notice-cpd-12-006-tribal-consultation-under-24-cfr-part-58/

https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/2448/notice-cpd-12-006-tribal-consultation-under-24-cfr-part-58/

http://egis.hud.gov/tdat/Tribal.aspx



Describe the process of selecting consulting parties and initiating consultation here:

The Tribal Directory Assessment Tool (TDAT) through HUD EGIS was used to determine which
tribes required consultation due to proximity to the project site. The Town of Westerly began
consultation with Tribal representatives in September 2024. Certified receipts were received for two
(2) of the three (3) tribes on September 20, 2024. The Narragansett Tribe has not returned a certified
receipt to date, and it may be necessary to contact them through alternate means if the certified
receipt is not obtained within a week or two.

Provide all correspondence, notices, and notes (including comments and objections received) and
continue to Step 2.

Step 2 - Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties

Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) or providing a
map depicting the APE. Attach an additional page if necessary.

The project address is 83 Tower Street in Westerly, RI. According to a review of State and National
Register of Historic Places, there are no historic properties within a 1-mile radius of the project site.
The nearest state and federal listings are depicted on the attached Figure.

Gather information about known historic properties in the APE. Historic buildings, districts and
archeological sites may have been identified in local, state, and national surveys and registers,
local historic districts, municipal plans, town and county histories, and local history websites. If
not already listed on the National Register of Historic Places, identified properties are then
evaluated to see if they are eligible for the National Register.

Refer to HUD’s website for guidance on identifying and evaluating historic properties.

In the space below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE.

Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be listed. For each historic
property or district, include the National Register status, whether the SHPO has concurred with
the finding, and whether information on the site is sensitive. Attach an additional page if
necessary.

There are no historic properties within a 1-mile radius of the project site. In order to verify this, the
Rhode Island Historic Preservation & Heritage Commission (RIHPHC) are being contacted for
additional information.

Provide the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or
objection(s), notes, and photos) that justify your National Register Status determination.

Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project?
If the APE contains previously unsurveyed buildings or structures over 50 years old, or there is a
likely presence of previously unsurveyed archeological sites, a survey may be necessary. For





Archeological surveys, refer to HP Fact Sheet #6, Guidance on Archeological Investigations in
HUD Projects.

L1 Yes = Provide survey(s) and report(s) and continue to Step 3.
Additional notes:

No —> Continue to Step 3.

Step 3 - Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties

Only properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places receive
further consideration under Section 106. Assess the effect(s) of the project by applying the
Criteria of Adverse Effect. (36 CFR 800.5)] Consider direct and indirect effects as applicable as
per HUD guidance.

Choose one of the findings below - No Historic Properties Affected, No Adverse Effect, or
Adverse Effect; and seek concurrence from consulting parties.

No Historic Properties Affected
Document reason for finding:
No historic properties present. = Provide concurrence(s) or objection(s) and
continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[] Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them. = Provide
concurrence(s) or objection(s) and continue to the Worksheet Summary.

If consulting parties concur or fail to respond to user’s request for concurrence,
project is in compliance with this section. No further review is required. If
consulting parties object, refer to (36 CFR 800.4(d)(1)) and consult further to try to
resolve objection(s).

[] No Adverse Effect
Document reason for finding:




https://www.onecpd.info/resource/287/hp-fact-sheet-6-guidance-on-archeological-investigations-in-hud-projects/

https://www.onecpd.info/resource/287/hp-fact-sheet-6-guidance-on-archeological-investigations-in-hud-projects/

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf



Does the No Adverse Effect finding contain conditions?

Yes
Check all that apply: (check all that apply)
(] Avoidance
(] Modification of project
Other

Describe conditions here:

Due to historical Native American occupancy of the New England area for thousands
of years, the potential to encounter artifacts of Native American archeological,
religious, and/or cultural significance cannot be eliminated. Should evidence of
historical Native American use of the Site be encountered during the project, the
RIHPHS shall be notified, and work shall be paused until such time that an
archeological survey can be completed and interested parties agree that work
associated with the project can continue.

- Monitor satisfactory implementation of conditions. Provide concurrence(s) or
objection(s) and continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[ No = Provide concurrence(s) or objection(s) and continue to the Worksheet Summary.

If consulting parties concur or fail to respond to user’s request for concurrence, project
is in compliance with this section. No further review is required. If consulting parties
object, refer to (36 CFR 800.5(c)(2)) and consult further to try to resolve objection(s).

[ Adverse Effect
Document reason for finding:
Copy and paste applicable Criteria into text box with summary and justification.
Criteria of Adverse Effect: 36 CFR 800.5]

Notify the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation of the Adverse Effect and provide the
documentation outlined in 36 CFR 800.11(e). The Council has 15 days to decide whether to
enter the consultation (Not required for projects covered by a Programmatic Agreement).

-> Continue to Step 4.

Step 4 - Resolve Adverse Effects

Work with consulting parties to try to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects. Refer to
HUD guidance and 36 CFR 800.6 and 800.7.

Were the Adverse Effects resolved?



http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf



] Yes

Describe the resolution of Adverse Effects, including consultation efforts and
participation by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation:

For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts
must be mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented
to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

- Provide signed Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or Standard Mitigation Measures
Agreement (SMMA). Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

L] No
The project must be cancelled unless the “Head of Agency” approves it. Either
provide approval from the “Head of Agency” or cancel the project at this location.
Describe the failure to resolve Adverse Effects, including consultation efforts and

participation by the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and “Head of the
Agency”:

Explain in detail the exact conditions or measures that must be implemented to
mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.






> Provide correspondence, comments, documentation of decision, and “Head of Agency”
approval. Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

Worksheet Summary

Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates

e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The Rhode Island Historical Preservation Commission prepared a survey of the Town in 1978 (Historic
and Architectural Resources of Westerly, Rhode lIsland: A Preliminary Report), which was further
reviewed as part of this EA. The survey offers the following relevant information:

The bounty afforded by Westerly’s waters was first realized by Indian residents, who caught
large quantities of fish, particularly shad, in the spring, with weirs, scoops and seines.
Misquamicut, the Indian name for the present town of Westerly, means red fish--a salmon.
The Indians also farmed the land; one of their largest agricultural clearings was established
near Chapman Pond (p. 3-4).

Indians occupied the area for probably thousands of years. Exact dates are unknown since
no Indian sites have yet been dated, but when Europeans came to America, the
Narragansett Indian tribe was well established. The Narragansetts occupied the area until
about 1632, when they were defeated in a fierce struggle with the Pequots... The Pequot
domain extended along the coast from the Connecticut River to Weekapaug Brook and
inland for twenty-five to thirty miles. It is said that they established a fort at Weekapaug (p.
4).

Pequots settled along Mastuxet Brook about 1654 and remained there until forced to cross
the river into Connecticut when Westerly’s first colonial settlers arrived around 1661...
Today, the Indians who lived in Westerly for centuries are remembered only through a liberal
sprinkling of place names over the land and through their artifacts which are found at a
number of archeological sites (p. 4).

In 1660, a private company was organized in Newport to purchase and settle Misquamicut;
in the same year, the sachem Sosoa, or Socho, deeded to Robert Stanton, William Vaughan
and several other associates the area that approximately comprises today’s town of
Westerly (p. 5).

Additionally, the survey indicates that two (2) historic districts, Bradford Village Historic District and
Misquamicut Historic District are particularly noted for their significance to Native American history and
culture.

A review of state and national historic properties, as well as archeological sites, did not produce any listed
sites with known significance to Indigenous Americans within one (1) mile of the project Site, as shown on
the attached Figure. An archaeological site of Indigenous American significance (Nursery Site, RI-273)
was identified roughly 1.3 miles to the south-southeast of the Site. The RIHPHS will be contacted to verify
this information, which was necessary to prepare and evaluate in advance for ease of review.




https://preservation.ri.gov/sites/g/files/xkgbur406/files/pdfs_zips_downloads/survey_pdfs/westerly.pdf

https://preservation.ri.gov/sites/g/files/xkgbur406/files/pdfs_zips_downloads/survey_pdfs/westerly.pdf



Based on past development and use of the Site, it appears unlikely that adverse impacts on Indigenous
American artifacts will occur as a result of this project; however, Native Americans tribes were historically
present in the area of Westerly and surrounding towns for thousands of years, and the potential to
encounter artifacts of Native American archeological, religious, and/or cultural significance cannot be
eliminated. Should evidence of historical Native American use of the Site be encountered during the
project, the RIHPHS shall be notified, and work shall be paused until such time that an archeological
survey can be completed and interested parties agree that work associated with the project can continue.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
O Yes

X No








. Lamphear
.t Ground N
¥ Stillman-Crandall Lot F First Hopkinton Cem.
Clark Ground
i
- o ==
_— . - %)
P - ~~ 92
— 7/~ [ H
T (o)
_— Clark-Lamphear ™~ < 9(({01( P K/NTON
- r§Ground S WR",e,,
/ \ . ESTERLY
Brumley 2\ N
Ground [1_1/ \
AY
\\ ,
D \
@, / 1
) V- 4.z Simeon'Pendleton \
P Citizen ?..~ .Y | Ground N
% Ground {T
|
2 Frazer Lot \
<\ ' \
2 / North End L
i/ Hist.Distr. \
/ / Sumner
/ ! Chapman Lo \
Iy fm—
i/ \
K \
! Fmr Immaculate Y
Westerly Armory * . hd
/\ ® Conception Church Vose Lot
\
1
1
1 \\ Westerly. |
\ Downtown
| N/ Hist. Distr; Chapman Pond I
N
| \ !
1 ) J
U:S: Post Office
L |
Y/ ,.
\ / Wilcox Park
/ Hist:Distr. /
l
v /!
L NRNY .
Main’St. Former Smith
\ Hist: Granite Co. Store WaterTower /
\ Distr.
’
\
\ .
\ . Former Smith /
HE Babcock-Smith House Granite Quarry /
IHe ’
O\OV\ I /
\$ /Charles Perry L’
o\A / / House >
N \ /
Lewis-Card- Perry , Samuel Chapman
Perry‘House = Homestead hFR ’ Ground Number 3 -
4 \ “Hist. Distr. / c
& > ol Legend
R\ egen
\ 1 . / . .
i ~_ - Historic Structures
-~ -
==k —_ B Candidates
€ National Register
g
s it Historic Cemeteries
~ St. Sebastian
1] Cemetery Historic Districts
Wilcox Park
Nursery Site (RI-273) X
Archaeological Main Street
North End
Lamphear Perry Homestead
41 Ground
it Westerly Downtown
Capt Jeddo T :
L E— “§1 Thompson Ground (_ .’ 1-Mile Radius
1,000 500 0 1,000’ Rivers & Streams

ATTACHMENT

K

<

IPAAIRE

CORPORATION
ENGINEERS - SCIENTISTS - PLANNERS

HISTORIC RESOURCES

83 TOWER STREET

WESTERLY, RI x

8 BLACKSTONE VALLEY PLACE
LINCOLN, RI 02865
401-334-4100

PARE PROJECT:
DATE:

24111.00
MAY 2024

Y SITE LOCATION









Contamination and Toxic Substances (Multifamily and Non-Residential

Properties)
General requirements Legislation Regulations
It is HUD policy that all properties that are being 24 CFR 58.5(i)(2)
proposed for use in HUD programs be free of 24 CFR 50.3(i)

hazardous materials, contamination, toxic
chemicals and gases, and radioactive substances,
where a hazard could affect the health and safety
of the occupants or conflict with the intended
utilization of the property.

Reference

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination

1. How was site contamination evaluated? ! Select all that apply.
ASTM Phase | ESA
[] ASTM Phase Il ESA
[J Remediation or clean-up plan
ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening
[ ] None of the above
-> Provide documentation and reports and include an explanation of how site
contamination was evaluated in the Worksheet Summary.
Continue to Question 2.

2. Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that
could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended
use of the property? (Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs
identified in a Phase | ESA and confirmed in a Phase Il ESA?)

L1 No

Explain:

No RECs, HRECs, or CRECs as defined by the ASTM E1527-21 Standard Practice were
identified during the Phase | ESA. Several de minimis and non-scope considerations were noted,
which are further described in the Worksheet Summary Section and detailed in the attached
Phase | ESA.

1 HUD regulations at 24 CFR § 58.5(i)(2)(ii) require that the environmental review for multifamily housing with five or more
dwelling units or non-residential property include the evaluation of previous uses of the site or other evidence of
contamination on or near the site. For acquisition and new construction of multifamily and nonresidential properties HUD
strongly advises the review include an ASTM Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to meet real estate transaction
standards of due diligence and to help ensure compliance with HUD’s toxic policy at 24 CFR §58.5(i) and 24 CFR §50.3(i). Also
note that some HUD programs require an ASTM Phase | ESA.



https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination

https://westerlyri.gov/DocumentCenter/View/14117/Phase-I-ESA-Tower-Street-Westerly?bidId=



-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Yes.
-> Describe the findings, including any recognized environmental conditions
(RECs), in Worksheet Summary below. Continue to Question 3.

3. Mitigation
Document the mitigation needed according to the requirements of the appropriate
federal, state, tribal, or local oversight agency. If the adverse environmental effects
cannot be mitigated, then HUD assistance may not be used for the project at this site.

Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated?
[ Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated
-> Project cannot proceed at this location.

Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation.
- Provide all mitigation requirements? and documents. Continue to Question 4.

4. Describe how compliance was achieved. Include any of the following that apply: State
Voluntary Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls?,
or use of institutional controls®.

Compliance will be achieved as part of demolition and construction activities associated with the
proposed new building on the project Site. Currently, the following are anticipated to be
necessary as the project progresses:

o Lead-based paint abatement in accordance with the Rhode Island Department of
Health’s (RIDOH’s) requirements for Lead Inspections (216-RICR-50-15-05) and Lead
Safe Work Practices (216-RICR-50-15-12), and the RIDEM requirements for Removal
of Lead-Based Paint from Exterior Surfaces (also known as Air Pollution Control
Regulation No. 24; 250-RICR-120-05-24) by professionals licensed in accordance with
216-RICR-50-15-11.

e Abatement of ACBM in the existing building in accordance with the RIDOH’s Asbestos
Control regulations (216-RICR-50-15-01) and the Rhode Island Air Pollution Control
Regulation No. 22 - Air Toxics (250-RICR-120-05-22).

2 Mitigation requirements include all clean-up actions required by applicable federal, state, tribal, or local law. Additionally,
provide, as applicable, the long-term operations and maintenance plan, Remedial Action Work Plan, and other equivalent
documents.

3 Engineering controls are any physical mechanism used to contain or stabilize contamination or ensure the effectiveness of a
remedial action. Engineering controls may include, without limitation, caps, covers, dikes, trenches, leachate collection systems,
signs, fences, physical access controls, ground water monitoring systems and ground water containment systems including,
without limitation, slurry walls and ground water pumping systems.

4 Institutional controls are mechanisms used to limit human activities at or near a contaminated site, or to ensure the
effectiveness of the remedial action over time, when contaminants remain at a site at levels above the applicable remediation
standard which would allow for unrestricted use of the property. Institutional controls may include structure, land, and natural
resource use restrictions, well restriction areas, classification exception areas, deed notices, and declarations of environmental
restrictions.





The installation of a radon gas mitigation system in any future building(s) proposed at
the site by Rhode Island licensed professionals in accordance with the RIDOH’s Radon
Control regulations (216-RICR-50-15-2) and the Rhode Island State Building Code
(RISBC; 510-RICR-00-00-1, et seq.).

The proper removal and disposal of all remaining equipment and electrical, mechanical,
and structural materials from the existing building as part of demolition activities. Any
manufactured products known or suspected to contain PCBs in concentrations of 50
ppm or greater, and any wastes derived from such products, shall be managed in
accordance with the requirements of the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA; 40 CFR
§ 761), the RIDEM Rules and Regulations for Hazardous Waste Management (250-
RICR-140-10-1), and the RIDEM Rules and Regulations for the Investigation and
Remediation of Hazardous Material Releases (250-RICR-140-30-1), as applicable.

As current plans for the site include proposed childcare facilities, the project is subject to
the Rhode Island Industrial Property Remediation and Reuse Act, also known as the
Safe School Siting Act (R..G.L. § 23-19.14), which requires that subsurface
investigations, including, but not limited to, collection of soil, groundwater, and soil gas
samples, be performed at properties on which childcare and/or educational facilities are
proposed.

As applicable, any excess soils that are intended to be excavated from the Site should
be properly characterized for disposal at a licensed facility. It is recommended that
characterization be performed in advance of the start of construction activities to better
anticipate construction schedule and costs.

Mold and mildew issues at the Site appear to be associated with water damage which
may have occurred when the building was unoccupied. This issue is expected to be
abated with completion of demolition and new building construction activities. The town
should ensure that the proposed building design will meet applicable local, state, and
federal building code requirements, which should ensure that future mold and mildew
growth is adequately inhibited and the conditions that promote the growth of mold and
mildew are properly mitigated. Additionally, contractors involved in demolition activities
should be informed of its presence in order to provide proper respiratory protection and
medical surveillance to their employees as necessary.

If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it

follow?

Complete removal

- Continue to the Worksheet Summary.
[ Risk-based corrective action (RBCA)

-> Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

Worksheet Summary

Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

Map pa

nel numbers and dates

Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers






e Any additional requirements specific to your region

A Phase | ESA was completed by Pare Corporation on August 19, 2024 which did not identify any
RECs, HRECs, or CRECs associated with the Site. Several non-REC and de minimis conditions
were identified at the Site, including:

e Past use of #4 fuel oil to heat the building, stored in a 5,000-gallon underground storage
tank (UST). This finding is considered a non-REC because the UST was removed in 1995
in accordance with applicable UST closure requirements, at which time no evidence of a
release was encountered.

o Dry wells observed on the Site, which discharge directly to the Site subsurface, were
considered non-RECs because information available during the ESA indicates that they
were installed in the 1990s and receive roof runoff from a portion of the Site building, an
allowable practice of the Rhode Island Stormwater Design and Installation Standards
Manual. No evidence was identified during the ESA to indicate that the dry wells had
received other sources of effluent, such as effluent that could contain oil and/or hazardous
materials.

e Solid wastes observed to be disposed of on-Site were considered de minimis conditions
due to the limited quantities observed and the types of materials primarily observed
(residential food wrapper waste and small piles of discarded soil/asphalt).

Additionally, several conditions outside the scope of a standard ASTM Phase | ESA were identified,
including:

e Asbestos-containing building materials present in Site structures.

e The potential for radon gas in current and future Site structures to accumulate to
concentrations in excess of the EPA’s Action Limit of 4 picocuries per liter (pCi/L).

e The potential for lead-based paint to be present at the Site (Please note that a lead-based
paint assessment was identified after completion of the Phase | ESA).

e The potential for materials contaminated with polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) to be
present at the Site.

e Apparent mold and mildew impacts to the building interior, which appears to be related to
water damage observed in the building.

Recommendations pertaining to these findings are included in the attached Phase | ESA and
further elaborated under Item Number 4 of this worksheet. While no RECs were identified during
the Phase | ESA, a Phase | ESA is intended to be non-exhaustive and pertains only to information
that was practically reviewable at the time of the ESA, including, but not limited to, observations
during the site reconnaissance, information obtained through local, state, and federal
environmental records databases, historical property records and other historical documentations
(e.g., aerial photographs, street directories, Sanborn Maps), information provided by the User of the
assessment, and interviews with persons knowledgeable of the site history. While intended to
reduce uncertainty, a Phase | ESA cannot wholly eliminate the possibility of environmental
conditions impacting the site.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
Yes
[] No



https://westerlyri.gov/DocumentCenter/View/14117/Phase-I-ESA-Tower-Street-Westerly?bidId=
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Wetlands (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
Executive Order 11990 discourages that direct or Executive Order 24 CFR 55.20 can
indirect support of new construction impacting 11990 be used for

wetlands wherever there is a practicable
alternative. The Fish and Wildlife Service’s National
Wetlands Inventory can be used as a primary
screening tool, but observed or known wetlands
not indicated on NWI maps must also be
processed. Off-site impacts that result in draining,
impounding, or destroying wetlands must also be
processed.

general guidance
regarding the 8
Step Process.

References

https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wetlands-protection

1. Does this project involve new construction as defined in Executive Order 11990,

expansion of a building’s footprint, or ground disturbance?
The term "new construction" shall include draining, dredging, channelizing, filling,
diking, impounding, and related activities and any structures or facilities begun or
authorized after the effective date of the Order.
[J No > Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.
Continue to the Worksheet Summary below.

Yes = Continue to Question 2.

Will the new construction or other ground disturbance impact an on- or off-site
wetland?

The term "wetlands" means those areas that are inundated by surface or ground water
with a frequency sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances does or would
support, a prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life that requires saturated or seasonally
saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction. Wetlands generally include
swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as sloughs, potholes, wet meadows, river
overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds. Wetlands under E.O. 11990 include isolated
and non-jurisdictional wetlands.

No, a wetland will not be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new
construction.
-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map or any other relevant
documentation to explain your determination.

[] Yes, there is a wetland that be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of
new construction.





2>You must determine that there are no practicable alternatives to wetlands
development by completing the 8-Step Process.
Provide a completed 8-Step Process as well as all documents used to make your
determination, including a map. Be sure to include the early public notice and the
final notice with your documentation.
Continue to Question 3.

3. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts
must be mitigated. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to
mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

Which of the following mitigation actions have been or will be taken? Select all that
apply:

Permeable surfaces

Natural landscape enhancements that maintain or restore natural hydrology
through infiltration

Native plant species

Bioswales

Evapotranspiration

Stormwater capture and reuse

Green or vegetative roofs with drainage provisions

Natural Resources Conservation Service conservation easements

Compensatory mitigation

ODooogog oo





Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:
e Map panel numbers and dates
e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers
Any additional requirements specific to your region

There are wetland resources located on-Site, which were verified by the Rhode Island Department of
Environmental Management (RIDEM) Division of Freshwater Wetlands in July 2023 (attached). The
wetlands verified by RIDEM consist of:

e Deciduous Forested Swamp

e Two (2) Intermittent Streams, one fed by culvert/stormwater, and the other apparently
groundwater-fed

e One (1) Pond

Buffer zones and jurisdictional areas were defined as follows:

e Jurisdictional Area — 200-feet from the edge of a river or stream, and 100-feet from the edge of
all other freshwater wetlands

e Deciduous Forested Swamp — 50-foot buffer zone, increased to 75-feet where wetland flags
come within 50-feet of the pond

e Each Intermittent Stream — 100-foot buffer zone

e Pond — 75-foot buffer zone where it is unprotected by other buffer zones (e.g., the buffer zone of
the Deciduous Forested Swamp, which surrounds the pond)

Based on preliminary plans for the project, some minor work is proposed within the Jurisdictional Areas
and 50’ buffer zone of the wetlands, which will require a filing with the RIDEM Division of Freshwater
Wetlands, but is anticipated to receive a Finding of Insignificant Alteration as no buffer zone or resource
areas are anticipated to be altered at this time.

Relevant documentation attached includes:
e RIDEM Verification of Resource Area Delineation, Application No. 23-0134, 7/12/2023
e Request to Verify Wetland Edges (Application No. 23-0134), prepared by Cherenzia &
Associates, Ltd., 6/12/2023 (included as part of Application 23-0134 above)
e Site Plan depicting applicable wetlands boundaries with respect to preliminary project plans
(approximate), prepared by Pare Corporation on 6/25/2024

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
Yes

] No








@ RHODE ISLAND DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
OFFICE OF WATER RESOURCES
a 235 Promenade Street
Providence, Rhode Istand 02908

July 12, 2023

Town of Westerly

Shawn Lacey, Town Manager
45 Broad Street

Westerly, RI1 02891

RE: Application No. 23-0134 in reference to the property located:

At 83 Tower Street, approximately 300 feet south of Narragansett Ave and approximately 650 feet southeast
of Tower Street and its intersection with Narragansett Ave, near Utility Pole No. 84, Assessor's Plat 58, Lot
186, Westerly, RI.

Dear Mr. Lacey:

Kindly be advised that the Department of Environmental Management's ("DEM") Freshwater Wetlands
Program (“Program") has completed its review of your Request to verify freshwater wetland edges. This
review included an inspection of the above referenced property ("subject property") as described by the site
plans submitted with your application and received on June 13, 2023.

Per Rule 250-RICR-150-15-3.23, the Statewide Buffer Zone Designation, your property falls within:
s River Protection Region 2

Based upon the Program's observations and review, it is our determination that freshwater wetlands are
present on or are in close proximity to the subject property. These freshwater wetlands and other
Jurisdictional areas are regulated by this Department and include, but are not limited to, at least the
following types:

Jurisdictional Areas:

¢ Freshwater Wetlands (see below)

* Buffer: All areas of undeveloped vegetated land adjacent to a freshwater wetland that is to be
retained in its natural undisturbed condition or is to be created to resemble a naturally occurring
vegetated area. For the purpose of defining buffer in these Rules, “adjacent 10” means land area
within the buffer zone.

Floodplain associated with on-site streams
Contiguous areas that extend outward two hundred (200°) feet from the edge of a river or stream
Contiguous areas that extend one-hundred feet (100°) from the cdge of all other freshwater wetlands

Freshwater Wetlands and associated Statewide Buffer Zone Designation (include at least the
following types):

Telephone 401.222.4700 | www.dem.ri.gov | Rhode Island Relay 711







Application No. 23-0134
Page 2

1. Swamp-Deciduous forested (greater than or equal to one (1) acre and less than ten (10) acres): 50-
foot buffer zone with the following exceptions (refer to Rule 3.23F.(2)):

» Flag Nos. A-8to A-13 and A-15 to A-27 and B-1 to B-10 receive a 75-foot buffer zone (stream
within 50° of the delineated wetland edge); and

¢ Flags B-22 and B-23 receive a 75-foot Buffer Zone (where the pond is within 50-feet of the
flagged wetland edge near southeast property corner).

2. Two Streams: 100-foot buffer zone
3. Pond (within the swamp) and 25-foot Buffer Zone

The DEM has completed an inspection and review of the wetland edges delineated by you on-site. It is our
determination that:

The wetland edges delineated on-site are accurate. These wetland edges have been shown on the site
plan submitted with your application and are referenced as Flags A-1 through A-27 and Flag B-1
through B-23.

This letter does not constitute an approval or permit for any proposed project on the subject property.
Pursuant to R.I. Gen. Laws § 2-1-21(a) of the Freshwater Wetlands Act and the Rules and Regulations
Governing the Administration and Enforcement of the Freshwater Wetlands Act, 250-RICR150-15-3, a
permit is required from this Program prior to the commencement of any activity which impacts or alters
freshwater wetlands.

This Program assumes that the edges of freshwater wetlands, as flagged or marked on site, have been
accurately surveyed and portrayed on site plans submitted in support of your application. This Program
makes no guarantee or representation that such survey is accurate.

In addition, you should note that freshwater wetlands are present on this property which may be regulated
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 33 U.S.C.
1344). Accordingly, a permit may be required from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for alteration of
these wetland areas.

In accordance with 250-RICR-150-15-3.9.3(H), this verification of the delincated edge of freshwater
wetlands is valid for a limited period of five (5) years from the date of issue.

Please contact Sam Dufresne of this Office telephone: (401-222-6820, ext. 277-7275) should you have any
questions regarding this letter.

Sincerely,

Al L FrALAAAC

Nancy L. Freeman, Environmental Scientist IT1
Office of Water Resources

Freshwater Wetlands Program

NLF/SGD/sgd

c¢: Sergio F. Cherenzia, P.E., President, Cherenzia & Associates, Ltd.
Scott P. Rabideau, PWS, Principle, Natural Resource Services, Inc.

Telephone 401.222.4700 | www.dem.ri.gov | Rhode Island Relay 711
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R.I. DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
FRESHWATER WETLANDS PROGRAM

APPLICATION INSPECTION REPORT

Applicant Name: Town of Westerly Application No.: 23-0134
Application Type: WETEDGE

Biologist: Sam Dufresne Response to Deficiency: No
Date Received: 6/13/2023 Date Inspected: 6/30/2023 Date Completed: 7/7/2023
Site Location: 83 Tower Street, approximately 300 feet south of Narragansett Ave and approximately 650 feet
southeast of Tower Street and its intersection with Narragansett Ave, closest utility pole No. 84, Assessor's Plat 58,
Lot 186, Westerly, RI.

Region: River Protection Region 2

RI GP Wetlands Gain/Loss Reporting: None

Infill Lot (Y/N): No

Rare species or wetland present (Y/N): No

L. Jurisdictional Areas:
® Freshwater wetlands: Deciduous-forested swamp, 2 intermittent streams, pond
200-feet from edge of river or stream
100-feet from the edge of all other freshwater wetlands
Floodplain: Associated with both streams
Buffers (present/to be created, ~extent): Present

Buffer Zone: Swamp (1-10 acres): 50-feet, intermittent steams: 100-feet, increase swamp buffer zone
to 75-feet where pond is within 50-feet of flagged edge.

II. PROJECT PURPOSE AND PROPOSED ALTERATIONS:
Request wetland edge verification.

III. REVIEW COMMENTS:

The subject property is approximately 11.28 acres in size and was entirely vegetated prior to 1955 when it was
developed as an elementary school. The building was officially closed in 2020 after being utilized as a community
center since 2010. A report titled “The Tower Street School Reuse Study 2021-2022 Summary Report” dated February
23, 2023, outlines the conditions of the building and potential future uses of the property which include a new
community center, housing, or workforce development/jobs.

The earliest aerial photograph that shows the school facility is 1962. At that time, almost the entire lot was cleared of
vegetation. The southeastern portion of the lot began to re-vegetate and reached its current extent by 1997. This
vegetated area is what makes up the biological wetlands and buffers on the property. There are two wetland flag series
(A1-27 and B1-23). They are the eastern and western edges of a deciduous-forested swamp that is between 1 and 10
acres. There are two intermittent streams and a pond located within the interior of the wetland edge. The northern
intermittent stream begins at a culvert that appears to discharge stormwater runoff from surrounding roads and parking
lots. The second, smaller intermittent stream begins from a groundwater seepage. Both streams eventually discharge
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into the small pond at the southern property line. At the time of the site inspection, there was standing water in the
pond and small pools of standing water within the stream channel fed by the culvert, and gently flowing water from
the groundwater fed stream. The pond was surrounded by large boulders, and there is an extremely steep slope along
the southern boundary that was created by fill when the developments to the south were built between 1997 and 2008.
Most of the vegetated land on the property, including the wetland has extensive human disturbance and is littered with
concrete slabs, old fill, and trash.

There is skunk cabbage (Symplocarpus foetidus) throughout the extent of the two intermittent streams, and some of
the perimeter swamp. The overstory within the wetland and the upland is primarily red maple (Acer rubrum), with
several invasive species including multiflora rose (Rosa multiflora), European privet (Ligustrum vulgare) and
Japanese Knotweed (Fallopia japonica) within the upland areas. The wetland has New York fern (Thelypteris
noveboracensis), cinnamon fern (Osmundastrum cinnamomeum), sensitive fern (Onoclea sensibilis), and royal fern
(Osmunda regalis), as well as scattered arrowwood (Vibernum dentatum) and highbush blueberry (Vaccinium
corymbosum) in the shrub and herbaceous layers. The soils mapped on the site are SuB (primarily non-hydric), and
most of the samples taken during the field inspection showed areas of human transported material (HTM) with sand
and gravel mixed in with Ap and Bg horizons. The wetland soils had redox features visible, which distinguished them
from the upland.

The wetland edge typically follows the general sloping topography on the site, as well as vegetation. Along much of
the B-series, the upland contains knotweed, while the wetland transitions to dense fern cover. There is a section
between flags A19 and A 18 where there appears to be additional wet area west of the flags. The vegetation is multiflora
rose and fox grape, with a few scattered skunk cabbage and evidence of water channels. The soils lacked distinctive
redox features. It appears that this area is part of the floodplain of the stream. It is not necessary for this to be depicted
on site plans since there will be no change to the buffer zone designations. As the topography continues to slope south
towards the pond, the quality of the wetland increases and contains distinct mound and pool microtopography along
with pockets of standing water. There is less trash and gravel/sand visible. It appears that this was most likely the
natural wetland prior to clearing in the 1950s. Several bird species were observed utilizing this lower habitat with
denser overstory, including American robin seen bathing in the stream, male northern cardinal, Carolina wren,
American and fish crows calling in the tree canopy, downy woodpecker, and catbirds.

The wetland edge is accurate and is defined by topography, vegetational change, and although the soils are not typical
hydric soils, the presence of redoximorphic features within the wetland is a distinguishing factor. Most of the
vegetation surrounding the wetland is included in the designated buffer zones that are mostly accurate on the site
plans. WF #B22 and B23 fall within 50-feet of the interior pond, and the buffer zone for this area needs to be increased
by 25-feet from 50 to 75-feet. The western portion of the wetland, between flags A1-10 only receive a 50-foot buffer
zone, which is approximately half of the existing vegetation in that area. The wetland in this area is disturbed to the
west by a steep slope made of large rocks and other debris and does not hold extensive value as wildlife habitat except
for songbirds until it gets closer to the pond.

APPLICATION RECOMMENDATION: Issue Wetland Edge Verification with comments about buffer zone.

Signed: S %
V4
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RHODE ISLAND DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
DIVISION OF FRESHWATER WETLANDS

WETLAND APPLICATION REVIEW COVER SHEET

FILE NO: 23-0134 TYPE OF APPLICATION: WETEDGE

RENEWALS REMAINING:
RENEWAL EXPIRATION:

APPLICANT: .,
Town of Westerly - ..., + 50

0 P

X ~ , ¢ ULF 7lizf1
CROSS REFERENCE FILES: ()\{-0GYS 04-02% ] (SUC MF 71y

/

SITE LOCATION:

83 Tower Street, nearest intersecting street is Narragansett Ave, approximately 0 feet away, closest utility pole No. 84,
Assessor's Plat 58, Lot 186, Westerly, RI.

& APPLICATION ASSIGNEDTO: (=) (5[] / L’B
REASON FOR SUBMISSION: Request for Wetland Edge Verification 06/13/2023

Prepared: 06/19/2023
Covershe.prg







Civil Engineers o Land Surveyors
Land Use Planners ¢ Environmental Consultants

ey

[
CHERENZI A Raymond F. Cherenzia, P.E,, L.S., Founder

& ASSOCIATES, LTD. Sergio F. Cherenzia, P.E., President

June 12, 2023

RI Department of Environmental Management
Office of Water Resources

235 Promenade Street, Room 260
Providence, Rl 02908-5767

Subject: Application for a Freshwater Wetlands Request to Verify Wetland Edges
Former Tower Street School Site
83 Tower Street (Plat 58 Lot 186)
Westerly, RI

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of Town of Westerly, Cherenzia & Associates, Ltd. is pleased to submit the following
Request to Verify Wetland Edges Application materials to the RIDEM Office of Water Resources.
The following items are submitted for your review:

1. Completed, Request to Verify Wetland Edges Application.
Filing fee of $1,000.00, in accordance with the Fee Assistance Tool found on the RIDEM
Website, based on wetland edge length of 1,000ft+.
3. Three (3) copies of each of the following:
a) Freshwater Wetlands Delineation Report prepared by Natural Resource Services Inc.,
dated March 8, 2023.
b) Existing Conditions Plan (24"x36") prepared by Cherenzia & Associates. titled,
"Comprehensive Boundary & Topographic Survey, Tower Street School," dated June 8,
2023.

Should you have any questions regarding this submittal, please contact Sergio Cherenzia at 401-
596-7747.

Sincerely,
Sergio F. Cherenzia, P.E.
President

Office Localion: 99 Mechanic St. ¢ Pawcaluck, CT 06379 o Tel (860) 629-6500 ¢ Fax (860) 599-6090
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 513 « Westerly, RI02891 o Tel (401) 596-7747







RHODE ISLAND DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT OFFICE
OF WATER RESOURCES - Groundwater and Freshwater Wetlands Protection
FRESHWATER WETLANDS PROGRAM

235 Promenade Street, Providence, Rhode Island 02908
Telephone: 401-222-6820; Rhode Island Relay 711
www.dem.ri.gov/wetlands

APPLICATION FOR A FRESHWATER WETLANDS

DETERMINATION OR PERMIT Application No.:

PART A - APPLICATION TYPE (See Tables 2, 3, and 4 in 250-RICR-150-15-3.8.9 for more information) FEE INFORMATION:

To determine your project type and fee

O Request to Determine the Presence of Jurisdictional Area [250-RICR-150-15-3.9.2] (JADETREC)| amount, use the Fee Assistant Tool.

B Request to Verify Wetland Edges [250-RICR-150-15-3.9.3] (WETEDGE) Table 2 (2) ()

[0 New Freshwater Wetlands Permit [250-RICR-150-15-3.11] (FWWAPPREC)
O with Variance (VARREC) OR Permit Fee Amount:
0O with Joint On-Site Wastewater Treatment System (single-family lot only) (JOINTREC) $1,000.00

O Application for Significant Alteration [250-RICR-150-15-3.12] (SIGAPPREC) Eheckiio:

O Permit Modification [250-RICR-150-15.3.14.3] (MODIFY)- Existing Permit #:

PART B - APPLICANT INFORMATION AND CERTIFICATION (Note: The applicant must be the owner of the property or easement which is the

subject of this application or must be the government agency or entity with power of condemnation over such property or easement):

Name of Applicant/Organization, Town of WeSterly

RIDOT PTSID (if applicable)
Name and Title of Organization Representative (if applicable): Shawn LaceY’ Town Manager

Applicant's Mailing Address: 45 Broad Street
Street Number and Name or P.O. Box

Westerly RI 02891
City/Town State Zip Code
i 401-348-2530
Applicant's Email Address: Slacey@weSterlyn'gov Applicant’s Phone Number: .
CERTIFICATION/AUTHORIZATION OF APPLICANT: 401-348-2625 (Assistant)

I hereby certify that I have requested and authorized the investigation, compilation, and submission of all of the information, in whatever
form, contained in this Application; that I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted herein; and that such
information is true, accurate, and complete to the best of my knowledge. I hereby authorize RIDEM personnel access to the property
("site") for purposes of observing conditions pertinent to this application and assessing compliance with any permit or determination
resulting from this Application;includirfg any sampling, monitoring, or surveying that may be deemed appropriate, consistent with the
RIDEM Ad ;m"higratwe Inspection/ zidelines.

e — A D L[’/?/;ZOQ 3

Applicant's Signature ~ /~ Date (mm/dd/yyyy) 7
If more than one property owner is applying, please use the Supplemental Document: Additional Applicant Information and Certification.

PART C - PROPERTY LOCATION SUBJECT TO THIS APPLICATION:

Primary City/Town Street Abutting Site, with Address (if applicable):

Westerly El 83 Tower Street

Nearest Intersecting Street: Distance (in feet) and Direction to Property from nearest street intersection:
Narragansett Ave 0

Tax Assessor's Plat(s) and Lot Number(s): Closest Utility Pole Number:
58/186 84

Secondary City/Town (if applicable): Secondary Tax Assessor's Plat(s) and Lot Number(s) (if applicable):

Has a Freshwater Wetlands application been previously submitted for this property? W No O Yes

If yes, Previous Permit Application #
Have there been previous enforcement actions for this property? No O Yes
If yes, Previous Enforcement Action File #
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PART D - PROJECT INFORMATION (Note: The Interactive GIS Map can provide helpful information for answering some of the below questions)

Project Name (must be project specific): Former Tower Street School Site

Project Type: |School/Church (Developed) B Project Size:  11.28  Unit: Acre(sB
Within which river buffer zone region is the site located? [ Urban Region [ Region 1 El Region2
Will the project alter Freshwater Wetlands? If yes, provide amount to be altered. @ No O Yes sq. ft.
Will the project alter Buffer Zone? If yes, provide amount to be altered. No O Yes sq ft.
Will the project alter Watercourse? If yes, provide amount to be altered. No [0 Yes linear ft.
Is the project located within a Drinking Water Supply Reservoir Watershed (DWSRW)? No O Yes
Is the project located within a Natural Heritage Area? No O Yes
Have rare wetland types or rare species been documented? No [d Yes

If the project proposes any of the following, concurrently submit an Application for Stormwater Construction Permit and Water Quality Certification

New or increased impervious cover for property other than a single-family home? HE No O Yes

Disturbance of more than 10,000 sq. ft. of existing impervious cover? E No O Yes

Fill in any amount of floodplain or alter storm flowage to a river, stream, or wetland on any lot? No O Yes
Does this project require a variance from the Freshwater Wetlands Standards? H No O Yes
Has a variance from local zoning setbacks been sought? If yes, submit documentation of outcome. E No O Yes

Provide Date:
Have you participated in a pre-application meeting with RIDEM on this project? If yes, provide meeting date. No O Yes
Is municipal master plan approval required for this property? If yes, submit a copy of the approval. B No O Yes
PART E - SITE WORK AFFIDAVIT
» Wetland flags are present on site and are correctly and legibly labeled * The wetland flags have been accurately surveyed and depicted on the plans
® The wetland flag numbers on site correspond to those depicted onthe o The Froposed Limit of Disturbance (LOD) and other proposed activities
plans and features have been staked and labeled on site (see § 3.8.6).

I have inspected the subject property and its surroundings and do hereby attest that to the best of my knowledge, all site work performed
above has been accurately completed and certified at the time of application submission and prior to RIDEM inspection, in accordance
with the Rules and Regulations Governing the Administration and Enforcement of the Freshwater Wetlands Act 250-RICR-150-15-3

PART F - PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION
I hereby certify that I have been authorized by the applicant to prepare documentation to be submitted in support of this Application; that

such documentation is in accordance with the Rules and Regulations Governing the Administration and Enforcement of the Freshwater
Wetlands Act (250-RICR-150-15-3); and that such documentation is true, accurate, and complete to the best of my knowledge.

Note: The Project Manager / Primary Professional should enter their information first.

Name and Title: 9€rgio F. Cherenzia, P.E., President d/b/a: Cherenzia & Associates, Ltd.
Email Address: Se%renzia.com Phone Number: 401-596-7747
Signature: Date: 6/6/2023

e

E/By checking this box, I attest that I have reviewed and certify the Site Work Affidavit in Part E. I last inspected the property on: (72 é 6(_‘ 23

Name and Title: 9COtt P. Rabideau, PWS, Principal d/b/a: Natural Resource Services, Inc.
Email Address/ 5COtt@nrs.wetlands.com Phone Number: 401-568-7390

Signature . //M"‘" Date: ©6/6/2023

O By checking this box, L attest that I have reviewed and certify the Site Work Affidavit in Part E. T last inspected the property on:

Name and Title: d/b/a:
Email Address: Phone Number:
Signature: Date:

O By checking this box, I attest that I have reviewed and certify the Site Work Affidavit in Part E. I last inspected the property on:
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== Natural Resource Services, Inc.

March 8, 2023

Mark Castellanos
Cherenzia & Associates
P.O. Box 513
Westerly, Rl 02891

RE: Freshwater Wetland Delineation
83 Tower Street, A.P. 58, Lot 186
Westerly, Rhode Island

Dear Mr. Castellanos:

Natural Resource Services, Inc. (NRS) has completed the freshwater wetland delineation
within the above referenced property. This fieldwork was performed by staff biologist Hannah
Chace on March 7, 2023. The wetland delineation was established in accordance with the
standards outlined in Section 3.21 of the Rules and Regulations Governing the Administration
and Enforcement of the Freshwater Wetlands Act (250 RICR 150-15-3). These land-use
regulations are administered by the RI Department of Environmental Management (DEM),
Office of Water Resources (OWR). It is important to note that in accordance with Section 3.9.3
(D) of these regulations, all delineations performed by wetland consultants are not considered to
be accurate for state regulatory purposes until the work is reviewed and verified by the DEM,
OWR.

As part of our work, a hand-held GPS unit was used to locate the established wetland
flagging. While this location work should not be construed as a professional survey, the data
obtained is valuable for preliminary planning purposes. An aerial photograph is attached to this
letter. The GPS data has been added as an overlay on the photo to provide a visual
representation of the established wetland delineation.

The property is located south of Narragansett Avenue. The site is the location of the old
Tower Street School. The town tax assessor’s database has the subject lot listed as
approximately 11.28 acres in size with the existing building built in 1955.

The DEM freshwater wetland regulations establish a 200-foot jurisdictional area (JA)
from all rivers and streams, and a 100-foot JA from all vegetated wetlands. The combined
streams and vegetated wetland JA is depicted as a dashed blue line on the attached GIS graphic.
Any land disturbing activities proposed within the JA require a permit from the DEM.

The rules regulate wetlands and assign buffer zones based on three (3) factors: 1) the

river region in which the property is located; 2) the size of the wetland; and 3) the vegetational
composition and classification of the wetland. This property falls in River Region 2. Two

P.0. Box 311 Harrisville, RI 02830 401-568-7390







intermittent streams are located within the swamp of the property. One of the streams begins at a
culvert and the other begins from a groundwater seep area. Both streams should be located by
survey to be accurately represented on any site plan to DEM. The streams are each subject to a
100-foot buffer zone.

Flagging labeled Al to A27 and B1 to B23 depicts a deciduous forested swamp. This
swamp is between one (1) and ten (10) acres in size and is primarily encompassed within the
property. Swamps of this size are subject to a 50-foot buffer zone. When a wetland subtype, in
this case the intermittent streams, fall within 50 feet of the delineated wetland edge, the buffer
zone is increased an additional 25 feet. Flagging from approximately A8-A27 and B1-B9 will
receive a 75-foot buffer zone. Additionally, there is a small pond within the swamp. Flags B21 to
B23 are within 50 feet of the pond as well. These areas can be more accurately assessed once the
flags are surveyed, and flag, stream and pond locations are more accurately documented.

The wetland regulations recognize that developed areas which exist within the assigned
buffer zone should be differentiated from areas which provide habitat value. The term buffer is
used to identify an area of undeveloped vegetated land adjacent to a freshwater wetland that is to
be retained in its natural undisturbed condition or an area of land that is to be created to resemble
a naturally occurring vegetated area. Undeveloped vegetated land is an area of land that does not
consist of buildings, impervious surfaces, bare gravel, lawn, or landscaped areas. The area of
naturalized vegetation should be located by your surveyor and represented on the existing
conditions plan prepared for the DEM application.

In the case of any new development, the wetlands will have setback standards in addition
to the buffer zone standards outlined above. Any primary structure shall require an additional 20
feet of setback from the buffer, or existing vegetated land within the buffer zone, and 5 feet of
setback for any secondary structures proposed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding the information
presented in this letter of findings or require more guidance if a project is proposed.

Very truly yours,
/

Scott P. I.?abideau, PWS
Principal
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Wetland Edge Delineation Data Form (WETLAND)

Applicant: Wetland No.
City/Town: Westerly Delineation Date: 3/7/2023
Vegetation: List the three dominant species in each vegetative strata along with their NWI status:
Tree Indicator Status Herbs Indicator Status
Acer rubrum FAC Symplocarpus foetidus OBL
Saplings/Shrubs Indicator Status Woody Vines Indicator Status
Rosa multiflora FACU
Lonicera morrowii FACU

List other vegetative species noted which may have affected determination of the wetland edge:

Soil:  SCS Soil Survey Mapping Unit: SuB
On Hydric Soils List? ~ [Jves ~ [X[NO
Soil Profile (Note wetland flag no. nearest soil test pit): A8

Horizon Depth Matrix Color Mottling Depth to Depth to
Description Saturation Free Water
Ap 0-8" 10YR 2/1 10YR 4/6
Bg 8-10" 2.5Y 4/2 10YR 4/6
Stony

Other indicators exhibiting an absence of wetland hydrology (e.g. water marks, drainage patterns, root rhizospheres,
etc.; see § 3.21.1 (D) of the Rules): Buttressed roots, Drainage patterns, sediment

Landscape position: Toeslope

Altered/atypical situation? (describe):

Comments:

www.dem.ri.gov/wetlands wtwedf 062022








Applicant:

City/Town: Westerly

Vegetation: List the three dominant species in each vegetative strata along with their NWI status:

Wetland No.

Wetland Edge Delineation Data Form (UPLAND)

Flag No. Sequence: A1-A27, B1-B23

Delineation Date: 3/7/2023

Tree Indicator Status Herbs Indicator Status
Acer rubrum FAC
Saplings/Shrubs Indicator Status Woody Vines Indicator Status
Lonicera morrowii FACU Celastrus orbiculatus UPL
Rosa multiflora FACU Lonicera japonica UPL
Ligustrum vulgare FACU

List other vegetative species noted which may have affected determination of the wetland edge:

Soil:  SCS Soil Survey Mapping Unit: SuB

On Hydric Soils List?
Soil Profile (Note wetland flag no. nearest soil test pit): A8

[Jves [X[NO

Horizon Depth Matrix Color Mottling Depth to Depth to
Description Saturation Free Water
Ap 0-12" 10YR 2/2
Bw 12-16" 2.5Y 4/4
Stony 16"

Other indicators exhibiting an absence of wetland hydrology (e.g. absence of water marks, lack of redoximorphic

features, lack of oxidized rhizospheres, etc.):
Landscape position: Footslope

Altered/atypical situation? (describe):

Comments:

www.dem.ri.gov/wetlands

wtwedf 062022
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PLAN REFERENCES:

R1.  Perimeter / Open Space Plan
Crosswinds
Assessor’'s Plat 58 Lot 202
Westerly, Rhode Island
Scale: 1" = 40’
April 2005
Final Revision September 3, 2009
DiPrete Engineering Associates, Inc

R2. Plan to Accompany
Special Use Permit Application
Prepared for Town of Westerly
Plat 58 Lot 186
Tower Street
Westerly, Rhode Island
Scale: 1" = 30’
April 23, 2009
Cherenzia & Associates, Ltd

R3. Existing Conditions Plan
Prepared for
Westerly School Building Committee
Tower Street Elementary School
Narragansett Avenue Extension
Map 58 lot 186
Westerly, Rhode Island
Scale: 1" = 20’
September 29, 1994

R4.

RS.

R6.

R7.

CROSSWINDS SUBDIVISION

Boundary Plan Prepared for Angelo, Gina & Fred DeGiacomo
Thompson Avenue

Assessor’'s Plat 58 lot 202

Westerly, Rhode Island

Scale: 1" = 50°

August 22, 1992

Cherenzia & Associates, Ltd

Plat Showing Land in Westerly Taken in Fee Simple on Behalf of
The State of Rhode Island & Providence Plantations

By the Director of Public Works

May 14, 1958

Filed in the Office of the

Town Clerk of the Town of Westerly

May 22, 1958

Rhode Island Department of Public Works

Division of Roads and Bridges

State of Rhode Island

Department of Public Roads

Division of Roads and Bridges

Plan, Profile and Sections of Proposed State Highway
Tower Street, Westerly, Washington County

Contract 5815

Sheets 9 & 20 of 56

Approved April 28, 1958

Crosswinds — Picerne Real Estate Group
Water Line As—Built

Assessor’s Plat 58 Lot 202

Scale: 1" = 30’

March 2007

Cherenzia Excavation

NOTES:

1. Bearings and North Arrow Orientation are referenced to
the Rhode Island State Plane Coordinate System of 1983
(NAD-83).

2. Elevations are referenced to the North American Vertical
Datum of 1988 (NAVD—88) as determined by a GNSS
observation made by Cherenzia & Associates, March 9,
2023, using geoid model GEOID12B.

3. This parcel is situated entirely within FEMA Flood Hazard
Zone Unshaded X, area of less than 0.2% chance annual
flood hazard. As shown on Flood Insurance Rate Map
Panels 44009C0139J and 44009C0139K, effective April 3,
2020.

4. Limits of Field Topography shown hereon represent
information gathered from aerial survey mapping and
Field Survey. Aerial survey was conducted by WSP USA in
March of 2023. Field Survey was conducted by Cherenzia
& Associates, LTD on March 23, 2023 and April 4, 12,
14, 17 & 26 2023.

5.  Wetlands were delineated by Natural Resources Services,
Inc, March 7 and April 26, 2023. Wetlands delineation
flags, intermittent streams and the pond were located by
Field Survey by Cherenzia & Associates March 23 and
April 17 & 26 2023. Reference is made to a letter of
findings dated March 8, 2023.

6. This parcel is situated in the Town of Westerly HDR—6
Zoning District and is subject to the restrictions thereof.

7. The present configuration of the subject parcel is the
result of an apparent merger between the parcel
described in the hereon noted deed and two gores later
conveyed to the Town of Westerly by Albert J & Joseph
P Romanella. Reference is made to a Warranty Deed of
Albert J and Joseph P Romanella to the Town of
Westerly, recorded April 7, 1955, in Book 74 at Page 85
in the Town of Westerly Land Evidence Records.

8. Underground utilities have been located using the best
available evidence, including surface features, the herein
noted plans, and information derived from other sources.
Cherenzia & Associates does not warrant the accuracy
of these depictions.

9. This plan was prepared without the benefit of a title
report. Cherenzia & Associates is not responsible for any
unknown or unrecorded easements that a title report
would disclose.

10. Two catch basins located in Narragansett Avenue appear
to be connected to the drainage system on the subject
parcel. The drainage system outfall is located at a
headwall within the limits of the delineated wetland. No
easement deed has been found.

11. Catch basins in Tower Street appear to be connected to

the drainage system on the subject parcel. No easement
deed has been found. See R6.

TABLE OF MONUMENTS NOT DEPICTED

The following found monuments are associated with
the southerly adjoiner, the Crosswinds Subdivision

per R1.
GBDH Granite Bound Drill Hole
MONUMENT NORTHING EASTING
GBDH 107652.98’ 242317.39’
GBDH 107603.96’ 242404.28’
GBDH 107666.86’ 242687.25’
GBDH 107617.08’ 242689.48’

STREET INDEX

TOWER STREET

NARRAGANSETT AVE

50 0 50 100 150

SCALE: 1" =50
CERTIFICATION:

This survey has been conducted and the plan has been prepared
pursuant to 435-RICR—-00—-00—1.9 of the Rules and Regulations adopted
by the Rhode Island State Board of Registration for Professional Land
Surveyors on November 25, 2015, as follows:

TYPE OF SURVEY: MEASUREMENT SPECIFICATION:
COMPREHENSIVE BOUNDARY CLASS |
DATA ACCUMULATION—PLANIMETRICS CLASS 1l

The purpose for the conduct of the survey and the preparation of the
plan is to show existing conditions and delineated wetlands in support of
an Edge Verification Application.

o 77 (B Lo

PLS Signature

Mark A. Castellanos PLS #2511
Printed PLS Name & License No.

LS.000A133—COA
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Wild and Scenic Rivers (CEST and EA)
General requirements Legislation Regulation
The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act The Wild and Scenic Rivers 36 CFR Part 297
provides federal protection for Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287),
certain free-flowing, wild, scenic particularly section 7(b) and
and recreational rivers designated | (c) (16 U.S.C. 1278(b) and (c))
as components or potential
components of the National Wild
and Scenic Rivers System (NWSRS)
from the effects of construction or
development.

References
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wild-and-scenic-rivers

1. Is your project within proximity of a NWSRS river as defined below?
Wild & Scenic Rivers: These rivers or river segments have been designated by Congress or

by states (with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Interior) as wild, scenic, or
recreational

Study Rivers: These rivers or river segments are being studied as a potential component of
the Wild & Scenic River system.

Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI): The National Park Service has compiled and maintains

the NRI, a register of river segments that potentially qualify as national wild, scenic, or
recreational river areas

No

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet
Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination, such as a map
identifying the project site and its surrounding area or a list of rivers in your region in the Screen
Summary at the conclusion of this screen.

L] Yes, the project is in proximity of a Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) River.
- Continue to Question 2.

2. Could the project do any of the following?
= Have a direct and adverse effect within Wild and Scenic River Boundaries,
®= |nvade the area or unreasonably diminish the river outside Wild and Scenic River
Boundaries, or
= Have an adverse effect on the natural, cultural, and/or recreational values of a NRI
segment.





Consultation with the appropriate federal/state/local/tribal Managing Agency(s) is
required, pursuant to Section 7 of the Act, to determine if the proposed project may have
an adverse effect on a Wild & Scenic River or a Study River and, if so, to determine the
appropriate avoidance or mitigation measures.

Note: Concurrence may be assumed if the Managing Agency does not respond within 30
days; however, you are still obligated to avoid or mitigate adverse effects on the rivers
identified in the NWSRS

[] No, the Managing Agency has concurred that the proposed project will not alter,
directly, or indirectly, any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies
the river for inclusion in the NWSRS.

- Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet
Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation (including the Managing Agency’s
concurrence) and any other documentation used to make your determination.

[] Yes, the Managing Agency was consulted and the proposed project may alter, directly,
or indirectly, any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies the river
for inclusion in the NWSRS.

> Continue to Question 3.

For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts
must be mitigated. Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be
implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for
implementation.

- Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation
(including the Managing Agency’s concurrence) and any other documentation used to make your
determination.





Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The nearest Wild & Scenic River is the Pawcatuck River and tributaries, which generally flows along the
boundary of the Town of Westerly with adjacent Rhode Island towns and the Connecticut State Line. The

project site is greater than %-mile away from the nearest portion of the river, as shown in the attached
Figure.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

X No
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Agencies to Contact as Part of Interagency Review:

Prior to contacting the below agencies, information available online was reviewed for the project in order to streamline the review process. Relevant findings are

summarized to each agency when review is initiated.

Agency

Applicable EA
Section(s)

Contacted on

Comment
Received

Summary of Comments

Included as...

Westerly State Airport c/o
Rhode Island Airport Corporation

Westerly State Airport
56 Airport Road
Westerly, RI 02891

Jonathan N. Savage

RIAC Board Chairman

Rhode Island Airport Corporation
2000 Post Road

Warwick, RI 02886

Federal Aviation Administration

Cheryl Quaine, Environmental Protection Specialist
Office of the Deputy Director

Federal Aviation Administration

1200 District Ave

Burlington, MA 01803-5078
cheryl.j.quaine@faa.gov

(Form 7460-1 Filing Address — Can also be filed
online)

Mail Processing Center

Federal Aviation Administration

Southwest Regional Office

Obstruction Evaluation Group

10101 Hillwood Parkway

Fort Worth, TX 76177
https://oeaaa.faa.gov/oeaaal/external/portal.jsp

Airport Hazards

Airport Hazards

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

Attachment

Attachment

Agency and Public Comment Record

Page 1 of 7
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

RIDEM Division of Planning & Development
235 Promenade Street

Providence, RI 02908
paul.jordan@dem.ri.gov

Applicable EA Comment
Agency Section(s) Contacted on Received Summary of Comments Included as...

Local Emergency Planning Committee (LEPC)
Jake Longolucco
Local Emergency Planning Committee — District 4 Site Contamination
Narragansett Fire Department Explosive Hazards [Date] [Dat] Attachment
40 Caswell Street
Narragansett, Rl 02882
RILEPC4@gmail.com
Rhode Island Division of Statewide Planning
Nancy Hess, Interdepartmental Project Manager SmEEE] ETED

. . . Land Development
Rhode Island Division of Statewide Planning . .

. . Socioeconomic [Date] [Date] Attachment
Office of Strategic Planning . )

- - Community Services
One Capitol Hill Climate & Ener
Providence, RI 02908-5871 oy
nancy.hess@doa.ri.gov
Rhode Island Department of Environmental
Management (RIDEM) Division of Fish &
Wildlife Services (DFW)
Coastal Barrier

Jay Osenkowski, Deputy Chief, Wildlife Resources
RIDEM Division of Freshwater Fisheries and Endangered Species B [Date] Attachment
Wildlife Wild & Scenic Rivers
277 Great Neck Road
West Kingston, RI 02891
Jay.Osenkowski@dem.ri.gov
RIDEM Division of Planning & Development
(Natural Heritage)
Paul Jordan
Data Analyst Il / GIS Administrator / LWCF ASLO Endangered Species [Date] [Date] Attachment

Agency and Public Comment Record

Page 2 of 7
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Applicable EA Comment
Agency Section(s) Contacted on Received Summary of Comments Included as...
The Greater Atlantic Regional Offices of the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS-GAR)
Tim Cardiasmenos, NEPA Coordinator Coastal Barrier
Greater Atlantic Regional Fisheries Office Resources
National Marine Fisheries Service Endangered Species [Date] [Date] Attachment
55 Great Republic Drive Wild & Scenic Rivers
NOAA Fisheries Service
Gloucester, MA 01930
timothy.cardiasmenos@noaa.gov
RIDEM Office of Customer & Technical
Assistance (OCTA)
Ron Gagnon
RIDEM - Office of Customer and Technical Environmental Justice
Assistance Floodplain Management [Date] [Date] Attachment
235 Promenade Street Flood Insurance
Providence, Rl 02908-5767
ron.gagnon@dem.ri.gov
For distribution among other RIDEM divisions:
Office of Air Resources ; R QuaI!ty . [Date] [Date] Attachment
Site Contamination
Office of Land Revitalization and Site Contamination
Sustainable Materials Management Explosive Hazards [Date] [Date] Attachment
(OLRSMM) P
Coastal Zone
Office of Water Resources Meregement [Date] [Date] Attachment
Wetlands
Sole Source Aquifers
Site Contamination
Office of Emergency Response Explosive Hazards [Date] [Date] Attachment
Office of Compliance & Inspection Site Contamination [Date] [Date] Attachment

Agency and Public Comment Record Page 3 of 7
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Agency

Applicable EA
Section(s)

Contacted on

Comment
Received

Summary of Comments

Included as...

Rhode Island Department of Transportation
(RIDOT)

Joseph D. Baker, Deputy Administrator
Rhode Island Department of Transportation
360 Lincoln Avenue

Warwick, RI 02888
Joseph.baker@dot.ri.gov

Peter Alviti, Jr., P.E., Deputy Chief Director
Rhode Island Department of Transportation
2 Capitol Hill

Providence, Rl 02903
Cynthia.Parker@dot.ri.gov
dot.customerservice@dot.ri.gov

Rhode Island Water Resources Board (RIWRB)

Kathleen M. Crawley, Acting General Manager
Rhode Island Water Resources Board
Division of Statewide Planning Offices

235 Promenade Street, Suite 230

Providence, Rl 02908
Kathleen.Crawley@doa.ri.gov

Rhode Island Historical Preservation & Heritage
Commission (RIHPHC)

Elizabeth Totten, Project Review

Rhode Island Historical Preservation & Heritage
Commission

Old State House

150 Benefit Street

Providence, Rl 02903
elizabeth.totten@preservation.ri.gov

Land Development

Land Development
Community Services

Historic Preservation

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

Attachment

Attachment

Attachment

Agency and Public Comment Record

Page 4 of 7
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Agency

Applicable EA
Section(s)

Contacted on

Comment
Received

Summary of Comments

Included as...

Narragansett Indian Tribal Historic Preservation
Office (NITHPO)

Mr. John Brown

N.I.T. Historic Preservation Office
4425 South County Trail
Charlestown, RI 02813
tashtesook@aol.com

Mashantucket Pequot Tribal Nation

Michael Johnson

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
110 Pequot Trail

Mashantucket, CT 06338
mejohnson@mptn-nsn.gov

Mohegan Tribe of Indians of Connecticut

James Quinn

Tribal Historic Preservation Officer
13 Crow Hill Road

Uncasville, CT 06382
jquinn@moheganmail.com

Coastal Resources Management Council
(CRMC)

Jeffrey Willis, Executive Director

Coastal Resources Management Council
Oliver H. Stedman Government Center
4808 Tower Hill Road, Suite 3
Wakefield, RI 02879-1900

jwillis@crmc.ri.gov

Historic Preservation

Historic Preservation

Historic Preservation

Coastal Barrier
Resources
Coastal Zone
Management

[Date]

9/20/2024

9/20/2024

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

[Date]

Attachment

Attachment

Attachment

Attachment

Agency and Public Comment Record
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Applicable EA Comment
Agency Section(s) Contacted on Received Summary of Comments Included as...
The United States Department of Agriculture
(USDA) Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS)
R. Phou Vongkhamdy, State Conservationist .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Farmlands Protection [Date] [Date] Attachment
Rhode Island State Office
60 Quaker Lane, Suite 40
Warwick, RI 02886
pooh.vongkhamdy@usda.gov
U.S. Environmental P!'otection Agency Drinking Informal virtual meeting held between Pare
HOELETIEIED (IR E SEL A personnel & Ms. Jacobs on 7/3/2024 to discuss
Kira Jacobs. Proaram Coordinator the documentation needed for the office to
EPA New Er’1 Ian% Reaion | Sole Source Aquifers 71312024 [Date] adequately review the project. Ms. Jacobs| Attachment
5 Post OfﬁcegS ua,re -%uite 100 provided a checklist of performance standards
Boston. MA 02,?09_39 12 that the project will be required to meet as part of
. i its review by her department.
jacobs.kira@epa.gov
Agency and Public Comment Record Page 6 of 7
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Tower Street School Redevelopment Project

Public Comments Received:

Commenter Name: Comment: g:;::z:f Response: Pfcfvsiz::ien:
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
[Date] [Date]
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Noise (EA Level Reviews)

General requirements
HUD’s noise regulations protect
residential properties from
excessive noise exposure. HUD
encourages mitigation as
appropriate.

Legislation Regulation
Noise Control Act of 1972 Title 24 CFR 51
Subpart B

General Services Administration
Federal Management Circular
75-2: “Compatible Land Uses at
Federal Airfields”

References

https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/noise-abatement-and-

control

1. What activities does your project involve? Check all that apply:
[] New construction for residential use
NOTE: HUD assistance to new construction projects is generally prohibited if
they are located in an Unacceptable zone, and HUD discourages assistance for
new construction projects in Normally Unacceptable zones. See 24 CFR
51.101(a)(3) for further details.
-> Continue to Question 2.

[] Rehabilitation of an existing residential property

NOTE: For major or substantial rehabilitation in Normally Unacceptable zones,
HUD encourages mitigation to reduce levels to acceptable compliance standards.
For major rehabilitation in Unacceptable zones, HUD strongly encourages
mitigation to reduce levels to acceptable compliance standards. See 24 CFR 51
Subpart B for further details.

-> Continue to Question 2.

[] A research demonstration project which does not result in new construction
or reconstruction, interstate, land sales registration, or any timely emergency
assistance under disaster assistance provisions or appropriations which are
provided to save lives, protect property, protect public health and safety,
remove debris and wreckage, or assistance that has the effect of restoring
facilities substantially as they existed prior to the disaster

—> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below.

None of the above
—> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below.





2. Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the
vicinity (1000’ from a major road, 3000’ from a railroad, or 15 miles from an airport).
Indicate the findings of the Preliminary Screening below:

[] There are no noise generators found within the threshold distances above.

-> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing the location of the
project relative to any noise generators.

[] Noise generators were found within the threshold distances.
-> Continue to Question 3.

3. Complete the Noise Assessment Guidelines to quantify the noise exposure. Indicate
the findings of the Noise Assessment below:

[ Acceptable: (65 decibels or less; the ceiling may be shifted to 70 decibels in
circumstances described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))

Indicate noise level here:

—> Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue
to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide noise analysis, including noise level
and data used to complete the analysis.

[] Normally Unacceptable: (Above 65 decibels but not exceeding 75 decibels;
the floor may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in 24 CFR
51.105(a))

Indicate noise level here:

If project is rehabilitation:
-> Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level and
data used to complete the analysis.

If project is new construction:

Is the project in a largely undeveloped area'?
L] No
- Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level
and data used to complete the analysis, and any other relevant
information.

1 A largely undeveloped area means the area within 2 miles of the project site is less than 50 percent developed
with urban uses or does not have water and sewer capacity to serve the project.





L] Yes

>Your project requires completion of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) pursuant to 51.104(b)(1)(i). Elevate this review to an EIS-
level review.

[] Unacceptable: (Above 75 decibels)

Indicate noise level here:

If project is rehabilitation:
HUD strongly encourages conversion of noise-exposed sites to land uses
compatible with high noise levels. Consider converting this property to a non-
residential use compatible with high noise levels.
—> Continue to Question 4. Provide noise analysis, including noise level
and data used to complete the analysis, and any other relevant
information.

If project is new construction:

Your project requires completion of an Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) pursuant to 51.104(b)(1)(i). You may either complete an EIS or provide
a waiver signed by the appropriate authority. Indicate your choice:

[] Convert to an EIS

-> Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete
the analysis.

Continue to Question 4.

[] Provide waiver

-> Provide an Environmental Impact Statement waiver from the Certifying
Officer or the Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and
Development per 24 CFR 51.104(b)(2) and noise analysis, including noise
level and data used to complete the analysis.

Continue to Question 4.

4. HUD strongly encourages mitigation be used to eliminate adverse noise impacts.
Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation. This information will be
automatically included in the Mitigation summary for the environmental review.





[] Mitigation as follows will be implemented:

-> Provide drawings, specifications, and other materials as needed to describe
the project’s noise mitigation measures. Continue to the Worksheet Summary.

[J No mitigation is necessary.
Explain why mitigation will not be made here:

- Continue to the Worksheet Summary.
Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The project involves the demolition of an existing structure formerly used as a school and later
a community center, and the new construction of a building intended to be commercial tenant
occupied and serve as a community center. Commercial tenants known or anticipated to occupy
the new building at this time will include businesses offering medical services, educational
services, and childcare/daycare services that are not expected to result in a significant increase
in noise at the Project Site.

Demolition and construction activities will be performed in accordance with all local noise

ordinances, and noise is not anticipated to reach excessive levels through the anticipated future
site use.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
L] Yes

X No






Sole Source Aquifers (CEST and EA)

General requirements Legislation Regulation
The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 | Safe Drinking Water 40 CFR Part 149
protects drinking water systems Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C.
which are the sole or principal 201, 300f et seq., and

drinking water source for an area and | 21 U.S.C. 349)
which, if contaminated, would create
a significant hazard to public health.
Reference
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/sole-source-aquifers

1. Does your project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing
building(s)?
LlYes = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below.

No = Continue to Question 2.

2. Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)'?

LINo = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination, such
as a map of your project (or jurisdiction, if appropriate) in relation to the nearest SSA and its
source area.

XYes = Continue to Question 3.

3. Does your region have a memorandum of understanding (MOU) or other working
agreement with EPA for HUD projects impacting a sole source aquifer?
Contact your Field or Regional Environmental Officer or visit the HUD webpage at the link
above to determine if an MOU or agreement exists in your area.
LlYes =  Provide the MOU or agreement as part of your supporting documentation. Continue to
Question 4.

No =  Continue to Question 5.

4. Does your MOU or working agreement exclude your project from further review?
[LlYes = Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination and
document where your project fits within the MOU or agreement.

1 A sole source aquifer is defined as an aquifer that supplies at least 50 percent of the drinking water consumed in
the area overlying the aquifer. This includes streamflow source areas, which are upstream areas of losing streams
that flow into the recharge area.
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No =  Continue to Question 5.

. Will the proposed project contaminate the aquifer and create a significant hazard to public
health?

Consult with your Regional EPA Office. Your consultation request should include detailed
information about your proposed project and its relationship to the aquifer and associated
streamflow source area. EPA will also want to know about water, storm water and waste
water at the proposed project. Follow your MOU or working agreement or contact your
Regional EPA office for specific information you may need to provide. EPA may request
additional information if impacts to the aquifer are questionable after this information is
submitted for review.

XINo =  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the
Worksheet Summary below. Provide your correspondence with the EPA and all documents
used to make your determination.

LlYes =  Work with EPA to develop mitigation measures. If mitigation measures are approved,
attach correspondence with EPA and include the mitigation measures in your
environmental review documents and project contracts. If EPA determines that the project
continues to pose a significant risk to the aquifer, federal financial assistance must be
denied. Continue to Question 6.

. In order to continue with the project, any threat must be mitigated, and all mitigation must
be approved by the EPA. Explain in detail the proposed measures that can be implemented
to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.

- Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation
(including the Managing Agency’s concurrence) and any other documentation used to
make your determination.





Worksheet Summary
Compliance Determination

Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was
based on, such as:

e Map panel numbers and dates

e Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates
e Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers

e Any additional requirements specific to your region

The project is located within the Pawcatuck Sole Source Aquifer (SSA). Contact with the EPA was initiated
on 7/2/2024. A meeting between EPA and Pare Corporation took place on 7/3/2024, in order to discuss
submittal requirements as part of project interagency review. Kira Jacobs from EPA provided Pare
Corporation with an SSA checklist needed for EPA review of the project. As the final design of the
proposed building nears completion, the EPA (Ms. Jacobs) should be provided a copy of relevant project
plans and proposed stormwater management systems for compliance review.

Responses to questions in this worksheet are the opinion of the Consultant (Pare) based on a review of
available project information, but will need to be confirmed by Ms. Jacobs at the EPA.

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
[ Yes

X No
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EPA Region 1 Sole Source Aquifer Project Review Information
For Projects Located in Massachusetts-Rhode Island

Updated IAUQUSt 2024‘ Commented [AB1]: Please note that this document was
forwarded to me by Ms. Jacobs, who indicated that the EPA
is still working on the Rhode Island version but that it would

To initiate an EPA SSA Review, please contact: generally be the same as this Massachusetts template. |

modified the text of the document in track changes to
Kira Jacobs, EPA Region 1, Boston, MA

reflect my expectations of what the Rhode Island version
will look like, but this is not the official EPA version of the
Rhode Island checklist.

phone: 617-918-1817

email: jacobs.kira@epa.gov

Some tips to make the process as efficient as possible:

v’ Prior to initiating a project review, it is recommended that the applicant or
consultant speak to EPA by phone at the number above. It is recommended that
applicants follow up with an email if you do not receive a response in a timely
way.

v Responses to the following questions will assist EPA’s Sole Source Aquifer (SSA)
Program staff in evaluating whether proposed project has the potential to
contaminate a sole source aquifer. EPA may request additional information as
necessary. The more detailed response, the faster the review can be completed.

v’ Please note that every project is different. Some of the questions below may not
apply to every project. Before completing the checklist, please contact EPA if
there are questions about what is needed for the review.

v’ After the final checklist is received by EPA, every attempt is made to provide a
response within 30 days. In recent years, there has been an increase in requests
for project review and a decrease in EPA staffing. Thus, it has been taking longer
than usual for EPA to complete reviews. If there is a delay or if EPA has any
questions, you will be notified.







ChecKklist to assist in EPA’s review:

Date checklist is completed and sent to EPA: [Date]

Background information
Provide information regarding:

¢ name of the proposed project Education Center Expansion

e the address of the project 83 Tower Street, Westerly, Rl 02891
e adetailed map showing the location of the project ~ See attached Plans

e agroundwater flow map See attached Plans

e What is the depth of excavation? [Fill in Response if known]

e construction drawings (if applicable) See attached Plans

e name of sole source aquifer Pawcatuck Basin Aquifer System

e any relevant correspondence with other agencies RIDEM VerillSgan of Resource Area
y p 8 > Delineation, Application No. 23-0134,

such as MassBEPRIDEM, or local public utilities 711212023

e any environmental site assessments

(ESAs) ASTM Phase | ESA
conducted

Provide a 2-3 paragraph project description.

The project involves the demolition of an existing building that was most recently utilized as a community
center and initially constructed in the 1950’s for use as a school. Upon demolition, a new community center
will be constructed within the approximate former building footprint. The proposed project will result in a
net increase of impervious surface by approximately 55,500 square feet.

Specifically, provide:

a.

The dollar amount (approximate) of Federal funding being provided for this
project and the total cost of the project itself

Federal Funding: $1,500,000.00
Total Cost: $30,000,000.00

Source of Federal funding, (e.g., funding is being provided by the Federal Highway
Administration, Housing and Urban Development etc.)

Housing and Urban Development
Congressionally Approved Spending

Stormwater Management

3.

Will the project result in any increase of impervious surface? If so, what is the
area?

Roughly 55,500+ ft2 (~1.28 acres) of additional impervious surface are expected to result from completion
of the project.
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4. Provide a description of how storm water is currently treated on the project site.

Two (2) drywells along the southwest side of the building receive roof runoff for infiltration. A rain garden
is also present on the southwest portion of the property, though it has not been maintained due to the site
being unoccupied since roughly 2020. Surface water across the remainder of the Site is collected by catch
basins which discharge to a drain line that traverses the site from Narragansett Avenue to the west to a
headwall located on the eastern portion of the site. Stormwater exits the headwall as an intermittent stream
which discharges to a spring-fed pond located on the southeast corner of the site.

5. How will storm water be treated on this site during construction and after the
project is complete?

Stormwater during construction will be treated in accordance with the Rhode Island Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (RIPDES) Program’s Construction General Permit (CGP). Low Impact Development
will be utilized to manage much of the stormwater on-site:

e Construction is primarily limited to previously disturbed portions of the site, and minimal
clearing/grading is anticipated as part of project construction.

e A portion of stormwater that would typically be managed as roof runoff will be absorbed into a green
roof system proposed on a portion of the new community center building, reducing the total volume of
roof runoff required for infiltration.

e Stormwater from rooftops, roadways, driveways, and parking lots on other areas of the site will be
directed to qualifying pervious areas for infiltration.

Wastewater Management
6. How will wastewater be disposed of?

Wastewater is anticipated to be limited to primarily graywater and cooking/kitchen wash water. All
wastewater anticipated to be generated on-site will be managed through the municipal sewer system and,
as applicable, plumbing will be equipped with grease traps that will be maintained in accordance with the
manufacturer’s recommendations.

7. Will any other liquid or solid waste be generated? If so, how will it be disposed of?

No significant quantities of other types of liquid waste are expected to be generated at this time. There is
a potential for small (e.g., < 5-gallons/year) quantities of liquid medical waste to be generated depending
on the type and frequency of relevant services offered by a prospective tenant of the new community
building, which provides certain medical/urgent care services. All medical waste will be managed in
accordance with the RIDEM Medical Waste Regulations (250 RICR 140-15-1).

Drinking Water

8. Are there any public or private wells in or near the project site that may provide
direct routes for contaminants to access the aquifer? If yes, please identify the wells and
describe how close are the wells to the project. If there are any public water supply wells, is the
project located in GA or GAA Classified Groundwater and/or a Zene HWellhead Protection Area?
If yes, has the applicant provided details about this project to the local water supplier/water
superintendent?

The project is located in an area of groundwater classified as GA by the RIDEM; however, no public or
private drinking water wells exist on the project Site or are known to exist within 500-feet of the Site. The
Site is located outside of Westerly’s Aquifer Protection Zone and Local Wellhead Protection Zones.

9. What is the source of drinking water for this project?







Municipal potable water is and will be supplied by the Westerly Water Department.

Underground Injection Control (UIC) wells

10. Does t‘he project require registration of Underground Injection Control (UIC)
wells?

[Fill in Response]

If yes, has the applicant registered the UIC well with MassDEPRIDEM? Please provide a
copy of any email correspondence with MassBEPRIDEM.

» Applicants must apply for UIC registration before construction begins, not after the construction is
complete.

» Any proposed UIC wells need to be approved by MassBPEPRIDEM. MassBEP-RIDEM needs a UIC
registration application with the required BIC-Stormwater Technical Complianee Formdocumentation
outlined therein, such as; existing sampling/monitoring data, site plans, and cross-sectional plans
showing the proposed UIC well structures.

» For more information, please contact: Jee—CeruttiNicholas Pisani, Program Supervisor
RIDEMMassbEP Office of Water Resources, Groundwater Discharge/UIC Program-DrinkingWater
Pfegf&m—U{&pfeﬁ&m—eeefdmﬂef, mobileOffice  Phone: 401-537-415178+4654+23, Email:

nicholas.pisani@dem.ri.gov, UIC Division Main Phone: (401) 222-6820, UIC Division General Email:

DEM.UIC@dem.ri.gov

[Detail Relevant Correspondence & Applications Submitted, as applicable]

Other Potential Source of Contamination:

11. Are there any underground storage tanks present or to be installed? Include details
of such tanks.

No USTs presently exist at the site, and no USTs are anticipated to be installed in the future. A 5,000-
gallon #4 fuel oil UST was formerly used at the site for heating purposes. The UST was removed in 1995
in accordance with applicable UST closure requirements, at which time no evidence of a release was
encountered.

12. Are there any hazardous waste sites in the project area? Do any such waste sites
have underground plumes with monitoring wells that may be disturbed? Include
details.

An ASTM Phase | ESAwas performed at the site in August 2024, which included a review of environmental
listings for the Site and surrounding properties. No groundwater plumes or environmental listings with the
potential to have impacted groundwater beneath the property were identified in the Phase | ESA.

13. Are there any deep pilings that may provide access to the aquifer?

No, the proposed building will be constructed with a slab-on-grade foundation.

Groundwater Protection Measures:

14. Are Best Management Practices (BMPs) planned to address any possible risks or
concerns? Please provide a list of BMPs.

Commented [AB2]: If the proposed building will also use
drywells like the ones that are presently at the site, then the
answer would be ‘yes’
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Stormwater during construction and subsequent to project completion shall be managed in accordance
with the Rhode Island Stormwater Management, Design, and Installation Rules (250 RICR 150-10-8).

15. Does the project include any improvements that may be beneficial to the aquifer,
such as improvements to the wastewater treatment plan?

The project will involve modifications to the existing stormwater conveyance systems at the site that will
improve treatment and infiltration of stormwater. The existing stormwater management system was initially
constructed at the time of building construction in the 1950’s, with the most recent modifications known
occurring in the 1990’s. Current performance standards did not exist in the 1950’s and have been greatly
improved since the 1990’s.

16. Is there any other information that could be helpful in determining if this project
may have an effect on the aquifer?

[Fill in Response or Delete/write N/A]

Contact Information for Project Applicant:

Name and position title: Melissa Davy, Assistant Town Manager
Town of Westerly

Address: 45 Broad Street
Westerly, Rl 02891

Email: (401) 338-3111

Phone number: mdavy@westerlyri.gov

Ms. Rachel Doyle, Director of Business Services
Rhode Island Office of the Postsecondary
If the letter should be addressed to someone else, Commissioner
please provide their name, position title, and 560 Jefferson Blvd
address: Warwick, Rl 02886
Phone: 401-584-4934
Email: rachel.doyle@riopc.edu





mailto:mdavy@westerlyri.gov


mailto:rachel.doyle@riopc.edu





