22 Questions to the FMC and the DEP by Karen Argenti, June 18, 2009

1. Why is the Demonstration Building surrounded by a chain link, not an opaque fence as required by law?  Why is this temporary building standing, if the Buildings Department permit approved demolition in January 2009?

2. Why are there depressions in the roadway on Goulden Avenue at various work sites extending from Sedgwick to 205th Street where the DEP contractor dug up and filled in?

3. Can you specify the new “information not previously available” as mentioned in the Minor Modification (MM) on page 2 that you received to make changes to the work at the Jerome Park Reservoir (JPR)?
   Why has work stopped on the sound barrier?
4. Can you provide access to review all geologist reports for JPR?

5. Can you reference the page in Table 1 for the project element discussion “As Discussed in the Final SEIS” as well as the “As Currently Proposed (Minor Modification)?

6. Can you reference the page in the old FSEIS
 referenced on page 9 of the MM
 when you compare the work proposed in the FSEIS to the new work for the south basin ramp?
7. What other alternatives did you review in the site and the method of excavation for the Shaft and Meter Chamber?

8. What other alternatives did you review for the site and construction of the ramp for the south basin, such as attached to the dividing wall?

9. Where in the FSEIS did you study the impact of the construction of the south basin ramp, as well as the traffic impact for its use?
10. Where are the plans for the Outdoor Urban Ecology Lab (OUEL)?  

11. Where are DEP’s plans for the restoration of the Harris Park Annex after the work is completed?

12. Where is the geologist report mentioned on page 15 of the MM?  
13. Why did the city claim
 the community’s court case was not ripe in August 2008, when it already had a complete statement of the process in an addendum to the original Cultural Resources Assessments related to CRO-313 and CRO-312OS with a state agency (no more an interested party than the public or the court) and made an agreement concerning impacts?
  

14. What is the basis for holding executive sessions of the FMC?  All public bodies must hold meetings open to the public unless certain reasons for executive sessions apply.

15. Where is the public participation for the evacuation plan as stated in the document you provided to the EPA?

16. What is the timeline and status of the work on the pipeline from the plant to the Hunts Point Dewatering Plant?

17. When is the DEP’s hearing for the MM?

18. When will the FMC meet during the summer?

19. Can the community have input in the plans for the vacated Jerome Avenue Pumping Station, and when will it be offline?

20. Where are the permits posted for the work ongoing at JPR?

21. Will the DEP discuss these projects at the DSC of the affected community boards and/or borough board? 

22. What is the status of the park work at JPR?
� See the following link for the permit to demolish January 15, 2009, with no asbestos abatement and pre-demolition inspection of  February 27, 2009 � HYPERLINK "http://a810-bisweb.nyc.gov/bisweb/JobsQueryByNumberServlet?requestid=2&passjobnumber=210107819&passdocnumber=01" ��http://a810-bisweb.nyc.gov/bisweb/JobsQueryByNumberServlet?requestid=2&passjobnumber=210107819&passdocnumber=01� 


� Minor Modification of April 2009, page 2:  “Since completion of the Final SEIS, design has progressed to the final design and, as is typical for large scale and complex engineering projects, some changes to the preliminary design and proposed construction methods were made based on information that was previously not available.” (emphasis added)


� There was no work proposed for the South Basin Ramp in the Final SEIS JPR.  It stated in section 8.2.1.4 that:  “The Microstrainer Building would be demolished, and the area would be landscaped and kept open for a potential access ramp to the bottom of the Reservoir’s south basin.


� MM, page 9:  “The Final SEIS proposed that an access ramp to the South Basin be constructed in the vicinity of Gate House No. 6. ……………  Construction of the South Basin Ramp, adjacent to Gate House No. 6 along the western wall of the Reservoir, is proposed for inclusion under Contract CRO-312OS.”  


� Affidavit of Heath from the DEP � HYPERLINK "http://www.waterblogged.org/wp-content/uploads/2008/08/cityheathaff082908full.pdf" ��http://www.waterblogged.org/wp-content/uploads/2008/08/cityheathaff082908full.pdf� 


� MM, page 15:  “In response to a July 28, 2008 addendum to the roginal Cultural Resouces Assessments, related to Contract CRO-313 and CRO-312OS work on the SMC, the OPRHP accepted the finding that a controlled blasting program can be developed that would minimize impacts to historic resources, and also agreed that there would be no adverse impact so archelogical or architectural resources (OPRHP, September 5, 2008 included in Attachment A). 


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.dos.state.ny.us/lgss/pdfs/public.pdf" ��http://www.dos.state.ny.us/lgss/pdfs/public.pdf�  See page 2 for info on the Executive Sessions.


� RMP Database:  rtknet.org The Right to Know Network, the DEP stated:  “If there is an accidental release, we will immediately call for emergency response to minimize the effect of the release and notify the public of any actions necessary to ensure public protection, through the City emergency management agencies.” Emphasis added





