APPENDIX “A”

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW REPORT

Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery
Owner Occupied Rehabilitation and Rebuilding Program

Applicant # 2110

79 Cooper Avenue
Milford, Connecticut

August 04, 2014

Prepared for:

Quisenberry Arcari Architects, LLC
318 Main Street
Farmington, Connecticut

Prepared by:

Stephen Ball
294 White Deer Rocks Road
Woodbury, Connecticut






STATUTORY CHECKLIST [§58.35(a) activities]

for Categorical Exclusions and Environmental Assessments

Note: Review of the items on this checklist is required for both Categorical Exclusions under Sec. 58.35(a)
and projects requiring an Environmental Assessment under Sec. 58.36. If no compliance with any of the
items is required, a Categorical Exclusion [58.35(a)] may become “exempt” under the provisions of Sec.
58.34 (a) (12). In such cases attach the completed Statutory Checklist to a written determination of the
exemption. Projects requiring an Environmental Assessment under Sec. 58.36 cannot be determined to be
exempt even if no compliance with Statutory Checklist items is found. Three items listed at Sec. 58.6 are
applicable to all projects, including those determined to be exempt.

Project Name and Identification No. #2120 — Mark Elias — 79 Cooper Avenue, Milford, CT

Area of Statutory or Regulatory Provide compliance documentation. Additional material may be
Compliance g =5 attached.

@ o [

S TS| 2

T | o« BE|

(%2} = n 2 =

= o so| £

F | 5| . “ Sgl| =

S|&g|8 |2 |cElSE

= = 2| 2| 8e| &3

S S 5] 9] B g| 2@

2 |8 | | % | csg| 6%

S | 5 z 2 EZ| =2

I 2 = S 5| 228

o o j$) [} L O o o

= (@] o o [ =4 O <

Document Laws and authorities listed at 24 CFR Sec. 58.5

1. Historic Properties DA L L DO L | L | Consulted with State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO
[58.5(@)] [Section 106 of NHPA] See attached No Effect Letter dated June 23, 2014.

2. Floodplain Management

Flood Insurance Map Community Panel # 09009C0529J
[58.5(b)] [Ex Or 11988] [24 CFR 55]

7/8/2013. See Attached FIRMLET. Located in Zone AE.

3. Wetland Protection

Review required. Consulted Maryrose Polumbo from City
[58.5 (b)]

of Milford Inland Wetlands. See attached National
Wetlands Inventory map.

4. Coastal Zone Management

Project is within Coastal Zone Boundry. Copy of map
[58.5(c)]

enclosed. Review required. Application attached.

5. Water Quality — Aquifers

Water Quality — N/A Project does not involving on-site
[58.5(d)] [40 CFR 149]

water and sewer facilities nor is it located in a sole source
aquifer zone.

6. Endangered Species NOT LOCATED AT WATERFRONT PROPERTIES WITH
[58.5(e)] [16 US.C. 1531 etseq] SANDY BEACHES - Consult with Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Database — See attached Department of
Interior Fish and Wildlife report. Dated June 9, 2014.
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7. Wild and Scenic Rivers
[58.5 ()] [16 U.S.C. 1271 et seq.]

X
[]
[]
[]
[]
[]

Eightmile River is only designated wild & scenic river
within program area running through Lyme, Salem and
East Haddam, CT (rivers.gov; November 2012) This
project is not proximal to any listed Wild and Scenic
Rivers.

8. Air Quality DX L LI L | ] | Clean Air Act, State Implementation Plan, HUD & EPA
[56.5(g)] [42U.S.C. 7401 etseq] Regulations; in general, residential rehabilitation
exempted w/no quanifiable increase in air pollution.
Project is soley residential rehabilitation with no
quanifiable increase air polution.




Area of Statutory or Regulatory

Provide compliance documentation. Additional material may be
attached.
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9. Farmland Protection DAL LI LI L [ L] | Agricultural land use conversion not anticipated. Adverse

(58.5(h)]

effects to agricultural resources are not anticipated;
clearly defined urban areas. Location not considered
protected farmland.

Manmade Hazards

10 A. Thermal Explosive
[58.5()]

X
[]
[]
[]
[]
[]

N/A for projects that do not add density.

10 B. Noise
[58.5()]

X
[]
[]
[]
[]
[]

Not applicable to project — restoration of structure
substanitially as it existed prior to Super Storm Sandy.

10 C. Airport Clear Zones
(585 (i)

Not applicable — Two (2) FAA designated Commercial
Service airports in program area: Tweed New Haven
Regional and Groton — New London. This property is not
located in an Airport Clear Zone.

10 D. Toxic Sites
[58.5 ()(2)()]

The site has no know toxic history based on the attached
Site Certification. The site: 1) is not listed on EPA
Superfund National Priorityies or CERCLA list. 2) is not
located within 3,000 ft of a toxic or solid waste landfill. 3)
Is not known or suspected to be contaminated by
radioactive chemicals or radioactive materials.

11. Environmental Justice
[58.5()]

X L O

Executive Order 12898

Program activites do not anticipate high & adverse human
health and enviromental effects on minority or low-income
populations.

Document Laws and authorities listed at Sec.

58.6 and other potential environmental concerns

12 A. Flood Insurance
[58.6(a) & (b)]

X o

]

Flood Insurance Map Community Panel #09009C0529J
7/8/2013 See attached FIRMLET Located in AE zone.
Flood insurance is required.

12 B. Coastal Barriers
[58.6(c)]

XU U L

L]

Property is not in a Coastal Barrier Zone. See attached
map.

12 C. Airport Clear Zone

Notification
[58.6(d)]

Not applicable — Two (2) FAA designated Commercial
Service airports in program area: Tweed New Haven
Regional and Groton-New London. The project does not
involve the purchase or sale of an existing property in an
airport clear zone.

13 A. Solid Waste Disposal
[42 U.S.C. S3251 et seq.] and
[42 U.S.C. 6901-6987 eq seq.]

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act and Solid
Waste Disposal Act; - Residential rehabilitation activites
are not expected to affect the capacities of solid waste
disposal services.




Area of Statutory or Regulatory
Compliance

Provide compliance documentation. Additional material may be
attached.
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13 B. Fish and Wildlife DA LI LI L L] | L] | Fish and Wildiife Coordination Act: Program activites wil

[U.S.C. 661-666¢]

not result in impounding, diverting, deepening,
channelizing or modification of any stream or body of
water; not a water control project.

13 C. Lead-Based Paint
[24 CFR Part 35] and
[40 CFR 745.80 Subpart E]

Lead paint not found — See attached Limited Hazardous
Materials Inspection Report from Fuss & O'Neill
Enviroscience LLC dated May 2014,

13 D. Asbestos

Asbestos found — See attached Limited Hazardous
Materials Inspection Report from Fuss & O'Neill
Enviroscience LLC dated May 2014 and follow
recommendations listed in report. Compliance will include
measures to minimize risk of exposure and when
necessary abate any hazardous materials.

13 E. Radon DAL L LI L | L] | Radon concentration less than 4 picocuries per liter of air

(503 () 1] and are below regulatory levels. See attached Limited
Hazardous Materials Inspection Report from Fuss &
O'Neill Enviroscience LLC dated May 2014

13 F. Mold LI L] [ ] | NoMold Found - See attached Limited Hazardous

Materials Inspection Report from Fuss & O'Neill
Enviroscience LLC dated May 2014.

Other: State or Local
14 A. Flood Management
Certification [CGS 25-68]

The property is located in Flood Zone. All work to comply
with Flood Management Certificate and the General
Permit required by the DEEP. See property location
noted on the FEMA FIRMette Panel 09009C0529J, map
revised July 8, 2013. (Attached) — See attached Appendix
B

14 B. Structures, Dredging &

Fill Act
[CGS 22a-359 to 22a-363f]

Not applicable — this project is not waterward of the
Coastal Jurisdiction Line.

14 C. Tidal Wetlands Act
[CGS 22a-28 to 22a-35]

Not located in Title wetlands per Milford Planning and
Zoning.

14 D. Local inland

wetlands/watercourses
[CGS 22a-42]

Review required. Consulted Maryrose Polumbo from City
of Milford Inland Wetlands. See attached letter dated
June 9, 2014.

14 E. Various municipal zoning
approvals

X 0O X KX
] X 0 0O
] X 0 O
] 0O 0O 0O
O O 0O O
O O O o

Only Local Building Permits required.




DETERMINATION:
[ This project converts to Exempt, per %58.349a)(12), because it does not require any mitigation for compiance with any listed statutes or authorities, nor
requires any formal permit or license. Funds may be drawn down for this (now) EXEMPT project; OR

[X] This project cannot convert to Exempt because one or more statutes/authories requires consultation or itigation. Complete consultatior/mitigation
requirements, publish NOI/RROF and obtain Authority to Use Grant Funds (HUD 7015.16) per *,58.70 and 58.71 before drawing down funds; OR

[ The unusual circumstances of this project may reasult in a significant environmental impact. This project requires preparation of an Environmental
Assessment (EA). Prepare the EA according to 24 CFR Part 58 Subpart E.

713114
St Date
Responsible Entity or designee Signature:
Hemia Delaire, CDBG-DR Program Manager Date
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79 COOPER AVE

Location 79 COOPER AVE

Mblu 26/ 458/ 51/C/
Acct# 001546

Owner ELIAS MARKT

Current Value

Valuation Year I
;2013
[ e
i Valuation Year ’
1 2013 ]
Owner of Record
Owner ELIAS MARK T
Co-Owner
Address 79 COOPER AV

MILFORD, CT 06460

Ownership History

}

1 Owner

PENDAGAST MARY KATE
BUONO AMY L AKA AMY BUONO
BUONO ANTHONY & AMY & SURV

jBEUTEL LEO E & MARILYN L & SUR

Building Information

Building 1 : Section 1

Year Built: 1954
Living Area: 672
Replacement Cost: $112,938
Building Percent 58
Good:

Replacement Cost

Less Depreciation: 465,500

Building Attributes
Field

Style Ranch

Description

Page 1 of 3

Assessment $110,740
Appraisal $158,200
PID 5441
Building Count 1
Appraisal
Improvements | Land Total
$67,480 | $90,720 ‘ $158,200 i
Assessment |
Improvements [ Land Total
$47,240 | $63,500 $110,740 |
Sale Price $107,000
Book & Page 02421/0435
Sale Date 08/15/2000
Ownership History .
Sale Price Book & Page Sale Date i
i $85,000 02222/0206 ‘ 05/30/1997
|
| $0 ‘ 02096/0216 12/27/1994 .
|
; $84,000 | 01990/0231 ‘ 08/18/1993
| 50| 01920/0243 | 09/30/1992
Building Photo
1
|
5/21/2014

http://gis.vgsi.com/milfordct/Parcel.aspx?Pid=5441
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Page 2 of 3

Model Residential
Grade: Below Average
Stories: 1 Story
Occupancy 1
Exterior Wall 1 | Wood Shingle
Exterior Wall 2 |
Roof Structure: Gable/Hip
Roof Cover Asph/F Gls/Cmp
| Interior Wall 1 Drywall/Sheet y
Interior Wall 2 (htts/Images.vgs.comy/photos/MifordCTPhotos//\00\03
Interior Fir 1 Carpet \25/65.JPG)
Interior Fir 2 Hardwood Building Layout
l Heat Fuel Gas
Heat Type: Hot Air-no Duc {
|AC Type: Central I
Total Bedrooms: 2 Bedrooms
Total Bthrms: 1
Total Half Baths: 0
Total Xtra Fixtrs: |
Total Rooms: 4 Rooms '
Bath Style: Average
_Klnchen Style: | Updated
vt i [  Building Sub-Areas  Legend
| [
BAS  |FirstFloor 672 i_sn
WOK Deck, Wood 336 0
1008 672
Extra Features
|...‘._...__ = - m. F“t;“; T ik i e s A %wl
| m— = = —
i No Data for Extra Features
Land
Land Use Land Line Valuation
Use Code 1010 Size (Acres) 0.12
Description SINGLE FAM MDL-01 Frontage 60
Zone RS Depth 73
Neighborhood E Assessed Value $63,500
Alt Land Appr No Appraised Value $90,720
Category
http://gis.vgsi.com/milfordct/Parcel.aspx?Pid=5441 5/21/2014
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Page 3 of 3

Outbuildings
Outbuildings Legend
Code Description Sub Code Sub Description Size Value Bldg #
HTUB HOT TuB 1 UNITS $1,980 1
Valuation History
Appraisal
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2013 $67,480 $90,720 $158,200
2012 $95,720 $110,880 $206,600
2011 $58,450 $110,880 $169,330
Assessment
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2013 $47,240 $63,500 $110,740
2012 $67,010 $77,620 $144,630
2011 $40,920 $77,620 5118.540i

http://gis.vgsi.com/milfordct/Parcel.aspx?Pid=5441

S —

(c) 2013 Vision Government Solutions, Inc. All rights reserved.

5/21/2014
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY
FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY ELEVATION CERTlFICATE OMB No. 1660-0008
National Flood Insurance Program Important: Read the instructions on pages 1-9. Expiration Date: July 31, 2015
SECTION A - PROPERTY INFORMATION FOR INSURANCE COMPANY USE
A1. Building Owner's Name Mark T. Elisa Policy Number:
A2. Building Street Address (including Apt., Unit, Suite, and/or Bidg. No.) or P.O. Route and Box No. Company NAIC Number:
#79 Cooper Avenue
City Milford State CT ZIP Code 06460

A3, Property Description (Lot and Block Numbers, Tax Parcel Number, Legal Description, etc.)
Tax Assessor's Map 26 Block 458 Parcel 51 C

A4, Building Use (e.g., Residential, Non-Residential, Addition, Accessory, etc.) Residential

AS, Latitude/Longitude: Lat. N 41 2113 Long. W 73 04 02 Horizontal Datum: [ NAD 1927 (J NAD 1983
AB. Attach at least 2 photographs of the building if the Certificale is being used to obtain flood insurance,

A7. Building Diagram Number 8

AB. For a building with a crawispace or enclosure(s): A9, For a building with an attached garage:
a) Square footage of crawlspace or enclosure(s) 687 sqft a) Square footage of attached garage sq ft
b) Number of permanent flood openings in the crawlspace b) Number of permanent flood openings in the attached garage
or enclosure(s) within 1.0 foot above adjacent grade 0 within 1.0 foot above adjacent grade
c) Total net area of flood openings in AB.b sg in c) Total net area of flood openings in A9.b sq in
d) Enginsered flood openings? O Yes [ No d) Engineered flood openings? O Yes [J No

SECTION B - FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP (FIRM) INFORMATION

81. NFIP Community Name & Community Number B2. County Name B3. State
Milford 090082 New Haven CT
B4. Map/Panel Number BS. Suffix B6. FIRM Index Date B7. FIRM Panel B8, Flood B2 Base Fiood Elevation(s) (Zone
529 J 7-8-13 Effective/Revised Date Zone(s) AO, use base flood depth)
7-8-13 AE 9
B10. Indicate the source of the Base Flood Elevation (BFE) data or base flood depth entered in item BS.
[ FIS Profile E FIRM [0 Community Determined [ Other/Source:
B11. Indicate elevation datum used for BFE in Item BS. [J NGVD 1829 B NAVD 1988 [0 Other/Source
B12, Is the building located in a Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS) area or Otherwise Protected Area (OPA)? [0 Yes & No
Designation Date: [ cBRs O oPa
SECTION C — BUILDING ELEVATION INFORMATION (SURVEY REQUIRED)

C1. Building elevations are based on: [0 Construction Drawings™ [0 Building Under Construction® B Finished Construction

"A new Elevation Certificate will be required when construction of the building is complete.
C2. Elevations — Zones A1-A30, AE, AH, A (with BFE), VE, V1-V30, V (with BFE), AR, AR/A, AR/AE, AR/A1-A30, AR/AH, AR/AQ. Complete Items C2.a~h
below accerding to the building diagram specified in Item A7. In Puerto Rico only, enter meters.
Benchmark Utilized: Milford 3A-3 Vertical Datum: N.GV.D 1928
Indicate elevation datum used for the elevations in items a) through h) below. [J NGVD 1929 & NAVD 1888 O Other/Source:
Datum used for building elevations must be the same as that used for the BFE.

Check the measurement used.
3) Top of bottom floor (including basement, crawlispace, or enclosure floor) 44 [ feet [ meters
b) Top of the next higher floor 1.8 Bl feet [ meters
¢) Bottom of the lowest horizontal structural member (V Zones only) ; [Cfeet ] meters
d) Attached garage (top of slab) i [Ofeet [ meters
€) Lowest elevation of machinery or equipment servicing the building 18 feet [ meters
(Describe type of equipment and location in Comments)
f) Lowest adjacent (finished) grade next to building (LAG) 57 B teet  [] meters
g) Highest adjacent (finished) grade next to building (HAG) 59 B feet [ meters
h) Lowest adjacent grade at lowest elevation of deck or stairs, including structural support 5.7 feet [ meters

SECTION D - SURVEYOR, ENGINEER, OR ARCHITECT CERTIFICATION

This certification is to be signed and sealed by a land surveyor, engineer, or architect authorized by law to certify elevation
information. / certify that the information on this Certificate represents my best efforts to interpret the data available.
| understand thar any false statement may be punishable by fine or imprisonment under 18 U.S, Code, Section 1001
BJ Check here if comments are provided on back of form. Were latitude and longitude in Section A provided by a
[0 Check here if attachments. licensed land surveyor? Yes ] No
Certifier's Name Scott K. Mundy. L.S. License Number CT 70160
Title Land Surveyor Company Name n.a.
Address P.O,(Boz 3158 City Milford State CT  ZIP Code 068460

Ul
Signature 7 |4 P Date 9-14-13 Telephone 203-862-8706

FEMA Form 086-0-33 (7/12) See reverse side for continuation. Replaces all previous editions.




ELEVATION CERTIFICATE, page 2

IMPORTANT: In these spaces, copy the corresponding information from Section A. FOR INSURANCE COMPANY USE
Building Street Address (including Apt., Unit, Suite, and/or Bldg. No.) or P.O. Route and Box No. Policy Number:

#79 Cooper Avenue

City Milford State CT ZIP Code 06450 Company NAIC Number:

SECTION D - SURVEYOR, ENGINEER, OR ARCHITECT CERTIFICATION (CONTINUED)
Copy both sides of this Elevation Certificate for (1) community official, (2) insurance agent/company, and (3) building owner.
Comments Elevation where converted from N.G.V.D. 1929 to N.A.V.D 1988 the Scott K. Mundy, L.S.

(.

Signature ~ Date 9-14-13

SECTION E - BUILDING ELEVATION INFORMATION (SURVEY NOT REQUIRED) FOR ZONE AO AND ZONE A (WITHOUT BFE)

For Zones AO and A (without BFE), complete Items E1-E5. If the Certificate is intended to support a LOMA or LOMR-F request, complete Sections A, B,

and C. For Items E1-E4, use natural grade, if available. Check the measurement used. In Puerto Rico only, enter meters.

E1. Provide elevation information for the following and check the appropriate boxes to show whether the elevation is above or below the highest adjacent
grade (HAG) and the lowest adjacent grade (LAG).
a) Top of bottom floor (including basement, crawispace, or enclosure) is . [Jfeet [ meters [] above or [] below the HAG.
b) Top of bottom floor (including basement, crawlispace, or enclosure) is " [ feet [ meters [] above or [] below the LAG.

E2. For Building Diagrams 6-9 with permanent flood openings provided in Section A ltems 8 and/or 9 (see pages 8-9 of Instructions), the next higher floor
(elevation C2.b in the diagrams) of the building is . [ feet [] meters [] above or [] below the HAG.

E3. Attached garage (top of slab) is [Jfeet [Jmeters []above or [] below the HAG.

E4. Top of platform of machinery and/or equipment servicing the building is ’ [ feet [ meters [] above or [] below the HAG.

E5. Zone AO only: If no flood depth number is available, is the top of the bottom floor elevated in accordance with the community’s floodplain management
ordinance? [JYes [ No [ Unknown. The local official must certify this information in Section G,

SECTION F - PROPERTY OWNER (OR OWNER'S REPRESENTATIVE) CERTIFICATION

The property owner or owner's authorized representative who completes Sections A, B, and E for Zone A (without a FEMA-issued or community-issued BFE)
or Zone AQ must sign here. The statements in Sections A, B, and E are correct to the best of my knowledge.

Property Owner's or Owner's Authorized Representative's Name

Address City State ZIP Code
Signature Date Telephone
Comments
[ Check here if attachments.

SECTION G —~ COMMUNITY INFORMATION (OPTIONAL)

The local official who is authorized by law or ordinance to administer the community’s floodplain management ordinance can complete Sections A, 5._(': (orE), and G
of this Elevation Certificate. Complete the applicable item(s) and sign below. Check the measurement used in ltems GB8-G10. In Puerto Rico only, enter meters.

G1.[0 The information in Section C was taken from other documentation that has been signed and sealed by a licensed surveyor, engineer, or architect who
is authorized by law to certify elevation information. (Indicate the source and date of the elevation data in the Comments area below.)

Gz. [0 A community official completed Section E for a building located in Zone A (without a FEMA-issued or community-issued BFE) or Zone AO.
G3. [ The following information (Items G4—G10) is provided for community floodplain management purposes.

G4. Permit Number G5. Date Permit Issued GB6. Date Certificate Of Compliance/Occupancy Issued

G7. This permit has been issued for: ] New Construction [] Substantial Improvement
G8. Elevation of as-built lowest floor (including basement) of the building; [ feet [ meters Datum
G9. BFE or (in Zone AO) depth of flooding at the building site: [Jfeet [ meters Datum _____
G10. Community's design flood elevation: [ feet [ meters Datum

Local Official's Name Title
Community Name Telephone
Signature Date
Comments

Oct i attachment

FEMA Form 086-0-33 (7/12) Replaces all previous editions.






Preliminary 2012
Flood Zone and Base Flood Elevation
Location: 79 COOPER AVE Contact: flood@c:.milford.ct.us

City website: hitp:/iwww ci. milford.cl.us

Owner:ELIAS MARK T Planning & Zoning: 203-783-3245

Flood Insurance Info: www.FloodSmart.gov
For questions on flood policy coverage and rates: 1-800-427-4661
FEMA Map Information eXchange (FMIX) 1-877-FEMA MAP (1-877-336-2627)

|:| FEMA Flood Zones 2010 Futum FEMA Flood Zone [0 A0
7] Change Area D.ZAmuaICharmFlood Hazard - Open Water

Current Flood Zone
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\ . S M
Department of Economic and cu"n e ct Icljf
Comuinunity Development

still revolutionary

June 23,2014

Hermia M. Delaire, Program Manager
CDBG-Sandy Disaster Recovery Program
Department of Housing

505 Hudson Sureet

Hartford, CT 06106

RE: 79 Cooper Avenue, Milford, CT
Dear Ms. Delaire:

The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has reviewed the above-named project.
The property is located within the National Register eligible East Broadway Historic
District: however, in the opinion of the SHPO, the proposed undertaking will have no
adverse effect upon historic district.

This office appreciates the opportunity to have reviewed and commented upon the
project.

We recommend that the responsible federal agency provide concerned citizens with the
opportunity to review and comment upon the proposed undertaking in accordance with
the National Historie Preservation Act of 1966.

For further information, please contact Julie Carmelich at (860) 256-2762.

Sincerely:

bzt T 2

Daniel T. Forrest
State Historie Preservation Officer

-

State Historic Preservation Office
One Constitution Plaza | Hartford, CT 06103 | P: 860.256.2800 | Culturcandtourism.org
An Affiemative ActionEqual Opportunity Employver Aun Equal Opporamnity Lender
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City of Milford, Connecticut

- Founded 1639 -
70 West River Street
Inland Wetands Office Milford, <|:‘1; gb;gcﬁgls g
inlandwedand@c.milford.ctus Te 3.783-32!
FAX 203-783-3303
June 9, 2014

Mr. Stephen Ball
294 White Deer Rocks Road
Woodbury, Connecticut 06798

Re: Inland Wetland Environmental Review Request for COBG-DR funding. Properties
requiring review.

Dear Mr. Ball:

The Milford Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency has received your request to
review the following property for permitting requirements:

79 Cooper Ave - raise house to proper flood elevation

In order to determine that the proposed work will not adversely impact wetlands or watercourses
on or adjacent to the property the following information will be required:

Site Plan and A-2 Survey with T2 Accuracy showing:

Existing and proposed house location

Existing and proposed out buildings/assessor structures

Existing and proposed topography

The inland wetland line as flagged by a professional wetland scientist
Proposed erosion control locations

Proposed stockpile locations

Soil Report by a Professional Wetland Scientist

e & o @ ° ®

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact the Inland
Wetlands Agency Office at 203-783-3256.

Sincergly, 7

7 /4
aryR/(:);:’é F"/%b//

Inland Wetlands Compliance Officer

cc: DPLU
Engineering
Planning & Zoning
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City of Milford, Connecticut

Application Form
Municipal Coastal Site Plan Review
For Projects Located Fully or Partially Within the Coastal Boundary

Please complete this form in accordance with the attached instructions (CSPR-INST-11/09) and submit it with the
appropriate plans to the Planning & Zoning Department.

Section I: Applicant Identification

Applicant. Mark €148 Date: 2 14
Address: 19 Cuoc Pt Ave  Mil{ord  ¢e4v0phone; 23 Tl 4545
Project Address or Location:__ 19 {copepr flVE .

Interest in Property: vTee simple | option l;lessee I easement

" other (specify)
List primary contact for correspondence if other than applicant.

Name: MavK £lia:

Address: 169 Ccoper ANe

City/Town: v eS| ) State: L7~ Zip Code:{ £ 4-EC
Business Phone: 273 ol 4¢ G5

e-mail; MarKtelidas 0 Nadhoo- (e
]

Section ll: Project Site Plans

Please provide project site plans that clearly and accurately depict the following information, and check
the appropriate boxes to indicate that the plans are included in this application:

¥ Project location

il"Existing and proposed conditions, including buildings and grading

W Coastal resources on and contiguous to the site

¥ High tide line [as defined in CGS Section 22a-359(c)] and mean high water mark elevation
contours (for parcels abutting coastal waters and/or tidal wetlands only)

W’ Soil erosion and sediment controls

i’ Stormwater treatment practices

v Ownership and type of use on adjacent properties

I Reference datum (i.e., National Geodetic Vertical Datum, Mean Sea Level, efc.)

Medel Municipal CSPR.doc 1of8 Rev. 2/05



Section lll: Written Project Information

Please check the appropriate box to identify the plan or application that has resuited in this Coastal Site
Plan Review.

Féte Plan for Zoning Compliance

I” Subdivision or Resubdivision

I" Special Permit or Special Exception

I" Variance

[" Municipal Project (CGS Section 8-24)

Part i: Site Information

1. Street Address or Geographical Description: /<7 (v ¢ po i AV

cityorTown: M1 lfgced, (T edbe
Is project or activity proposed at a waterfront site (includes tidal wetlands frontage)? F/YES I"'NO

Name of on-site, adjacent or downstream coastal, tidal or navigable waters, if applicable:
L.L'.\.'l ju,( YV \\L,-a(' Wetlands

4. ldentify and describe the existing land use on and adjacent to the site. Include any existing
structures, municipal zoning classification, significant features of the project site:

& i ) ~ -
>LWjl€ Ealng Iny INEL :j‘ ENMcesS

5. Indicate the area of the project site: 4,280 T acres or square feet (circle one)
6. Check the appropriate box below to indicate total land area of disturbance of the project or activity
(please also see Part Il.B. regarding proposed stormwater best management practices).
I Project or activity will disturb 5 or more total acres of land area on the site. It may be
eligible for registration for the Department of Environmental Prolection's (DEP) General
Permit for the Discharge of Stormwater and Dewatering Wastewaters Associated with

Construction Activities

r Project or activity will disturb one or more total acres but less than 5 total acres of land
area. A soil erosion and sedimentation control plan must be submitted to the municipal
land use agency reviewing this application.,

r Project or activity will not disturb 1 acre total of land area. Stormwater management
controls may be required as part of the coastal site plan review.

7. Does the project include a shoreline flood and erosion control structure as defined in CGS section
22a-109(d) [1Yes F1No

Mode! Municipal CSPR.doc 2018 Rev. 2/05



Part llLA.: Description of Proposed Project or Activity

Describe the proposed project or activity including its purpose and related activities such as site clearing,
grading, demolition, and other site preparations, percentage of increase or decrease in impervious cover
over existing conditions resulting from the project; phasing, timing and method of proposed construction,
and new uses and changes from existing uses (attach additional pages if necessary).

0 N }\ T wiall be yarsing styrvcfuieé
Al2oVe 4 e (UevenT floecd tone eleva b en

Part I.B.: Description of Proposed Stormwater Best Management Practices

Describe the stormwater best management practices that will be utilized to ensure that the volume of
runcff generated by the first inch of rainfall is retained on-site, especially if the site or stormwater
discharge is adjacent to tidal wetlands. If runoff cannot be retained on-site, describe the site limitations
that prevent such retention and identify how stormwater will be treated before it is discharged from the
site. Also demonstrate that the loadings of total suspended solids from the site will be reduced by 80
percent on an average annual basis, and that post-development stormwater runoff rates and volumes will

not exceed pre-development runoff rates and volumes (attach additional pages if necessary).

~ = = .
Coitd - 2l [

angd €veon Contyel S cire Showmn o

Cite {:*M.h .
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Part lli: Identification of Applicable Coastal Resources and Coastal Resource Policies

Identify the coastal resources and associated policies that apply to the project by placing a check mark in the
appropriate box(es) in the following table.

Off-site
Coastal Resources but

influence
of Not
On-site Adjacent project Applicable

General Coastal Resources® - Definition: CGS Seclion 22a-93(7),
Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(a)(2)

Beaches & Dunes - Definition: CGS Section 22a-93(7)(C); Policies:
CGS Sections 22a-92-(b)(2)(C) and 22a-92(c)(1)(K)

Bluffs & Escarpments - Definition. CGS Section 22a-93(7)(A); Policy.
CGS Seclion 22a-92(b)(2)(A)

Coastal Hazard Area - Definition. CGS Seclion 22a-93(7)(H). Policies. )
CGS Seclions 22a-92(a)(2), 22a-92(a)(5), 228-92(b)(2)(F), 22a- / / o
82(b)2)(J), and 228-92(c)(2)(B)

Coastal Waters, Esluanna Embayments, Nearshore Waters, Offshore
Waters - Definition: CGS Seclions 22a-93(5), 22a-93(7)(G). and 22a- .

93(7X(K), and 22a-93(7)(L) respectively, / X
Policies. CGS Sections 22a-92(a)(2) and 22a-92(c)(2)(A)

Developed Shorefront - Definition: CGS Sectlon 22a-93(7)(1); Policy:
22a-92(b)(21GC)

Freshwater Wetlands and Watercourses - Definition: CGS Section
22a-93(7)(F); Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(a)(2)

Intertidal Flats - Definition: CGS Section 22a-83(7)(D);
Policies: 22a-82(b)(2)(D) and 22a-92(c)(1)(K)

Islands - Definition: CGS Section 22a-83(7)(J):
Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(b)(2)(H)

Rocky Shorefront - Definition: CGS Section 22a-83(7)(B);
Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(b)(2)(B)

Shelifish Concentration Areas - Definition: CGS Section 22a-93(7)(N),
Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(c)(1)(1)

Shorelands - Definition: CGS Section 22a-93(7)(M),
Policy: CGS Section 22a-92(b)(2)(1)

Tidal Wetlands - Definition: CGS Section 22a-93(7)(E), '
Policies: CGS Sections 22a-92(a)(2), 22a-92(b)({2)(E), and 22a- \‘
92(c)(1(B) i ©

* General Coastal Resource policy is applicable 1o all proposed aclivities

Model Municipal CSPR.doc 40f8 Rev, 2/05



Part IV: Consistency with Applicable Coastal Resource Policies and Standards

Describe the lecation and condition of the coastal resources identified in Part Il above and explain how
the proposed project or activity is consistent with all of the applicable coastal resource policies and
standards; also see adverse impacts assessment in Part VILA below (attach additional pages if necessary):

Thhe ve Wil be ne InnpaclT te Adal

L 1
wed -1.'1‘!-’!;- l(d}_{.'(ﬂ-f-lr 1o Dr”BP‘- ,'f‘\/.
~ I I

Part V: |dentification of Applicable Coastal Use and Activity Policies and Standards

Identify all coastal policies and standards in or referenced by CGS Section 22a-92 applicable to the

proposed project or activity:
\};eneral Development* - CGS Sections 22a-92(a)(1), 22a-92(a)(2), and 22a-92(a)(9)
9  Water-Dependent Uses* - CGS Sections 22a-92(2)(3) and 22a-92(b)(1)(A);
Definition CGS Section 22a-93(16)
9 Ports and Harbors - CGS Section 22a-92(b)(1)(C)
9 Coastal Structures and Filling - CGS Section 22a-92(b)(1)(D)
9 Dredging and Navigation - CGS Sections 22a-92(c)(1)(C) and 22a-92(c)(1)}(D)
9 Boating - CGS Section 223-92(b)(1)(G)
9 Fisheries - CGS Section 22a-92(c)(1)(!)
9 Coastal Recreation and Access - CGS Sections 22a-92(a)(6), 22a-92(C)(1)(j) and 22a-92(c)(1)(K)
9 Sewer and Water Lines - CGS Section 22a-92(b)(1)(B)
9 Fuel, Chemicals and Hazardous Materials - CGS Sections 22a-92(b)(1)(C), 22a-92(b)(1)(E) and
22a-92(c)(1)(A)
O Transportation - CGS Sections 22a-92(b)(1)(F), 22a-92(c)(1)(F), 22a-92(c)(1}{G), and
22a-92(c)(1)(H)
9 Solid Waste - CGS Section 22a-92(a)(2)
9 Dams, Dikes and Reservoirs - CGS Section 22a-92(a)(2)
9 Cultural Resources - CGS Section 22a-92(b)(1)(J)
Y Open Space and Agricultural Lands - CGS Section 22a-92(a)(2)

* General Development policies are applicable to all proposed activities

** Water-dependent Use policies are applicable to all activities proposed at waterfront sites, including those with tidal wetlands frontage.

Model Municipal CSPR.doc Sof8 Rev 2/05



Part VI: Consistency With Applicable Coastal Use Policies And Standards

Explain how the proposed activity or use is consistent with all of the applicable coastal use and activity
policies and standards identified in Part V. For projects proposed at waterfront sites (including
those with tidal wetlands frontage), particular emphasis should be placed on the evaluation of the
project's consistency with the water-dependent use policies and standards contained in CGS Sections
222-92(a)(3) and 22a-92(b)(1)(A) — also see adverse impacts assessment in Part VI|.B below (attach
additional pages if necessary).

NAMS 11 TR Single TAmily residence Wil

P ) A ] I ! e + s
Prefect  ownevy dnd (cnlints of hvawe dnd Wil

[l a4 fvee flow/ of Ddal suvge Juring SEYs
i ]
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Part VII.A.: Identification of Potential Adverse Impacts on Coastal Resources

Please complete this section for all projects.
Identify the adverse impact categories below that apply to the proposed project or activity. The Aapplicable=
column must be checked if the proposed activity has the potential to generate any adverse impacts as
defined in CGS Section 22a-93(15). If an adverse impact may result from the proposed project or activity,
please use Part VIl to describe what project design features may be used to eliminate, minimize, or mitigate
the potential for adverse impacts.

Potential Adverse Impacts on Coastal Resources Applicable Not Applicable

Degrading tidal wetlands, beaches and dunes, rocky shorefronts, and bluffs
and escarpments through significant alteration of their natural
characteristics or functions - CGS Section 22a-93(15)(H)

Increasing the hazard of coastal flooding through significant alteration of
shoreline configurations or bathymetry, particularly within high velocity flood ¢
zones - CGS Section 22a-93(15)(E) "

Degrading existing circulation patterns of coastal water through the
significant alteration of patterns of tidal exchange or flushing rates,

freshwater input, or existing basin characteristics and channel contours -
GGS Section 22a-93(15)(B)

Degrading natural or existing drainage patterns through the significant -
alteration of groundwater flow and recharge and volume of runoff - cas
Section 22a-93(15)(D)

Degrading natural erosion patterns through the significant alteration of N
littoral transport of sediments in terms of deposition or source reduction - ‘
CGS Section 22a-93(15)(C)

Degrading visual quality through significant alteration of the natural features ¢
of vistas and view points - CGS Section 22a-93(15)(F)

Degrading water quality through the significant introduction into either
coastal waters or groundwater supplies of suspended solids, nutrients, S
toxics, heavy metals or pathogens, or through the significant alteration of Pk
temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen or salinity - CGS Section 22a-93(15)(A)

Degrading or destroying essential wildlife, finfish, or shellfish habitat
through significant alteration of the composition, migration patterns, /
distribution, breeding or other population characteristics of the natural /-
species or significant alterations of the natural components of the habitat -
CGS Section 22a-93(15)(G)

Model Municipal CSPR.doc 6of8 Rev. 2/05



Part VII.B.: Identification of Potential Adverse Impacts on Water-dependent Uses

Please complete the following two sections only if the project or activity is proposed at a waterfront site:

1. ldentify the adverse impact categories below that apply to the proposed project or activity. The
Aapplicable= column must be checked if the proposed activity has the potential to generate any adverse
impacts as defined in CGS Section 22a-93(17). If an adverse impact may result from the proposed
project or activity, use Part Vill to describe what project design features may be used to eliminate,
minimize, or mitigate the potential for adverse impacts.

Potential Adverse Impacts on Not
Future Water-dependent Development Opportunities and Activities Applicable Applicable

Locating a non-water-dependent use at a site physically suited for or <.
planned for location of a water-dependent use - CGS Section 22a-93(17) P
Replacing an existing water-dependent use with a non-water-
dependent use - CGS Section 22a-93(17) z/"‘- \
Siting a non-water-dependent use which would substantially reduce or
inhibit existing public access to marine or tidal waters - CGS Section P
22a-93(17) /

2. ldentification of existing and/or proposed Waler-dependent Uses

Describe the features or characteristics of the proposed activity or project that qualify as water-dependent
uses as defined in CGS Section 22a-93(16). If general public access to coastal waters is provided,
please identify the legal mechanisms used {o ensure public access in perpetuity, and describe any
provisions for parking or other access to the site and proposed amenities associated with the access
{e.g., boardwalk, benches, trash receptacles, interpretative signage, etc.)*:

Yot Applico H¢
o 2

*If there are no water-dependent use components, describe how the project site is not appropriate for the
development of a water-dependent use.

Model Municipal CSPR.doc Tof8 Rev. 2/05




Part VIlI: Mitigation of Potential Adverse Impacts

Explain how all potential adverse impacts on coastal resources and/or fulure water-dependent
development opportunities and activities identified in Part VIl have been avoided, eliminated, or
minimized (attach additional pages if necessary): '

o | -"]H!ku_f X P ec f e

Part IX: Remaining Adverse Impacts

Explain why any remaining adverse impacts resulting from the proposed activity or use have not been
mitigated and why the project as proposed is consistent with the Connecticut Coastal Management Act

(attach additional pages if necessary).

Ak H{*-JLJ.L\LLAL#/’»
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MILFORD PLANNING AND ZONING BOARD
APPLICATION FOR COASTAL SITE PLAN REVIEW
(TYPE OR PRINT)

APPLICANT Vier K T Elia g

R e T T

SITE PLAN REVIEW ‘f'\ AMENDMENT TO SITE PLAN REVIEW

TO ESTABLISH OR CONSTRUCT stngle Tanaijpy veSide nce

ON THE FOLLOWING PROPERTY tADDRESSI 7 19 Coofer Ave

OWNER OF RECORD MarK T Eligs :

ASSESSOR’'S MAP £AD BLOCK __ 41,8 PARCEL _" [ C ZONE _R-%

‘ TYPE OF PROJECT APPROVAL REQUESTED:
SITE PLAN REVIEW __ /A

TYPE OF PROJECT OR ACTIVITY
{CHECK ONE OR MORE]

— @, Subdivision (type of use - residential,
commercial, elc. )

- b. Single family residential

_.. ©. Multi-tamily residential (No. of units ____)

___d. Condominium (No. of units )

___ e. Commarcial - sq. ft.

___ t. Industrial - sq. ft.

SPECIAL PERMIT

—_ 8. Mixed residential/commercial (# units /sq.tt.
___ h. Merina - sq. ft.
___i. Commercial Port Facility - sq. ft.
___j» Sewer Line - Capacity

___ k. Water Line - Capacity

___ L. Other - PLEASE SPECIFY

SUBDIVISION VARIANCE

COASTAL RESOURCES LOCATED WITHIN THE PROJECT OF

WHICH THE PROJECT WILL AFFECT:
AREA

Su. FI. & Acras
—.. a, bluffs or escarpments
— b. rocky shorefront
—_ ¢, beaches and dunes
—d, intertidal flats
2 e, tidal wetlands
— f. freshwater wetlands
—_ 9. estuerine embayments
— h. coastal flood hazard area
__ |, coastal erosion hazard area
___ | developed shorefront
__ k. islands
— L. coastal waters
— m. shorelands
— n. shellfish concentration areas

IF APPEARING BY ATTORNEY OR AGENT:

PROPERTY OWNER:
NAME Mavi T Elras NAME
SIGNATURE SIGNATURE
MAILING ADDRESS 16 (oop ey Ave MAILING ADDRESS
A lEned  £1T 004 ®o
PHONENO. 2t % bl Aydq PHONE NO.
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER - DESIGNER/ARCHITECT - LAND SURVEYOR:
NAME ___Scoft i« Muady LS. SIGNATURE
MAILING ADDRESS ___ [ocX 216§ PHONENO. _Z:0 2 €2 R71)lp
Vit derd, €T Op4ll

FEE - SEE SCHEDULE OF ZONING FEES (Payable by Check Only)

RECEIVED OF

DATE

RECEIVED BY

AMOUNT RECEWTNO. ____

APPLICATION FILED

APPLICATION CERTIFIED

PUBLIC HEARING DATE
APPROVED ______ DENIED ______

DATE BOARD ACTION

CSPR REV. 1061
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United States Department of the Interior

‘ FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
_ New England Ecological Services Field Office
70 COMMERCIAL STREET, SUITE 300
CONCORD, NH 3301
PHONE: (603)223-2541 FAX: (603)223-0104
URL: www.fws.gov/newengland

Consultation Tracking Number: 0SEINE00-2014-SLI1-0392 June 09, 2014
Project Name: Elias Residence

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project.

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of
your proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills
the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 ef seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-1PaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)
of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 ef seq.), Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having



similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/ TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan

(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy progects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow. html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

Attachment



“W89™ | United States Department of Interior
- Fish and Wildlife Service
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...~ Project name: Elias Residence
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|

Official Species List

Provided by:
New England Ecological Services Field Office
70 COMMERCIAL STREET, SUITE 300
CONCORD, NH 3301
(603) 223-2541
http://www.fws.gov/newengland

Consultation Tracking Number: 05EINE00-2014-SLI-0392
Project Type: Federal Grant / Loan Related

Project Description: 79 Cooper Ave.

Milford, CT

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 06/09/2014 03:12 PM
1



e -.Z.¢ "5 United States Department of Interior
‘ - ’ Fish and Wildlife Service
\.,:)"" Project name: Elias Residence

Project Location Map:

300 ft

Sliver

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-73.0669918 41.20378, -73.0667343 41.2036509, -
73.0669703 41.2033764, -73.0672493 41.203554, -73.0669918 41.20378)))

Project Counties: New Haven, CT

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 06/09/2014 03:12 PM
2



| United States Department of Interior
| Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: Elias Residence

g gr

Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 0 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on your species list. Species on this list should be
considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For
example, certain fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats
listed on the Has Critical Habitat lines may or may not lie within your project arca. See the Critical habitats within
your project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated
FWS office if you have questions.

There are no listed species identified for the vicinity of your project.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 06/09/2014 03:12 PM
3
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‘ E{K | Fish and Wildlife Service
A Project name: Elias Residence

. e

Critical habitats that lie within your project area

There are no critical habitats within your project arca.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 06/09/2014 03:12 PM
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10 D. Toxic Site Certification

| certify that the property identified as 79 Cooper Ave. Milford, Connecticut was
checked for inclusion on the attached lists/databases:

DEEP State of Connecticut Superfund Priority List

EPA — Proposed National Priority List dated May 12, 2014

EPA —Final National Priority List dated May 12, 2014

EPA — Deleted National Priority List dated May 12, 2014

EPA — Partial Deleted National Priority List dated May 12, 2014

EPA — Construction Completed at NPL Site

DEEP List of Contaminated or Potentially Contaminated Site dated February 10,
2014.

As on June 9, 2014, 79 Cooper Ave. Milford, Connecticut was not listed on any of
the above.

Step{ﬁeh kall

ERR Reviewer
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Number of CBRS Units: 32
Number of System Units: 25
Number of Otherwise Protected Areas: 7

Total Acres: 9,245
Upland Acres: 1130
Associated Aquatic Habitat Acres: 815

Shoreline Miles: 2

Boundaries of the John H. Chafee Coastal Bamier Resources System (CBRS) shown on this map were transferred
from the official CBRS maps for this area and are depicted on this map (in red) for informational purposes only. The
official CBRS maps are enacted by Congress via the Coastal Barier Resources Act, as amended, and are
maintained by the U.S. Fish and Wildife Service. The official CBRS maps are available for downioad at
hitp-/iwww.fws gov/habitatconservation/coastal_barrier html.
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56 Quarry Road
Trumbull, CT
06611

1 203.374.3748
800.286.2469
f.203.374.4391

www. fando.com

Conneclicul
Massachusetls
Rhode kland

South Carolina

FUSS & O’NEILL

EnviroScience,11¢c

May 29, 2014

Mr. Thomas Arcari

Principal

Quisenberry Arcari Architects LLC
318 Main Street

Farmington, CT 06032

RE:  Limited Hazardous Materials Building Inspection
Storm Sandy Residential Rehabilitation Project
79 Cooper Avenue, Milford, Connecticut

Fuss & O'Neill EnviroScience Project No. 20140277.B5E
Quisenberry Arcari Project No. 1346-16

Dear Mr. Arcari:

Enclosed is the report for the limited hazardous materials building inspection performed at 79
Cooper Avenue in Milford, Connecticut.

The initial inspection was performed on April 30, 2014 and May 2, 2014, by Fuss & O’Neill
EnviroScience, LLC state-licensed inspectors and included an asbestos inspection, testing for lead-
based paint, airborne radon assessment, mold assessment, and assessments for PCB-containing
light ballasts and mercury hazards.

The information summarized in this document is for the abovementioned materials only. Tt does
not include information on other hazardous materials that may exist in the property (such as
underground storage tanks, PCB-containing building materials, etc.).

If you have any questions regarding the contents of this report, please do not hesitate to contact us
at (203) 374-3748. Thank you for this opportunity to have served your environmental needs,

Sincerely,

4 ) Y, Lo

{.'.)..‘ glrt ; ".‘ F

A fvy P .
f : a5
Kevin McCarthy f Robert L. May,
Project Manager President
NEHA NRPP # 105366 RT

Enclosure

1\ P2014\0277\ B5E\ Deliverables \Report\ Hazmat_Report_79Cooper_] B_2014-0519.docy
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1 Introduction

On April 30, 2014 and May 2, 2014, Fuss & O'Neill EnviroScience, LLC (EnviroScience) Environmental
Technicians, Mr. Robert Hobbins and Mr. Thomas Cruess, performed a limited hazardous materials
building inspection of the residential structure located at 79 Cooper Avenue in Milford, Connecticut (the
“Site””). Mr. Hobbins and Mr. Cruess are State of Connecticut-licensed Asbestos Consultants - Inspectors
and Certified Lead Paint Inspectors. The residential structure was occupied at the time and date of the
inspection. Refer to Appendix A for EnviroScience state-licenses, certifications, and accreditations.

This inspection was performed in response to the planned renovations to damaged or impacted areas of
the building caused by Superstorm Sandy, as identified in the Draft Residence Rebabilitation Letter dated
March 28, 2014, provided by Quisenberry Arcari Architects. The limited inspection consisted of the

following:

* A inspection for asbestos-containing materials (ACM) associated with the scheduled roof,
window, and exterior siding replacement and the scheduled interior finish replacement;

¢ Testing of painted surfaces for lead-based paint (LBP);

®  An evaluation of fluorescent light fixtures for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB)-containing light
ballasts;

*  Aninventory of light tubes/lamps and devices for mercury;
Airborne radon gas assessment; and

¢ A mold assessment.

2 Asbestos Inspection

A Property Owner must ensure that performance of a thorough inspection for ACM, prior to possible
disturbance of suspect ACM during renovation or demolition, is conducted. This is a requirement of the
Unite States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants (NESHAP) regulation located at Title 40 CFR Part 61, Subpart M.

This includes Friable, Non-Friable Category I, and Non-Friable Category IT ACM.

¢ A Friable Material is defined as material that contains greater than one percent (>1%) asbestos,
that when dry can be crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand pressure.

¢ A Category I Non-Friable Material refers to material that contains greater than one percent
(>1%) asbestos (e.g. packings, gaskets, resilient floor coverings, asphalt roofing products, etc.)
that when dry cannot be crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand pressure.

¢ A Category II Non-Friable Material refers to any non-friable material (excluding Category I
materials) that contains greater than one percent (>1%) asbestos that when dry cannot be
crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand pressure.

During this inspection, suspect ACM were separated into three EPA categories. These categories are:
thermal system insulation (TSI), surfacing ACM, and miscellaneous ACM. TSI includes all materials used
to prevent heat loss or gain or water condensation on mechanical systems. Examples of TSI are pipe
insulation, boiler insulation, duct insulation, and mudded pipe fitting insulations. Surfacing ACM includes

FAP2014\0277\B5SE\Deliverables\ Report\I Inzmat_Report_79Cooper_]B_2014-0519.doex 1
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all ACM that is sprayed, troweled, or otherwise applied to an existing surface. Surfacing ACM is
commonly used for fireproofing, decorative, and acoustical applications. Miscellaneous materials include
all ACM not listed in thermal or surfacing, such as linoleum, vinyl asbestos flooring, and ceiling tiles.

Samples are recommended to be collected in a manner sufficient to determine asbestos content and
include homogenous building materials. 'The EPA NESHAP regulation does not specifically identify a
minimum number of samples to be collected and analyzed, but recommends the use of sampling
protocols included in EPA Title 40 CFR Part 763, Sub-Part E - Asbestos Containing Materials in Schools
regulation.

2.1 Methodology

Samples of suspect ACM were collected in accordance with EPA recommendations and Asbestos Hazard
Emergency Response Act (AHERA) protocols. The protocols included the following:

1. Surfacing Materials (SURF) (e.g., plaster, spray-on fireproofing, etc.) were collected in a randomly
distributed manner representing each homogenous area based on the overall quantity represented
by the sampling as follows:

a. Three samples collected from each homogenous area that is less than or equal to (£)
1,000 square feet.

b. Five samples collected from each homogenous area that is greater than (>) 1,000 square
feet, but less than or equal to 5,000 square feet.

c. Seven samples collected from each homogenous area that is greater than (>) 5,000 square
feet.

2. Thermal System Insulation (TSI) (e.g., pipe insulation, tank insulation, etc.) was collected in a
randomly distributed manner representing each homogenous area. Three bulk samples were
collected as representative of each homogeneous material type, and sent to laboratory for
asbestos analysis. Also, a minimum of one sample of any patching material (less than 6 linear of
square feet) applied to TSI was collected.

3. Miscellaneous Materials (MISC) (e.g., floor tile, gaskets, construction mastics, etc.) had a
minimum of two samples collected as representative of each homogenous material type.
Sampling was conducted in a manner sufficient to determine asbestos content of the homogenous
material as determined by the Asbestos Inspector. If materials identified were of (significant)
minimal quantity, only a single sample was collected.

The Asbestos Consultant — Inspector collected samples and prepared proper chain-of-custody forms for
transmission of samples to an accredited asbestos analytical laboratory for analysis by Polarized Light
Microscopy (PLM). The sampling locations, material type, quantity, sample identification, and asbestos
content are identified by bulk sample analysis in Tables 1 and 2 of the “Results” section and Table 3 of the
“Discussion” section. Any materials on the site not listed in the following tables should be considered
suspect ACM until sample results indicate otherwise. Refer to Appendix B for PLM analytical results for
asbestos bulk samples and chain of custody forms.

A P2014°\0277\B5EA Deliverables\Report\ [ Tazmat_Report_79Cooper_| B_2014-0519.docs 2
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2.2 Results

Utilizing the EPA protocol and criteria, the following materials were determined to be ACM:

Table 1
Asbestos-Containing Materials
Asbestos Estimated
Location Material Type Coniant Quantity Sample No.
Bas’ix} “‘é%ﬁsf s 6% Chrysotile 1,000 SF 0502BH15A
Exterior Roof D08 HC0
Roof Flashing Materials Assumed 58F Assumed

Note: SF=S8quare Feet

Utilizing the EPA protocol and criteria, the following materials were determined to be non-ACM:

Table 2
Non-Asbestos Containing Materials
Location Material Type Sample No.
Paper on Fiberglass Batting Insulation 0502BHO1A-B
Attic : - ] T
Silver Paper Backing on Fiberglass Duct 0502BH02AB
Insulation
Kitchen Textured Ceiling Paint 0502BHO03A-C

Living Room

Sheetrock & Taping Compound

0502BH04A-B, 05A-B, 06

Kitchen

Ceramic Floor Tile & Grout

0502BHO7A-B, 08A-B

Exterior Window Systems

Exterior Window Caulking Compounds —
Metal & Wood Frames

0502BHO09A-B, 10A-B

Exterior

Concrete Block Foundation

0502BH11A-B

Concrete Block Grout

0502BH12A-B

Exterior

Fixterior Roof Shingles

0502BH13A-B, 14A-B!

Note:

1To be disposed of as asbestos-contaminated waste

2.3 Discussion

The EPA defines any material that contains greater than one percent (>1%) asbestos, utilizing PLM, as an
ACM. Materials that are identified as “none detected” are specified as not containing asbestos.

FAP201\0277\B5E\Deliverables\ Report\ I Tazmat_Report_79Cooper_JB_2014-0519.docx
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2.4 Conclusions

The non-friable roofing materials identified in Section 2.1 - Table T have been de-regulated by the
Connecticut Department of Public Health (CI'DPH). The identified non-friable roofing materials may be
removed by either a CTDPH-licensed Asbestos Abatement Contractor, or by a roofing contractor
provided they adhere to all Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) training requirements
and EPA NESHAP regulatory requirements. All asbestos waste must be properly sealed (leak/airtight
containers) and disposed in a landfill approved to accept asbestos waste. A licensed Asbestos Abatement
Contractor is only required should the ACM be made friable and become a regulated ACM (RACM) by
work activities. All applicable CTDPH regulations shall apply if the roofing material becomes RACM.

Note that materials containing trace amounts of asbestos (less than 1%) asbestos are not regulated by the
abovementioned regulations and standards with the exception of OSHA regulations with regard to worker
exposure to asbestos. If disturbed, materials noted as containing less than 1% asbestos will be subject to
OSHA requirements to determine appropriate worker exposure and training requirements.

Roof Flashing —Roof flashing was not identified at the time of the inspection. Roof flashing may exist at
chimney, and vent pipe penetrations, and should be assumed to be ACM unless sample collection and
analysis indicate otherwise.

Note that since this asbestos inspection was limited, we recommend conducting a supplemental inspection
of hidden and inaccessible areas (behind walls/beneath fixed floors, exterior foundation, etc.) prior to
demolition/renovation activities. Any suspect material encountered during renovation activities that is
not identified in this report as being non-ACM, should be assumed to be ACM unless sample collection
and analysis indicate otherwise.

3 Lead-Based Paint Testing

EnviroScience conducted comprehensive testing for LBP within the Site structure. The testing was
performed by EnviroScience’s Environmental Technicians Mr. Hobbins and Mr. Cruess on May 2, 2014.
The purpose of the testing was for compliance with EPA’s Renovation, Repair, and Painting Rule (RRP)
located at Title 40 CFR, Parts 745.80 through 92, and the United States (US) Department of Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) Lead-Safe Housing Rule (Title 24 CFR, Part 35, Subparts B-R).

A direct reading X-ray fluorescence (XRF) analyzer was used to perform the testing. The testing was
conducted in accordance with the protocol outlined in the attached document: “Testing Procedures and

Equipment” (Appendix C).

For the purpose of this testing, various interior and exterior building components representing the initial
painting history of the building, and any building-wide repainting by the owners/managers of these
building components were tested. Individual repainting efforts are not discoverable in such a limited
testing program. The purpose of this testing was to identify patterns and trends in the painting history of
the buildings in order to determine if representative sample collection and analysis using the EPA Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) is required for the anticipated demolition debris prior to off-
site disposal.

FAP2014\0277\B5E\Deliverables\Report\ I Tazmat_Report_T9Cooper_)B_2014-0519,docx 4
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The structure is constructed of a wood siding exterior with metal/wood window and door systems. The
interior walls and ceiling are constructed of sheetrock and plaster with both wood and concrete floors.
The building was occupied at the time and date of the testing; no children under the age of six were
present within the residence at time of the inspection.

3.1 XRF Testing Resulis

The testing indicated consistent painting patterns and trends throughout the building interiors and
exteriors. No painted components were determined to contain toxic levels of lead (greater than 1.0
milligrams of lead per square centimeter of paint [mg/cm?])

Refer to Appendis: D for the field lead testing sheets and diagrams.

3.2 Conclusions

No building components were determined to contain toxic levels of lead. As such, a lead risk assessment
and sample collection and T'CLP analysis were not conducted.

For purposes of complying with the EPA RRP, a comprehensive lead inspection of the entire structure or
targeted areas scheduled for renovation is necessary to determine if the RRP rule is applicable. A
Comprehensive Lead Inspection includes testing representative coated surfaces of each building
component in each room or room equivalent for lead in paint content, All similar building components
to the surface tested on a per room basis shall be considered as having the same paint (e.g,, if more than
one window or door in a room - typically only one is tested but remaining must be assumed to be the
same as the one tested). This inspection was performed as a comprehensive inspection of all
representative surfaces within the residence that are scheduled to be disturbed and can be
utilized to determine applicability requirements for the RRP rule on surfaces tested.

Those surfaces which contain lead paint are subject to RRP work practice and training requirements if
more than de-minimus amounts are disturbed in renovation or for projects involving window
replacement. Those surfaces which do not contain lead paint are not subject to the RRP requirements. [f
a specific component or surface is not identified as having been tested it should be presumed to contain
lead paint unless tested. Contractor's should be aware that the threshold limit of 1.0 mg/cm? for purposes
of RRP requirements is not recognized by the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA)
and worker exposures are still subject to the Lead in Construction regulation (Title 29 CFR, Part 1926.62).

4 Assessment of PCB-Containing Fluorescent
Ballasts

Fluorescent light ballasts manufactured prior to 1979 may contain capacitors that contain PCBs. Ballasts
installed as late as 1985 may contain PCB capacitors. Fluorescent light ballasts that are not labeled as
"No-PCBs" must be assumed to contain PCBs unless proven otherwise by quantitative analytical testing.
Capacitors in fluorescent light ballasts labeled as non-PCB-containing may contain diethylhexl phthalate
(DEHP). DEHP was the primary substitute to replace PCBs for small capacitots in fluorescent lighting
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ballasts in use until 1991, DEHP is a toxic substance, a suspected carcinogen and is listed under the EPA
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and the Superfund law as a hazardous waste.
Therefore, Superfund liability exists for land filling both PCB and DEHP-containing light ballasts. These
listed materials are considered hazardous waste under RCRA, and require special handling and disposal
requirements,

On May 2, 2014, EnviroScience representative Mr. Hobbins performed a visual inspection of
representative fluorescent light fixtures to identify possible PCB-containing ballasts. The inspection
involved visually inspecting labels on representative light ballasts to identify dates of manufacture and
labels indicating “No PCB’s”. Ballasts manufactured after 1991 were not listed as a PCB or DEHP-
containing ballast, and not quantified for disposal. Ballasts without a label indicating “No PCB’s” are
presumed to be PCB waste, and must be segregated for proper removal, packaging, transport and disposal
as PCB waste. Ballasts with date labels indicating manufacture prior to 1991 that indicate “No PCB’s” are
presumed to contain DEHP and must be segregated for proper removal, packaging, transport, and
disposal as non-PCB hazardous waste. The disposal requirements are slightly varied, and costs are slightly

less for DEHP than for PCB-containing light ballasts.

4.1 Resulis

Several of the light fixtures that were examined were labeled with neither the manufacturer’s information,
nor a “No PCB’s” label. However during the inspection, some types of light ballasts were labeled with a
“No PCB’s” label. Therefore there is a mixture of assumed PCB-containing and non-PCB-containing
light ballasts within the building areas inspected. .

All of the light ballasts observed in the building were labeled with either the manufacturer’s information,
or a “No PCBs” label. The light ballasts labeled with the manufacturer’s information are assumed to
contain PCBs and the light ballasts labeled “No PCBs” are assumed to contain DEHP.

4.2 Conclusions

If the renovation activities will disturb the materials, the ballasts labeled “No PCBs” should properly
recycled as PCB and the remaining ballast labeled “No PCBs” ballasts should be properly recycled as
assumed DEHP.

5 Assessment of Mercury-Containing Devices

Fluorescent lamps/tubes are presumed to contain mercury vapor, which is a hazardous substance to both
human health and the environment. Thermostatic controls and electrical switch gear may contain a vial or
bulb of mercury associated with the control. Mercury-containing equipment is regulated for proper
disposal by the EPA RCRA hazardous waste regulations. Mercury lamps according to the EPA are
considered a universal waste requiring all fluorescent lamps/tubes to be recycled or disposed as hazardous
waste,

On May 2, 2014, EnviroScience’s representative Mr. Robert Hobbins performed a visual in-place
inventory of mercury amps/tubes, thermostats, and mercury switches.
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5.1 Conclusions

No fluorescent light bulbs/tubes, thermostats, switches, or gauges were observed within accessible and
visible areas of the Site structure.

6 Mold Visual Assessment

On May 2, 2014, EnviroScience representative Mr. Hobbins performed a visual assessment for the
presence of suspect mold and water intrusion.

6.1 Observations

No suspected mold growth was identified on accessible/visible building materials observed within the
residence at the time and date of the inspection

7 Airborne Radon Information, Sampling and
Procedure

7.1 Radon Facts and Health Effects

Radon is a naturally-occurring radioactive gas produced by the natural breakdown (decay) of uranium,
which is naturally-occurring in soil and rock throughout the US. Radon gas travels through soil and enters
buildings through cracks and other penetrations in building foundations. Eventually the gas itself decays
into radioactive particles (decay products) that can become trapped in the lungs during human respiration.
As these particles in turn decay they release small bursts of radiation, which can damage lung tissue and
lead to lung cancer over the course of a person’s lifespan.

EPA studies have found that radon concentrations in outdoor air average approximately 0.4 picoCuries
per liter of air (pCi/L). However, radon and its decay products can accumulate to a much higher
concentration inside a building. The EPA has adopted a recommended action level of 4.0 pCi/L; equal to
or above which the EPA recommends that building owners take action to reduce the level of airborne
radon gas within the building,

Radon is a colorless, odorless and tasteless gas, and thus, the only way to know whether or not an elevated
level of radon is present in a building is to test the air for radon gas. T'he lowest living level of a dwelling
should be measured, as even adjacent rooms can have significantly different levels of radon,

Again, radon is a known human carcinogen. Prolonged exposure to elevated radon concentrations causes
an increased risk of lung cancer. Like other environmental pollutants, there is some uncertainty about the
magnitude of radon health risks. However, scientists are more certain about radon risks than risks from
most other cancer-causing environmental pollutants as estimates of radon risk are based on studies of
cancer in humans (underground miners). Additional studies on more typical, non-occupationally exposed,
populations are underway.
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EPA estimates that radon may cause about 14,000 lung cancer deaths in the US each year, with a range of
7,000 to 30,000. The US Surgeon General has warned that radon gas is the second-leading cause of lung
cancer deaths after smoking, and is the leading cause among non-smokers.

7.2 Airborne Radon Sampling

From April 30, 2014 to May 2, 2014, EnviroScience representatives set up passive radon detection
canisters in limited areas within the dwelling located at 79 Cooper Avenue, The canisters were retrieved at
least 48 hours, but not later than 96 hours later. The canisters were supplied by Radon Testing
Corporation of America (RTCA).

It is recommended that such canisters be placed at least 20-inches from the floor and 12 inches away from
exterior walls, Also, it is recommended that the canisters not be placed near drafts resulting from Heating,
Ventilating and Air Conditioning (HVAC) intakes and returns, doors, and at least 36-inches from
windows. Also, canisters should not be exposed to direct sunlight, be covered up, or otherwise disturbed
during the testing period. A closed building condition is also utilized for 12-hours prior to testing being
conducted.

Sample analysis was performed by RTCA and the results are included in Appendix E.

7.3 Airborne Radon Quality Assurance
Procedure

EPA strongly recommends that quality assurance measurements are included in radon measurement
studies. Quality assurance measurements include side-by-side canisters (duplicates), and unexposed
control canisters (blanks).

Duplicates are pairs of canisters deployed in the same location, side by side, for the same measurement
period. Duplicates are placed in at least ten percent of all sampling locations. These duplicate canisters are
stored, deployed, removed, and shipped to the laboratory for analysis in the same manner as the other
canisters, If either or both of the analyses in a duplicate pairing is above the EPA recommended action
level of 4.0 pCi/L the relative percent difference (RPD) between the two tests must be determined. If
the allowable difference is exceeded, the test is determined to be invalid and a new duplicate test must be
run. If both canister results are below the EPA standard then the RPD is not calculated since, despite any
disparity, both results are below the EPA standard.

Blanks are utilized to determine whether the manufacturing, shipping, storage, and processing of the
canisters has affected the accuracy of airborne radon gas sampling procedures. Blanks are unopened,
unexposed canisters that are deployed with and shipped with the exposed canisters, so the processing
laboratory treats them without bias. The number of blanks is at least five percent of the total number of
canisters deployed, up to a maximum of 25 canisters.

FAP2014\0277\BSE\Deliverables\ Report\ Hlazmat_Report_79Cooper_]B_2014-0519.docx 8



0 FUSS & O'NEILL

EnviroScience, 11

7.4 Airborne Radon Analytical Results

Four canisters, including one duplicate and one blank, were placed in target locations within the structure
during sampling that was performed April 30, 2014 to May 2, 2014. The concentrations of radon in the

samples during the assessment were 0.1 pCi/L. The EPA recommended action level for radon is 4.0

pCi/L.

Table 3 lists the locations and analytical results of quality control duplicate tests for April 30, 2014 to May

2,2014.
Table 3
Duplicate Samples Results — April 30, 2014 - May 2, 2014
Radon Concentration
P T Canister (pCi/Liter) Relative Percent
Numbers Sample | Sample | Difference (RPD, %)
Sample Duoli
uplicate | Average
Percent Difference
o 2314032 & Not Needed
Livsing epae 2314634 o o o (No Concentrations
above 4.0 pCi/Liter)

Note

Duplicate testing results were satisfactory.

In Table 4 below, the locations and results of quality control blank tests are listed for April 30, 2014, to

May 2, 2014
Table 4
Blank Samples Results - April 30, 2014 - May 2, 2014
Radon Concentration
Location Canister Number (pCi/Liter)
Kitchen 2313972 0.1
Note Blank testing results were satisfactory

In Table 5 below, the locations, canister numbers, and radon concentrations are listed for the airborne
radon assessment conducted on April 30, 2014 to May 2, 2014

Table 5

Radon Sampling Results — April 30, 2014 - May 2, 2014

Radon Concentration
Location i
catio Canister Numbers (pCi/Liter)
Kitchen 2313931 0.1
Living Room 2314634 0.1
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REFER TO THE FOLLOWING:

MAPS:

. "MAP OF SHORE PROPERTY OWNED BY MARTIN J. BRADY, MILFORD,
CONN. PREPARED BY: V.B. CLARKE. DATED: APRIL 1912."

ON FILE IN THE MILFORD TOWN CLERK!S. FILE # A-17.

2. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, IF ANY ARE UNKNOWN.

3. THE WORD CERTIFY IS AN EXPRESSION OF PROFESSIONAL

OPINION BY THE LICENSED LAND SURVEYOR WHICH IS

BASED ON HIS BEST KNOWLEDGE, INFORMATION AND BELIEF.
AS SUCH CONSTITUTES NEITHER A GUARANTEE OR WARRANTY.
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NAD &5 DATUM.

7. PROPERTY 1S SURVEYED AS IN POSSESSION.
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MILFORD BENCH MARK, 4D-2. N.G.V.D. 1929 DATUM AND
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THIS SURVEY AND MAP HAS BEEN PREPARED PURSUANT TO THE REGULATIONS OF CONNECTICUT STATE AGENCIES
SECTIONS 20-300b- | THROUGH 20-300b-20 AND THE "STANDARDS FOR SURVEYS AND MAFPS IN THE STATE OF
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Appendix B

DECD/SHPO/DOH Professional Certification Form

For all General Permit Applications submitted as part of the Flood Management Certification for Disaster
Recovery Activities, the following certification must be signed and sealed by a professional engineer

licensed to practice in Connecticut.

Property:
Application Number:

Signature of Applicant

Name of Applicant (print or type)

7.
Signatdfe of Professional Engineer

..---"""'--——-’
Jrtomas /2 Jqgerel, S~

Name of Professional Engineer (prinf or type)

"I certify that in my professional judgment, the above referenced project has been designed consistent with the
Flood Management Certification for Disaster Recovery Activities as approved by DEEP and that the
information is true, accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief.

| understand that a false statement made in the submitted information may, pursuant to Section 22a-6 of the
General Statutes, be punishable as a criminal offense under Section 53a-157b of the General Statutes, and
may also be punishable under Section 22a-438 of the General Statutes.”

Date

Title

5S4/

Date ~

C7 osv/é6

P.E. Number

Affix P.E. Stamp Here
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