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AGENDA 2

@ Project Status Review and Meeting Objectives
@ Review and Discuss Public Scoping Results

@ Review and Discuss Initial Screening Criteria

Next Steps

@ Questions and Answers / Closure
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G PROJECT STATUS REVIEW AND MEETING OBJECTIVES :

Linda Fisher, NJDEP, RBDM Project Team Manager

Meeting Objectives:

Provide Project Status Update
Review results of Public Scoping (June 20 to July 21, 2016)

Initial Screening Criteria — obtain input from the CAG tonight

= Screening criteria (opportunities/constraints/objectives)
= Metrics for each criterion

Input will be used to further develop
the Initial Screening Criteria.
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G PROJECT STATUS REVIEW AND MEETING OBJECTIVES .

Project status update:

» [ntroduce Kim McEvoy, NJDEP, RBD Environmental Team
Manager

Public Scoping Comment Period closed on July 21, 2016
= Reviewing received comments
= Developing Final Public Scoping Document
= Developing the Public Scoping Summary Report

Developing the Preliminary Draft EIS

Monthly newsletter has started — posted on website!

Concept Alternatives Development (WO #3) underway
= Developing initial concepts for further screening and review
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e PUBLIC SCOPING RESULTS 5

Brian W. Boose, AECOM NEPA Regional Director

Results of the Public Scoping Process:

Main topics:

» Technical Resource Areas (33)
Build Alternatives (19)
Proposed Action (19)

Public Scoping / Outreach (7)
Purpose and Need (3)
Cumulative Effects (2)

» Total comments received (83)

» Total commenters (24)

» Federal agencies, local organizations,
private citizens, and universities
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G PUBLIC SCOPING RESULTS 6

Resource areas receiving most comment, in order:

Biological Resources (17)

Water Resources, Water Quality, and
Waters of the U.S. (6)

Hazards and Hazardous Materials (4)
Hydrology and Flooding (3)
Recreation (1)

Cultural and Historic resources (1)
Visual Quality / Aesthetics (1)

Socioeconomics and Community /
Population and Housing

Environmental Justice

Transportation and Circulation
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Noise
Air Quality

Greenhouse Gas Emissions (GHG)

» Global Climate Change

Utilities and Service Systems
Public Services

Geology and Soils

Coastal Zone Management
Mineral and Energy Resources

Agricultural Resources and Prime
Farmlands
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DRAFT FOR DISCUSSION PURPOSES
PLEASE NOTE THIS IS A

DRAFT, WORK IN PROGRESS
i‘;TTEEE:I'g: COMPARATIVE CONCEPT SCREENING METRICS that will evolve as planning
evolves. Not meant for public
circulation beyond the ESC/CAG.
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e INITIAL SCREENING CRITERIA WORKSHOP 8

& Tl
25

Group “Whiteboard Review”

AAAAAAAAAAA

= Are any criteria not needed?
= Are we missing any criteria?

= Are the metrics for each
criterion accurate?
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Submit comments by
August 19, 2016 on Initial
Screening Criteria Matrix at

rbd-meadowlands@dep.nj.gov
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° NEXT STEPS 9

Linda Fisher, NJDEP Project Manager

NJDEP / AECOM upcoming activities:
* Prepare Meeting Summary for this meeting

= Continue developing:
= [nitial Alternatives and Concepts
* Final Public Scoping Document
* Public Scoping Summary Report
* Preliminary Draft EIS

= Update and refine Initial Screening Criteria Matrix
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° NEXT STEPS 10

CAG: Call to Action

= Submit comments by August 19, 2016 on Initial Screening
Criteria Matrix at rbd-meadowlands@dep.nj.gov

= Review and comment on Meeting Summary for this meeting
= Share information from this Meeting with friends and neighbors

» Educate your friends and colleagues on the project and NEPA
process

= Continue to build interest in the Project

= Continue obtaining information, ideas, and potential concerns
from constituents

* Ensure the public knows about upcoming information (to be
posted on Project website)
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° NEXT STEPS 1

Critical Schedule Dates (approximate):

Tuesday, September 20
CAG Meeting #4: Concept Screening (tentative)

Tuesday, October 24
CAG Meeting #5: Concept Alternatives (tentative)
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a KEY CONTACT INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION E

Dennis Reinknecht NJDEP, RBD Program Manager
Linda Fisher NJDEP, RBDM Project Team Manager
Alexis Taylor NJDEP, RBD Outreach Team Leader
Robert Marcolina NJDEP, RBDM Project Manager
Kim McEvoy NJDEP, RBD Environmental Team Leader
Christopher Benosky AECOM, RBD Program Manager
Garrett Avery AECOM, RBD Project Manager
Brian W. Boose AECOM, NEPA Project Director
Jennifer Warf AECOM, Deputy Project Manager
Brian Beckenbaugh AECOM, Outreach
Alyson Beha HUD, Region Il Senior Regional Planner

Website: www.rbd-meadowlands.nj.gov E-mail: rbd-meadowlands@dep.nj.gov

The NJDEP will be the key agency responsible for receiving, publicly distributing
(including via the CAG), and coordinating all information relative to this NEPA process.
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° QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Open Group Discussion
= Questions on Public Scoping results and NEPA process
= Next CAG Meeting logistics

= Other concerns and ideas
>,
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° CLOSURE

Thank you for participating!
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