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Project Information

	Project Name:
	Donoe-Redevelopment



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010086568



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	VIRGIN ISLANDS, PO Box 8760 St Thomas VI, 00801



	RE Preparer:  
	Nadalie Joseph



	State / Local Identifier:  
	



	Certifying Officer:
	Daryl Griffith




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	Virgin Islands Housing Authority



	Point of Contact: 
	Robert Graham



	Consultant (if applicable):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	


	Project Location:
	3B Estate Donoe, St. Thomas, VI 00801



	Additional Location Information:

	N/A




	Direct Comments to:
	Virgin Islands Housing Finance Authority
3203 Demarara Plaza Suite 200
St. Thomas, VI 00802-6447
Attn: Antoinette Fleming
Director of the CDBG-DR Program



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

	The Donoe Redevelopment Project involves the new construction of 84 walk-up apartments, including 44 one-bedroom units at 681 sq ft, 24 two-bedroom units at 1013 sq ft, 16 three-bedroom units at 1187 sq ft, and an onsite community building. The Virgin Islands Housing Authority (VIHA) is proposing 14 buildings, with 5 apartments per building that very from three to five stories. The estate Donoe site is currently vacant and owned by VIHA. Almost twenty years ago, the Donoe site was densely populated with 300 residential housing units. Between 2002-2003, the buildings were demolished containing asbestos and lead contamination. Remediation were completed, and a No Further Action letter reportedly was issued but is unable to be found. The site is near schools, a public library, retail stores, the movie theater, pharmacies grocery shopping and banks. The address for the proposed location is 3B Estate Donoe, St. Thomas, USVI.



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	Donoe Redevelopment Project will provide an additional 84 multi-family apartment units for low income families residing on the island of St. Thomas, U.S. Virgin Islands. As described in the United States Virgin Islands Disaster Recovery Plan, following Hurricanes Irma and Maria, the number of affordable rental housing units on the island of St. Thomas is insufficient to meet the needs of low to moderate income households residing on the island. The Disaster Recovery Action Plan includes construction of new multi-family affordable housing developments to satisfy this unmet need.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	The proposed project is located in a residential area on the north side of the island. The land on which the proposed project will be constructed was once site of a 300 unit housing project which was demolished in 2003. Over the last 10 years additional affordable house has been constructed in the area and there has been a gradual increase in residential development. The property lies within the range of the Virgin Islands tree boa (Chilabothrus granti, formerly Epicrates monensis granti) and it is probable the tree boa can be found on the site since it offers adequate forage and refugia. A large solar field had been developed on Parcel 1-14 Remainder Estate Donoe located to the northwest of the property. The solar field completely blew apart during Hurricane Irma in 2017 and then was further damaged by Hurricane Maria two weeks later. The proposed site lies in the neighborhood of shopping centers, banks, libraries, churches and schools.



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:
Donoe Redevelopment Site Map.pdf

Determination:
	
	Finding of No Significant Impact [24 CFR 58.40(g)(1); 40 CFR 1508.13] The project will not result in a significant impact on the quality of human environment

	
	Finding of Significant Impact



Approval Documents:
Donoe Redevelopment Signature Page.pdf

	7015.15 certified by Certifying Officer on:
	



	7015.16 certified by Authorizing Officer on:
	




Funding Information 

	Grant / Project Identification Number
	HUD Program 
	Program Name

	B-17-DM-78-0001
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	Community Development Block Grants (Disaster Recovery Assistance)



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$10,000,000.00




	This project anticipates the use of funds or assistance from another federal agency in addition to HUD in the form of:




	Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]:
	$57,287,374.00



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

	Compliance Factors: 
Statutes, Executive Orders, and Regulations listed at 24 CFR §50.4, §58.5, and §58.6
	Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?
	Compliance determination
(See Appendix A for source determinations)

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

	Airport Hazards
Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones; 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D
	  Yes     No
	The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.

	Coastal Barrier Resources Act 
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USC 3501]
	  Yes     No
	This project is not located in a CBRS Unit. Therefore, this project has no potential to impact a CBRS Unit and is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

	Flood Insurance
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 and National Flood Insurance Reform Act of 1994 [42 USC 4001-4128 and 42 USC 5154a]
	  Yes     No
	Based on the project description the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section. The project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. While flood insurance may not be mandatory in this instance, HUD recommends that all insurable structures maintain flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The project is in compliance with Flood Insurance requirements.

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

	Air Quality
Clean Air Act, as amended, particularly section 176(c) & (d); 40 CFR Parts 6, 51, 93
	  Yes      No
	The project's county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. The project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act  .o Land clearing   o Operation of diesel engines   o Demolition    o Burning   o working with toxic materials   o High levels of particulate matter  Corrective measures should be taken to prevent any contaminant from becoming airborne. These shall include, but not limited to, measures to reduce fugitive emissions as mandated in the Virgin Islands Air Pollution Control Rules and Regulations, Title 12, Chapter 09, Section 204-206 (1995).  In addition, there are federal regulations the apply, to generators, mainly 40 CFR 60 subpart IIII and 40 CFR 63 Subpart ZZZZ. The local air pollution regulations also apply. An Authority to Construct and a Permit to Operate is needed for any equipment of process that are potential emission sources of air pollution. This is in accordance with 12VIR&R09.206-20(1995), 12VIR&R09.206-26(1995) and 12VIR&r09.209-27(1995). This shall be done prior to the commencing construction and operation of the unit or process. The construction permit is valid for one year. An extension scan be granted, for an additional year, if needed. After construction, of any unit or process, is complete, please notify the department and a Permit to Operate will be granted for three year. The Permit to Operate must be renewed sixty days prior to the  expiration date. If the unit is temporary or mobile, a permit may not required. However, please contact the program for instructions regarding permitting. The specification of unit may be neeed. The cost of the construction permit is fifty dollars per equipment for one year. The Permit to operate is fifty dollars per equipment for three years. There is a ten-dollar fee for each application. Therefore, the total amount is $220.00, per unit, for both permits. Moreover, if lead or asbestos is present during demolition, a workplan shall be submitted to the department for approval  The Department of Planning and Natural Resources has the right to enforce against any entity that violates local and federal air pollution control rules and regulations.  

	Coastal Zone Management Act
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) & (d)
	  Yes     No
	This project is not located in or does not affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan. The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
24 CFR 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)]
	  Yes      No
	Site contamination was evaluated as follows: ASTM Phase I ESA, ASTM Phase II ESA, Remediation or clean-up plan. On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances were found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property. The adverse environmental impacts can be mitigated. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements.

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes      No
	This project was found Likely to Adversely Affect listed species, and formal consultation was conducted. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act. A Biological Opinion was publish by the Fish and Wildlife Service that states that ''Action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the VI boa. Based on the AAs past land use history and intense modification, we do not expect a high abundance of VI boas to occur within the AA. Thus, the Action is not expected to appreciably reduce the species' likelihood of survival and recovery throughout the species range.''

	Explosive and Flammable Hazards
Above-Ground Tanks)[24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C
	  Yes     No
	A Phase 1 and Phase II Environmental Site Assessment has been performed at the site by Bioimpact, Inc. According to qualification documents, Bioimpact is experienced in the preparation of Phase I ESA as set forth in ASTM Standard Practice Designation E-1527-13   and Phase ESA as set forth in ASTM E1903-II.  Additionally, Kerten Peters who functioned in the capacity of Underground Storage Tank inspector, acknowledges one UST less than 1 mile from the property. The property and the UST is buffered by trees and UST facility is located on an declining hill away from proposed site.

	Farmlands Protection
Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981, particularly sections 1504(b) and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658
	  Yes     No
	This project does not include any activities that could potentially convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.

	Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11988, particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55
	  Yes     No
	This project does not occur in a floodplain. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988. The parcels lie within Flood Zone X where 100-year flooding is not expected FEMA FIRM Map 28 of 94.

	Historic Preservation
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly sections 106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800
	  Yes     No
	The project is the development of a site that was extensively altered in the past. Based on the project description the project has No Potential to Cause Effects. The project is in compliance with Section 106.

	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
	A noise assessment was conducted in accordance with 24 CFR Part 58. 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart B, and the day-night average noise level during the 24 hour monitoring period averaged 45 dBA DNL. Based on HUD's noise compatibility criteria, the noise levels on the site are acceptable. The Preliminary Screening identified no noise generators in the vicinity of the project. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.

	Sole Source Aquifers
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, particularly section 1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149
	  Yes     No
	The project is not located on a sole source aquifer area. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	There are no jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the U.S. within the subject property. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.

	Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968, particularly section 7(b) and (c)
	  Yes     No
	There are no wild and scenic rivers in the Virgin Islands. This project is not within proximity of a NWSRS river. The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.

	HUD HOUSING ENVIRONMENTAL STANDARDS

	ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

	Environmental Justice
Executive Order 12898
	  Yes     No
	Current FEMA Flood Maps, CBRS, and Wetlands Maps were reviewed and would not be affected by the proposed construction. Additionally cognizant agencies such as Department of Planning and Natural Resources, US Fish and Wildlife, Virgin Islands Port Authority, Human Services, Fire Services, Health Department, Department of Public Works, Waste Management Authority, Virgin Islands Energy office, and Police Department were consulted in their respective disciplines. Due to the potential to affect the Virgin Islands Boa, a biological opinion was issued by US Fish and Wildlife with instructions on incidental take and other mitigation measures are discussed throughout the document. Lead contamination was found in testing results and a remediation plan has been drafted in response. due to the use of heavy equipment and earth work, there is a potential to for increased Particulate Matter and Air Pollution. Permits must be obtain prior to the start of construction. . Environmental concerns encountered during review can be mitigated by adhering mitigation plan. No adverse environmental impacts were identified in the project's total environmental review. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.




Environmental Assessment Factors [24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27] 

Impact Codes: An impact code from the following list has been used 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 Assessment Factor
	Impact Code
	Impact Evaluation
	Mitigation

	LAND DEVELOPMENT

	Conformance with Plans / Compatible Land Use and Zoning / Scale and Urban Design
	2
	Property was changed from zone R-2 (residential Low Density) to R-3 (Residential medium density) on June 29, 2020 by the legislature of the Virgin Islands. This zoning now accommodates the proposed construction of 84 units
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	 
	There are two soil types on the parcels as shown on the Custom Web Soil Survey for the site. Fredriksdal-Susannaberg complex, 20 to 40 percent slopes, extremely stony, is found near the top of the knoll and Fredriksdal-Susannaberg complex, 40 to 60 percent slopes, extremelystony is found on the steep slopes which encompass most of the property.   Due to the sites topography and location there is limited run-on and site drainage is collected along roadways. A vast majority of the area will sheet flow down the hillside. There are no defined drainage ways within the parcels. The development of the site will not result in channelization of runoff which will affect offsite properties.  
	 

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	2
	HUD Guidelines require that noise assessments must consider the potential noise exposure at least 10 years in the future in addition to the existing ambient noise levels on a proposed project site. The future noise environment at the project site would continue to be impacted by noise from traffic on Highway 39. The Virgin Islands government has not completed traffic forecasts for Highway 39. A review of pending permits at the Virgin Islands Department of Planning and Natural Resources did not identify any proposed development projects to be located near the Donoe Site, although the solar field to the southwest is expected to be rebuilt. The completion of the solar field will not increase roadway traffic. No increase is projected for noise from Highway 39 or the Grandview Apartments. The proposed site is approximately 3.9 miles from the Cyril E. King Airport and if air traffic increases, noise from the airplanes overhead might increase. However, this is unlikely to materially affect ambient noise at the Site. The noise environment of the site is projected to continue to be approximately 45 dBA DNL or less, and will continue to be considered acceptable by HUD.   As noted above, the future exterior noise levels at the site would be less than 65 dBA DNL. 24 CFR Section 51.104(a) requires that interior noise levels not exceed 45 dBA DNL. Since exterior noise is currently 45 dBA DNL, meeting the interior standard should not be difficult, and assuming standard building materials are used, the construction typology will decrease the interior noise to less than 45 dBA DNL.     
	 

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	Electric grid can accommodate the increased energy output expected.
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	2
	The proposed project will offer rental housing to low income households. The existing neighborhood includes both affordable and market rate housing development.
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	2
	The proposed site is the site of a demolished housing community. Usage of the site would be similar to previous site usage
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	2
	There a numerous private and public schools within the area. The tutu high Rise (housing community devastated from Hurricanes Irma and Maria) is less than one mile from the proposed site. The effect on schools would be insignificant since the residents are within the same geographic.  Higher Education:  St. Thomas is home to several colleges and universities
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	1
	There are numerous banks, schools, libraries, shopping centers, grocery stores and recreational areas within one mile of the proposed site
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Roy L Schneider hospital which services the entire island is within one mile of the proposed site. Roy Lester Schneider Hospital is a 169-bed acute care facility offering pediatric, cardiology,  orthopedic, and emergency services.
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	3
	elevated lead levels were noted during sampling. Site is inundated with demolished debris.
	The delineation and clean up plan has been submitted to the Department of Planning and Natural Resource, Division of Environmental Protection for their approval.    The VIHFA CDBG-DR Program attempted to consult with the Virgin Islands Waste Management Authority on a Temporary Solid Waste Plan for St. Thomas. Unable to come to an agreement on a Solid Waste Plan, the VIHFA CDBG-DR Program will continue with the current USVI Solid Waste Plan which has been approved by EPA  All contaminated waste needs to be shipped off-island to a hazardous waste facility. All other waste can be dumped at the Anguilla Landfill following the permit process.

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	3
	Site has been used as a housing community of 300 units. The public waste water collection system is adequate to handle the new lower volume.
	Sewer connection is required in accordance with 19VIC sub section 1524 (a)  VIHA must obtain DPNR TPDES storm water permit

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	3
	The proposed project will utilize public water supply. The site has accommodated 300 units in the past. The proposed construction is a fraction of that capacity. The propose site houses an existing 83,520 gallon cistern to be used for fire suppression.
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	The proposed project is easily accessible to public services and other emergency personnel.
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	1
	The proposed construction includes a nature trail
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Highway: The geography of the island has limited the construction of major highway systems for more efficient transportation throughout  the island. The majority of roads are short and winding. The Subject is located 2.0 miles east of Veterans Drive, which provides access to downtown Charlotte Amalie, as well as to Cyril E. King Airport.  Air: The closest passenger airport to the Subject is Cyril E. King Airport, located 4.9 miles from the Subject site. This airport is served by several major air carriers as well as regional air carriers and experienced 419,000 enplanements in 2018.  Bus: Public transportation is limited in the U.S. Virgin Islands. The most reliable method of transportation outside private vehicle  ownership is taking a taxi, which are abundant on the island of St. Thomas. However, there is a public bus system, VITRAN, which provides access to certain areas of the island. Information regarding  bus routes and fares for VITRAN buses was not available.  
	Adequate off-road parking will be needed to accommodate bus shelter

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	There are no unique natural features or water resources on the location of the proposed project.
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	 
	The property has been extensively developed in the past adnd a majority of the property is currently overgrown with secondary growth vegetation. There are scattered large trees, which will be preserved as part of the new development. The project will not have a negative impact on the flora of St. Thomas. The project provides habitat to birds, lizards, and small mammals. Some of these species will be displaced but adequate undeveloped land lies to the northeast for them to relocated.   The Virgin Islands tree boa probably resides on the site and mitigative measures will be taken to prevent impact to these species.  
	A mitigation plan has been developed for the Virgin Island tree boa to minimize impact to these ESA listed species.

	Other Factors
	 
	 
	 



Supporting documentation
Donoe Zone Change-Act No 8320.pdf
Donoe Biological Opinion Cover Letter(2).pdf
Donoe Biological Opinion (1)(1).pdf
Donoe-Solid Waste WMA.pdf
Donoe-Human Services.pdf
Donoe-Energy Efficiency.pdf
Donoe-Energy Consumtion(1).pdf
Donoe fire services assessment.pdf
Energy Production Assessment.pdf
Estate Tutu Redevelopment - Transportation Assessment.pdf
Donoe-Energy Consumtion.pdf

Additional Studies Performed:
	Phase I Environmental Assessment  Phase II Environmental Assessment Sampling     Field Inspections have been done in August and September 2019, and from April through September 2020 by Bioimpact, Inc.     



Donoe Environmental  Phase 1.pdf
Phase II Sampling Phase I Parcels 3B and 3B-1 Estate Donoe Results FINAL.pdf

	Field Inspection [Optional]: Date and completed by:
	

	Nadalie Joseph
	7/19/2019 12:00:00 AM




List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	Syed Syedali Department of Planning and Natural Resources  Dr. Claencia Pelle, Department of Planning and Natural Resources  Lydia Pelle, CEO, Virgin Islands Housing Authority  Monique Farrell, Interim Director of Modernization &  Development at the Virgin Islands Housing Authority  Dr. Nicole Angeil, Director of Fish and Wildlife  Felix Lopez, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  Jan Zegarra, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  Human Services - Social Services   Department of Health - Public Health Services  Port Authority - Airport Clear Zones and Thermal/Explosive Hazards  Waste Management - Solid Waste and Waste Water Disposal   Water & Power Authority - Energy Consumption   DPNR - Floodplains   DPNR - Coastal Area Assessments  DPNR-State Historic Preservation Office  DPNR-Underground Storage Tank  DPNR - Zoning and Land Use   DPNR-Air and Water programs    





List of Permits Obtained: 
	Coverage under the TPDES General Permit, Stormwater - in process  Biological Opinion including incidental take of VI Boa-approved 08/05/2020  Re-zone Parcel 3B Estate Donoe-approved 06/29/2020



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	VIHFA will publish a Finding of No Significant Impact and Notice of Intent to Request a Release of Funds will be published in the newspaper and on the VIHFA Website for a total of 15 days  




Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	The redevelopment of the Donoe site is the development of a brownfield site which has been previously developed for residential use. The proposed development will have fewer units and thus a lower density on the site. The new vision is more in keeping with the current private residential development in the area with the Grandview Apartment which are located to the north.     The redevelopment of this site does not have a significant impact on the environment and will cleanup the debris which was left on site from the earlier development. The new site includes the preservation of green space for both human and wildlife uses.    Because this is the redevelopment of a site, it doesn't significantly contribute to impacts within the area. The site will re-introduce fewer residents than were previously in the same area.  



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	The site could be redeveloped in the same density as before which would not allow for the preservation of green space and would create additional impervious surface and therefore runoff. A more highly developed site would create a greater impact on the Virgin Islands tree boa habitat and on the tree boa.     The site could be subdivided into single family lots, however based on the volume of debris on the site it would create a significant financial burden on homeowners to clear the lots and building on the site might be out of reach for most potential home owners.    Or a new site could have been selected. This option was not selected because this site was previously developed and would not require additional electrical and sewage connections.


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	The site could remain as is with the large amount of debris covering much of the site. The site would continue to attract illegal dumping. The site would continue to provide refugia for the Virgin Islands tree boa within the vegetation and debris.  If left as is the site would not be able to redevelop into a woodland due to the amount of debris scattered on the site.  



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	The proposed construction offers reuse of a vacant site with some benefits and concerns requiring mitigation. The removal of debris and construction may harm endangered species, Tree Boas. However, US Fish and Wildlife has issued incidental take guidelines as part of a Biological Opinion for the project activity. Additionally, sampling has found elevated lead samples. A remediation plan has been submitted to DPNR for approval. Construction activity with the use of heavy equipment has the potential to increase levels of particulate matter. Therefore, Corrective measures should be taken to prevent any contaminant from becoming airborne. The site will utilize local sewer, electrical and water systems at lower capacity than previous housing at the site.    There are numerous banks, schools, libraries, shopping centers, grocery stores and recreational areas within one mile of the proposed site. The Roy L. Schneider Hospital is approximately 1 mile from the proposed site and offers emergency care to the island. The proposed construction includes a nature trail.  



Mitigation Measures and Conditions [CFR 1505.2(c)]: 
Summarized below are 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 or Condition
	Comments on Completed Measures
	Complete

	Endangered Species Act
	See attached Biological opinion
	N/A
	 

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
	The contaminants present can be delineated and removed during the course of the removal of debris from the site. A delineation, sampling and cleanup plan has been prepared and will be submitted to the Department of Planning and Natural Resources, Division of Environmental Protection so that upon completion of the cleanup a No Further Action Plan can be obtain as part of this Voluntary Clean-up.
	N/A
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	The delineation and clean up plan has been submitted to the Department of Planning and Natural Resource, Division of Environmental Protection for their approval.    The VIHFA CDBG-DR Program attempted to consult with the Virgin Islands Waste Management Authority on a Temporary Solid Waste Plan for St. Thomas. Unable to come to an agreement on a Solid Waste Plan, the VIHFA CDBG-DR Program will continue with the current USVI Solid Waste Plan which has been approved by EPA  All contaminated waste needs to be shipped off-island to a hazardous waste facility. All other waste can be dumped at the Anguilla Landfill following the permit process.
	N/A
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	Sewer connection is required in accordance with 19VIC sub section 1524 (a)  VIHA must obtain DPNR TPDES storm water permit
	N/A
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	Adequate off-road parking will be needed to accommodate bus shelter
	N/A
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	A mitigation plan has been developed for the Virgin Island tree boa to minimize impact to these ESA listed species.
	N/A
	 

	Permits, reviews and approvals
	Coverage under the TPDES General Permit, Stormwater - in process  Biological Opinion including incidental take of VI Boa-approved 08/05/2020  Re-zone Parcel 3B Estate Donoe-approved 06/29/2020
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	The project shall be monitored by CDBG-DR Compliance and Monitoring, and Environmental staff with a site visit prior to start of construction and prior to completion of the project. Once Construction has commenced, CDBG-DR Compliance and Monitoring staff will be monitor the project site quarterly. The Environmental staff will also conduct site visits to ensure that all mitigation measures are followed.


Donoe Biological Opinion Cover Letter(1).pdf
Phase II Sampling and Remediation of 3B and 3B-1 Estate Donoe.pdf

Supporting documentation on completed measures


APPENDIX A:  Related Federal Laws and Authorities

 Airport Hazards
	General policy
	Legislation
	Regulation

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



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?

	
	No




Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload the map showing that the site is not within the applicable distances to a military or civilian airport below

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport or 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
Estate Tutu Redevelopment- Phase 1 at Estate Donoe-Distance from Airport.pub

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Barrier Resources
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	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.  
	Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of 1982, as amended by the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (16 USC 3501) 

	



1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?
	
	No



Document and upload map and documentation below. 

	
	Yes




Compliance Determination
	This project is not located in a CBRS Unit. Therefore, this project has no potential to impact a CBRS Unit and is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
CBRS Designation Estate Donoe Project.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Flood Insurance
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Certain types of federal financial assistance may not be used in floodplains unless the community participates in National Flood Insurance Program and flood insurance is both obtained and maintained.
	Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 as amended (42 USC 4001-4128)
	24 CFR 50.4(b)(1) and 24 CFR 58.6(a) and (b); 24 CFR 55.1(b).




1.	Does this project involve financial assistance for construction, rehabilitation, or acquisition of a mobile home, building, or insurable personal property?

	
	No. This project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. 



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

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Based on the project description the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section. The project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood insurance. While flood insurance may not be mandatory in this instance, HUD recommends that all insurable structures maintain flood insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). The project is in compliance with Flood Insurance requirements.



Supporting documentation 
Estate Donoe 3A & 3B Flood Map.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Air Quality
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

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



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

	
	No



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?

	
	No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. 



	
	Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance status for the following criteria pollutants (check all that apply): 




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project's county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants. The project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act  .o Land clearing   o Operation of diesel engines   o Demolition    o Burning   o working with toxic materials   o High levels of particulate matter  Corrective measures should be taken to prevent any contaminant from becoming airborne. These shall include, but not limited to, measures to reduce fugitive emissions as mandated in the Virgin Islands Air Pollution Control Rules and Regulations, Title 12, Chapter 09, Section 204-206 (1995).  In addition, there are federal regulations the apply, to generators, mainly 40 CFR 60 subpart IIII and 40 CFR 63 Subpart ZZZZ. The local air pollution regulations also apply. An Authority to Construct and a Permit to Operate is needed for any equipment of process that are potential emission sources of air pollution. This is in accordance with 12VIR&R09.206-20(1995), 12VIR&R09.206-26(1995) and 12VIR&r09.209-27(1995). This shall be done prior to the commencing construction and operation of the unit or process. The construction permit is valid for one year. An extension scan be granted, for an additional year, if needed. After construction, of any unit or process, is complete, please notify the department and a Permit to Operate will be granted for three year. The Permit to Operate must be renewed sixty days prior to the  expiration date. If the unit is temporary or mobile, a permit may not required. However, please contact the program for instructions regarding permitting. The specification of unit may be neeed. The cost of the construction permit is fifty dollars per equipment for one year. The Permit to operate is fifty dollars per equipment for three years. There is a ten-dollar fee for each application. Therefore, the total amount is $220.00, per unit, for both permits. Moreover, if lead or asbestos is present during demolition, a workplan shall be submitted to the department for approval  The Department of Planning and Natural Resources has the right to enforce against any entity that violates local and federal air pollution control rules and regulations.  



Supporting documentation 
Donoe air and water Assessment.pdf
Air and Water Quality Assessment-Donoe.pdf
Donoe Air attainment.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Zone Management Act 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Federal assistance to applicant agencies for activities affecting any coastal use or resource is granted only when such activities are consistent with federally approved State Coastal Zone Management Act Plans.  
	Coastal Zone Management Act (16 USC 1451-1464), particularly section 307(c) and (d) (16 USC 1456(c) and (d))
	15 CFR Part 930





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

	
	Yes

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project is not located in or does not affect a Coastal Zone as defined in the state Coastal Management Plan. The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Donoe Redeveloment CZM Boundary.pub

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Contamination and Toxic Substances
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulations

	It is HUD policy that all properties that are being proposed for use in HUD programs be free of 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.
	
	24 CFR 58.5(i)(2)
24 CFR 50.3(i)




1.	How was site contamination evaluated? Select all that apply. Document and upload documentation and reports and evaluation explanation of site contamination below.

	
	American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA)

	
	ASTM Phase II ESA

	
	Remediation or clean-up plan

	
	ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening

	
	None of the Above



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 I ESA and confirmed in a Phase II ESA?)

	
	No



	
	Yes





3.	Mitigation
Document and upload 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.  

[bookmark: _Toc353375522]Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated? 

	
	Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated.




	
	Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation. Document and upload all mitigation requirements below. 




4.	Describe how compliance was achieved in the text box below. 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.

	The contaminants present can be delineated and removed during the course of the removal of debris from the site. A delineation, sampling and cleanup plan has been prepared and will be submitted to the Department of Planning and Natural Resources, Division of Environmental Protection so that upon completion of the cleanup a No Further Action Plan can be obtain as part of this Voluntary Clean-up.



If a remediation plan or clean-up program was necessary, which standard does it follow?

	
	Complete removal 

	
	Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 










Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Site contamination was evaluated as follows: ASTM Phase I ESA, ASTM Phase II ESA, Remediation or clean-up plan. On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances were found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property. The adverse environmental impacts can be mitigated. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
Phase II Sampling Phase I Parcels 3B and 3B-1 Estate Donoe Results FINAL(1).pdf
Phase II Sampling and Remediation of 3B and 3B-1 Estate Donoe(1).pdf
Phase II 3B and 3B1 Estate Donoe QAQC.pdf
Donoe Environmental  Phase 1(1).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Endangered Species 
	General requirements
	ESA Legislation
	Regulations

	Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) mandates that federal agencies ensure that actions that they authorize, fund, or carry out shall not jeopardize the continued existence of federally listed plants and animals or result in 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”). 
	The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); particularly section 7 (16 USC 1536).
	50 CFR Part 402



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

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



	
	No, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office



	
	Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats.



2.	Are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area? 

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



	
	Yes, there are federally listed species or designated critical habitats present in the action area.  




3.	What effects, if any, will your project have on federally listed species or designated critical habitat?
	
	No 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. in the action area. 




	
	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.

	
	Likely to Adversely Affect: The project may have negative effects on one or more listed species or critical habitat.





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.

Document and upload the following below:
(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 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. If negative effects cannot be mitigated, cancel the project using the button at the bottom of this screen.

	
	Mitigation as follows will be implemented:  



	See attached Biological opinion






	
	No mitigation is necessary.   




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project was found Likely to Adversely Affect listed species, and formal consultation was conducted. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act. A Biological Opinion was publish by the Fish and Wildlife Service that states that ''Action is not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the VI boa. Based on the AAs past land use history and intense modification, we do not expect a high abundance of VI boas to occur within the AA. Thus, the Action is not expected to appreciably reduce the species' likelihood of survival and recovery throughout the species range.''



Supporting documentation 
 
Donoe Biological Opinion Cover Letter.pdf
Donoe Biological Opinion (1).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Explosive and Flammable Hazards
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD-assisted projects must meet Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) requirements to protect them from explosive and flammable hazards.
	N/A
	24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C



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

	
	Yes



2.	Does this project include any of the following activities:  development, construction, rehabilitation that will increase residential densities, or conversion?


	
	No



	
	Yes





[bookmark: _GoBack]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:
•	Containers 100 gallons or less in capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels OR  
•	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 or later 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 I of 24 CFR part 51 subpart C, answer “Yes.”

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.

	
	Yes






Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	A Phase 1 and Phase II Environmental Site Assessment has been performed at the site by Bioimpact, Inc. According to qualification documents, Bioimpact is experienced in the preparation of Phase I ESA as set forth in ASTM Standard Practice Designation E-1527-13   and Phase ESA as set forth in ASTM E1903-II.  Additionally, Kerten Peters who functioned in the capacity of Underground Storage Tank inspector, acknowledges one UST less than 1 mile from the property. The property and the UST is buffered by trees and UST facility is located on an declining hill away from proposed site.



Supporting documentation 
 
Phase II Sampling Phase I Parcels 3B and 3B-1 Estate Donoe Results FINAL(2).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Farmlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) discourages federal activities that would convert farmland to nonagricultural purposes.
	Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981 (7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.)
	7 CFR Part 658



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?

	
	Yes

	
	No



If your project includes new construction, acquisition of undeveloped land or conversion, explain how you determined that agricultural land would not be converted:

	The property is zoned residential according to zoning office



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project does not include any activities that could potentially convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use. The project is in compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Donoe-Zoning Assessment.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Floodplain Management
	General Requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11988, Floodplain Management, requires federal activities to avoid impacts to floodplains and to avoid direct and indirect support of floodplain development to the extent practicable.
	Executive Order 11988
	24 CFR 55



1.	Do any of the following exemptions apply? Select the applicable citation? [only one selection possible]

	
	55.12(c)(3)

	
	55.12(c)(4) 

	
	55.12(c)(5) 

	
	55.12(c)(6) 

	
	55.12(c)(7) 

	
	55.12(c)(8) 

	
	55.12(c)(9) 

	
	55.12(c)(10) 

	
	55.12(c)(11) 

	
	None of the above 	



2.	Upload a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site here:

 
Donoe RedevelopmentFEMA Flood Map.pdf

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.

Does your project occur in a floodplain?
	
	No




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

	
	Yes







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project does not occur in a floodplain. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988. The parcels lie within Flood Zone X where 100-year flooding is not expected FEMA FIRM Map 28 of 94.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Historic Preservation
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	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   
	Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470f)
	36 CFR 800 “Protection of Historic Properties” http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html





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.)


	
	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)].


	
	Yes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or indirect).




Threshold (b). Document and upload the memo or explanation/justification of the other determination below:

	


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

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project is the development of a site that was extensively altered in the past. Based on the project description the project has No Potential to Cause Effects. The project is in compliance with Section 106.



Supporting documentation 
 
Estate Tutu Redevelopment - Historic Assessmnt.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Noise Abatement and Control 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	HUD’s noise regulations protect residential properties from excessive noise exposure. HUD encourages mitigation as appropriate.
	Noise Control Act of 1972

General Services Administration Federal Management Circular 75-2: “Compatible Land Uses at Federal Airfields”
	Title 24 CFR 51 Subpart B




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.

	
	Rehabilitation of an existing residential property



	
	A research demonstration project which does not result in new construction or reconstruction

	
	An interstate land sales registration

	
	Any timely emergency assistance under disaster assistance provision 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

	
	None of the above



4.	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.  Document and upload a map showing the location of the project relative to any noise generators below.

	
	Noise generators were found within the threshold distances.  




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	A noise assessment was conducted in accordance with 24 CFR Part 58. 24 CFR Part 51 Subpart B, and the day-night average noise level during the 24 hour monitoring period averaged 45 dBA DNL. Based on HUD's noise compatibility criteria, the noise levels on the site are acceptable. The Preliminary Screening identified no noise generators in the vicinity of the project. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation.



Supporting documentation 
 
Noise Assessment Study Donoe (1) (1).pdf


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Sole Source Aquifers 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 protects drinking water systems which are the sole or principal drinking water source for an area and which, if contaminated, would create a significant hazard to public health.
	Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 201, 300f et seq., and 21 U.S.C. 349)
	40 CFR Part 149



	
1.	Does the project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing building(s)? 

	
	Yes


	
	No





2.	Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)?
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.

	
	No



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload 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, below.

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project is not located on a sole source aquifer area. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
Donoe Sole Source Aquifer Determination.pdf


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wetlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Executive Order 11990 discourages direct or indirect support of new construction impacting 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. 
	Executive Order 11990
	24 CFR 55.20 can be used for general guidance regarding the 8 Step Process.



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

	
	No


	
	Yes


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. Document and upload a map or any other relevant documentation below which explains your determination 

	
	Yes, there is a wetland that be impacted in terms of E.O. 11990’s definition of new construction.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	There are no jurisdictional wetlands or waters of the U.S. within the subject property. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.



Supporting documentation 
 
Donoe Redevelopment Wetland Map.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act provides federal protection for certain free-flowing, wild, scenic and recreational rivers designated as components or potential components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System (NWSRS) from the effects of construction or development. 
	The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (16 U.S.C. 1271-1287), particularly section 7(b) and (c) (16 U.S.C. 1278(b) and (c))
	36 CFR Part 297 



1.	Is your project within proximity of a NWSRS river?  

	
	No


	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Designated Wild and Scenic River or Study Wild and Scenic River.

	
	Yes, the project is in proximity of a Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) River.



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	There are no wild and scenic rivers in the Virgin Islands. This project is not within proximity of a NWSRS river. The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No






Environmental Justice
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	Determine if the project creates 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.  
	Executive Order 12898
	



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?

	
	Yes

	
	No



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

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Current FEMA Flood Maps, CBRS, and Wetlands Maps were reviewed and would not be affected by the proposed construction. Additionally cognizant agencies such as Department of Planning and Natural Resources, US Fish and Wildlife, Virgin Islands Port Authority, Human Services, Fire Services, Health Department, Department of Public Works, Waste Management Authority, Virgin Islands Energy office, and Police Department were consulted in their respective disciplines. Due to the potential to affect the Virgin Islands Boa, a biological opinion was issued by US Fish and Wildlife with instructions on incidental take and other mitigation measures are discussed throughout the document. Lead contamination was found in testing results and a remediation plan has been drafted in response. due to the use of heavy equipment and earth work, there is a potential to for increased Particulate Matter and Air Pollution. Permits must be obtain prior to the start of construction. . Environmental concerns encountered during review can be mitigated by adhering mitigation plan. No adverse environmental impacts were identified in the project's total environmental review. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No
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