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Project Information

	Project Name:
	HK-Riverstone-Port-Orchard-2019



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010106676



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	KITSAP COUNTY, 614 Division St Port Orchard WA, 98366



	RE Preparer:  
	Shannon Bauman



	State / Local Identifier:  
	



	Certifying Officer:
	Robert Gelder, Chair 




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	Community Frameworks



	Point of Contact: 
	Heather Wegan



	Consultant (if applicable):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	


	Project Location:
	, Port Orchard, WA 98366



	Additional Location Information:

	Project has not yet been assigned a street address. Once the plat has been recorded, each home will have an address off of Harold Drive SE. Project site is bounded by SE Lund Ave. and SE Harold Dr. in Port Orchard, WA 98366




	Direct Comments to:
	Any individual, group, or agency wishing to comment on the project may submit written comments by email to Kitsap County at  sbauman@co.kitsap.wa.us 



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

	Project sponsor Housing Kitsap will acquire two tax parcels in the City of Port Orchard, Washington, for the construction of 39 single-family homes using the Mutual Self-Help Housing program. The project will use SHOP funds for development of the homes and HOME and USDA RD funds for homebuyer financing. The project site consists of two tax parcels, tax account numbers 4625-000-011-0202 and 352401-4-019-2007, and encompasses a total of approximately 7.64 acres. The project site is currently undeveloped and forested. The project will include clearing and grading, installation of internal roadways, utilities, on-site storm water retention facilities, and construction of single-family homes. Site development permits, building construction permits and SEPA review will be conducted by the City of Port Orchard.



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	The purpose of the project is to build much needed affordable housing in a location near services and transit. Affordable housing is a high priority in the Consolidated Plan. This project will add an additional 55-60 units of homeownership housing for households with incomes below 80% area median income. Households participate in building their own home, and the homes of their neighbors, which results in a stronger community and pride in ownership.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	The project site is currently undeveloped and forested. It does not contain any structures and there is no history of any development on the site. It is zoned for urban residential density and located in an area of single-family homes and small scale commercial development. The western edge of the property abuts a deep ravine that contains Black Jack creek. If the project were not built, the site would likely eventually be built out with housing as it is located within the city and zoned for residential use. Easily developable land within the City of Port Orchard is limited, particularly for development of this scale.



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:
Parcel Map.docx

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:
FONSI Signature Page signed by Gelder.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

	M19DC530205
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program

	SH190340000
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	Self-Help Homeownership Opportunity Program (SHOP)

	SH200530000
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	Self-Help Homeownership Opportunity Program (SHOP)



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$1,000,000.00




	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)]:
	$4,000,000.00



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. Kitsap County does not have a military airport.

	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 located in a state that does not contain CBRS units. Therefore, this project 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
	The structure or insurable property is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. 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.

	Coastal Zone Management Act
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) & (d)
	  Yes     No
	This project is located in a Coastal Zone, but it has been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management Program. 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
	On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property were not found. The project is in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed by Krazan & Associates, Inc., October 2019. The study identified no evidence of recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized environmental conditions (CRECs) or historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs) in conjunction with the subject site.

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes      No
	This project May Affect, but is Not Likely to Adversely Affect, listed species, and informal consultation was conducted. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

	Explosive and Flammable Hazards
Above-Ground Tanks)[24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C
	  Yes     No
	There are no current or planned stationary aboveground storage containers of concern within 1 mile of the project site. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.

	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.

	Historic Preservation
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, particularly sections 106 and 110; 36 CFR Part 800
	  Yes     No
	Based on Section 106 consultation there are No Historic Properties Affected because there are no historic properties present. 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. The noise level was normally unacceptable: 69.0 db. See noise analysis. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation without mitigation.

	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. Bainbridge Island is the only Sole Source aquifer area in Kitsap County. The project is not located on Bainbridge Island. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	The project will not impact on- or off-site wetlands. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990. See National Wetlands Inventory Map and Kitsap County Critical Areas Map.

	Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968, particularly section 7(b) and (c)
	  Yes     No
	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
	Adverse environmental impacts are not disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities. 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
	The project was approved by the City of Port Orchard for 39 lots. The proposed 39 single family homes satisfies the applicable goals of the City of Port Orchard Comprehensive Plan for housing. The site is designated Medium Density Residential in the City of Port Orchard Comprehensive Plan and designated Residential 2 (R2) and Residential 3 (R3) on the City of Port Orchard Zoning Map. The design of the development is compatible with neighboring land uses. The surrounding land uses include single-family residential and commercial restaurant and retail. See attached City of Port Orchard DNS.
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	2
	The site is currently vacant land with the major portions of the site sloping northwesterly towards Black Jack Creek. A small area along Lund Avenue is a cut slope that drains to that street. A small upstream area drains onto the east area of the site which slopes to the south property line. The nearby plat of Archer Point has filled in the natural drainage course and created a depression where drainage infiltrates into the soil along the common property line. The area located to the north and east of the project drains onto the western portion of the site and drains to Black Jack  Creek. A Geotechnical Report was prepared by a licensed engineer. The report addresses the steep slopes present approximately 300 feet from the site. Based on the distance between the proposed development and the Black Jack Creek ravine, the engineer does not anticipate that slope stability will impact the site. In addition only minor storm water related problems are anticipated if site-grading operations are undertaken during the normally drier portions of the year. Site development is expected to begin in the spring and will follow all requirements for erosion control. Storm water will be infiltrated on-site. Roof infiltration trenches will be construction on each lot. Surface runoff from asphalt paving, sidewalks, and landscaping will be conveyed to one of three on-site bioretention systems. Curb, gutter and sidewalk will be constructed along the west side of Harold Drive to connect to the improvements located to the north and south. The upstream area located north and east of the site will be intercepted by a ditch and convey to the north end of the project to keep this drainage out of the proposed improvements and to maintain the natural drainage system located along the east side of the project. Stormwater drainage will be mitigated for water quality and quantity using bioretention systems and infiltration trenches in conformance with the 2012 Department of Ecology Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington. See attached Storm Drainage Report and Geotechnical Engineering Report.    
	 

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	2
	The project is the type that is ideal for the particular site. It will not be detrimental to the health, safety or welfare of persons residing or working in the neighborhood, nor will it be detrimental to the public welfare or interest to the property or improvements in the neighborhood. During the short-term, construction activity will generate some noise typical of residential construction. Long-term noise impacts will result from vehicles using the site and noises typical of a single-family residential plat.
	 

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	The addition of 39 single-family homes will have minimal impact on energy consumption. The new homes constructed will follow current energy codes and energy saving measures will be used in construction of the homes to lessen energy consumption. Site will use electricity for lighting and household uses and natural gas for heating and cooking.
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	2
	The construction of 39 homes will create some temporary construction jobs. The housing will provide affordable homes for residents working in the Port Orchard area. The development will not adversely impact existing employment and income patterns.
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	2
	The construction of 39 homes will not significantly alter the demographic characteristics of the surrounding neighborhood. Homes will be occupied by homeowners similar to the surrounding residential neighborhood demographics. The site is vacant so there is no displacement.
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	2
	School impact fees will be required to be paid at building permit application. South Kitsap School District will provide services for the development. Project is located within the City and impact of development is included in School District Capital Facility plans.
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	2
	The project site is in the City of Port Orchard near many commercial facilities including walking distance to several grocery stores, drug stores and restaurants. The addition of 39 households will have limited impact on existing commercial facilities.
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The addition of 39 homes will have a minimal impact on health care services in the community. Project is in close proximity to medical and dental clinics in the City of Port Orchard. The nearest urgent care is 6 minutes away and the nearest hospital is approximately 18 minutes away in Gig Harbor.
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Solid waste collection service will be provided by Waste Management, Inc.
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Sanitary Sewer service will be provided by West Sound Utility District. Residential development at this density has been anticipated in the Capital Facilities Plan for the City.
	 

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Public water supply will be provided by West Sound Utility District. Residential development at this density has been anticipated in the Capital Facilities Plan for the City.
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	Police protection will be provided by City of Port Orchard Police Department. Fire protection will be provided by Kitsap County Fire District #7.
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	2
	The proposed project will not displace any existing recreational uses. Nearby recreation facilities include South Kitsap Regional Park, VanZee Park, Givens Playground and the South Kitsap Community Pool. The project will pay impact fees to the City of Port Orchard.
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	A Traffic Impact Analysis was conducted for the site. The subject property is bordered to the south/southwest by SE Lund Avenue and to the east by Harold Drive SE. Access to the site is proposed via one restricted right-in, right-out access extending northeast from SE Lund Avenue and one full-movement access extending west from Harold Drive SE. Site development also includes frontage improvements along the east side of Harold Drive SE and roadways and sidewalks internal to the site, as illustrated in the site development plan. Based one ITE data, the project is estimated to generate 437 weekday daily trips, 32 AM (8 inbound / 24 outbound) peak hour trips and 41 PM (26 inbound / 15 outbound) peak hour trips. A three-year horizon of 2023 was analyzed with the proposed development and includes a background growth rate. Service levels at the project accesses with Riverstone Plat volumes are shown to operate with LOS B or better conditions indicating no operational deficiencies. The project will be required to pay traffic impact fees as required by the city of Port Orchard. Fees are assessed per net new dwelling unit. Exact fees and calculations will be determine by the City at the time of building permit issuance.  
	 

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	The site is undeveloped and heavily vegetated. It does not contain any water resources such as wetlands, lakes, ponds, creeks or rivers. It does not contain any unique natural features. The project will not discharge waste materials to surface water, require surface water withdrawls or diversion, and will not withdraw ground water.
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	2
	The site is undeveloped and heavily vegetated with trees and shrubs. Site was logged for timber more than six years ago. Various birds, hawks and deer have been observed at the site. No threatened or endangered species are known to be on or near the site.
	 

	Other Factors
	 
	 
	 



Supporting documentation

Additional Studies Performed:
	




	Field Inspection [Optional]: Date and completed by:
	

	 
	 




List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	*Section 106 Consultation, Suquamish Tribe, Dennis Lewarch, THPO  *Section 106 Consultation, Port Gamble S'Klallam Tribe, Laura L. Price, THPO  *Section 106 Consultation, Confederated Tribes of Warm Springs, Robert Brunoe, THPO  *Section 106 Consultation, Skokomish Tribe, Kris Miller, THPO  *Section 106 Consultation, WA State Dept. of Archaeology & Historic Preservation, Robert Whitlam, Ph.D., State Archaeologist, Letter dated April 1, 2020.  *Washington State Dept. of Ecology, Letter of Consistency, dated May 12, 2016.  *City of Port Orchard, Determination of Nonsignificance, Dec. 23, 2020.  *Geotechnical Engineer Report, N.L. Olson and Associates, Inc., June 2008.  *Riverstone Plat - Infiltration Evaluation, Krazan and Associates, Inc., August 2019.  *Traffic Impact Analysis, Heath and Associates, Inc., April 2020.  *SEPA Environmental Checklist, City of Port Orchard, April 2020.  *Preliminary Storm Drainage Report, WestSound Engineering, Inc., April 2020  *Informal Consultation with National Marine Fisheries, Bonnie Shorin, Program Analyst/QAQC Review, Oregon Washington Coastal Office, West Coast Region, March 5, 2021, email  *U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Ryan McReynolds, Dec. 28, 2021, email    





List of Permits Obtained: 
	



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	City of Port Orchard Notice Determination of Non-Significance, 14-day comment period, Dec. 23 - Jan. 6, 2021.   City of Port Orchard Public Hearing, Riverstone Preliminary Plat, March 9, 2021.  




Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	This environmental review includes review of the combined impacts of the acquisition, site development and construction of all 39 residential lots for construction of single-family homes proposed for the site. Site development includes clearing, grading, installation of stormwater retention ponds, internal roadways and sidewalks, installation of underground utilities, planting of trees and landscaping in common areas and construction of homes.



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	No additional alternatives were analyzed.


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	The No Action Alternative would result in no affordable housing built on the site. The site is zoned for residential housing and impacts can be successfully mitigated to limit negative impacts of development. If this project was not developed another housing project would likely develop the site due to it's location in the Urban Growth boundary of Port Orchard.



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	A review of each statute, executive order and regulation under 24 CFR 50.4, 58.5, and 58.6 as well as environmental assessment factors under 24 CFR 58.40. The project will not result in a significant impact on the environment. Documentation has been provided for each authority. Informal consultation was conducted for Historic Preservation and Endangered Species. As a result of informal consultation with National Marine Fisheries Service, additional trees have been added to the landscape plan to address tree removal that will result from developing the property. This will help protect nearby salmon habitat areas. The project will add much needed affordable housing units in the urban area near services, schools and transportation.



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
	The project will increase the number and types of trees to be planted to mitigate loss of mature tree cover. The recommendation is to use native tree varieties to maximize canopy cover and rainfall intercept.
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	The project developer, Housing Kitsap, is responsible for implementing the landscape requirements including planting trees as shown in the landscape plan. Once the project is complete with all landscaping installed, the Block Grant Program Office staff will inspect the site and document the plan has been implemented and required trees planted. The Block Grant Office within 60-days of project completion will send a complete action form to the National Marine Fisheries Services that indicates the as-built condition conforms to the approved landscape plan.



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. Kitsap County does not have a military airport.



Supporting documentation 
 
Airport Map Riverstone.docx

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) 

	



This project is located in a state that does not contain CBRA units. Therefore, this project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.

Compliance Determination
	This project is located in a state that does not contain CBRS units. Therefore, this project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.



Supporting documentation 

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. 



	
	Yes




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

	FIRMETTE.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. Provide FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, and date within your documentation. 

Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area?   
	
	No



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

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The structure or insurable property is not located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard Area. 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 

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.



Supporting documentation 
Air Quality.docx

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





2. Does this project include new construction, conversion, major rehabilitation, or substantial improvement activities?

	
	Yes

	
	No






3.	Has this project been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management Program?

	
	Yes, without mitigation



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

	
	Yes, with mitigation

	
	No, project must be canceled. 





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project is located in a Coastal Zone, but it has been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management Program. The project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Cert of Consistency letter from State.pdf

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.	Evaluate the site for contamination. 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?


	
	No



Explain:
	A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed by Krazan & Associates, Inc., October 2019. The study identified no evidence of recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized environmental conditions (CRECs) or historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs) in conjunction with the subject site.



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

	
	Yes



	
	Check here if an ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) report was utilized.  [Note:  HUD regulations does not require an ASTM Phase I ESA report for single family homes]  







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	On-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property were not found. The project is in compliance with contamination and toxic substances requirements. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed by Krazan & Associates, Inc., October 2019. The study identified no evidence of recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized environmental conditions (CRECs) or historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs) in conjunction with the subject site.



Supporting documentation 
 
Riverstone Plat Phase I ESA Oct 2019.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.




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

[bookmark: _Toc353375347]Did the Service(s) concur with the finding that the project is Not Likely to Adversely Affect?


	
	Yes, the Service(s) concurred with the finding. 



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload the following below:
(1)	A biological evaluation or equivalent document
(2)	Concurrence(s) from FWS and/or NMFS
(3)	Any other documentation of informal consultation 

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

	
	No, the Service(s) did not concur with the finding. 






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:  



	The project will increase the number and types of trees to be planted to mitigate loss of mature tree cover. The recommendation is to use native tree varieties to maximize canopy cover and rainfall intercept.






	
	No mitigation is necessary.   




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project May Affect, but is Not Likely to Adversely Affect, listed species, and informal consultation was conducted. With mitigation, identified in the mitigation section of this review, the project will be in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Email from NMFS Concurrance.pdf
RIVERSTONE Landscape Layout.pdf
Email RE_ Landscape Plan.pdf
NMFS Confirmation Riverstone WCRO-2020-00512-2906.pdf
NMFS Action Notification Riverstone.pdf
wcr_salmonid_ch_esa_july2016.pdf
FWS No Effect Guidance.docx
Email RE From FWS TA for Riverstone.pdf
IPaC_ Explore Location.pdf
Official Species List_ Washington Fish And Wildl.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
	There are no current or planned stationary aboveground storage containers of concern within 1 mile of the project site. The project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
Map 1 mile review area.docx

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:

	Project will occur within the City of Port Orchard on land zoned for residential use. The property is currently wooded and is not agricultural land.



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 
 
Farmland Documentation.docx

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:

 
FIRMETTE.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.



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).




Step 1 – Initiate Consultation
Select all consulting parties below (check all that apply):

	
	

	 State Historic Preservation Offer (SHPO)
	Completed



	
	




	
	Indian Tribes, including Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPOs) or Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs)



	
	

	  Port Gamble S'Klallam Tribe
	Response Period Elapsed

	  Skokomish Tribe
	Completed

	  Suquamish Tribe
	Response Period Elapsed


	

	
	Other Consulting Parties




Describe the process of selecting consulting parties and initiating consultation here: 

	Due to ground disturbance for the project the State Office of Historic Preservation as well as tribes listed as interested parties for Section 106 consultation were contacted.



Document and upload all correspondence, notices and notes (including comments and objections received below).


Step 2 – Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties
1. Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) or uploading a map depicting the APE below:
	The project site is located near SE Lund Ave. and Harold Dr. SE, Port Orchard, WA 98366. A map showing the site has been uploaded.



In the chart below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE. Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be included in the chart.

Upload the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or objection(s), notes, and photos) that justify your National Register Status determination below.  

	Address / Location / District
	National Register Status
	SHPO Concurrence
	Sensitive Information



Additional Notes:
	





1. Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project?

	
	Yes


		Document and upload surveys and report(s) below.
For Archeological surveys, refer to HP Fact Sheet #6, Guidance on Archeological Investigations in HUD Projects.  

Additional Notes:
	







	
	No



Step 3 –Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties 

Only properties that are listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places receive further consideration under Section 106.   Assess the effect(s) of the project by applying the Criteria of Adverse Effect. (36 CFR 800.5)]  Consider direct and indirect effects as applicable as per guidance on direct and indirect effects.

Choose one of the findings below - No Historic Properties Affected, No Adverse Effect, or Adverse Effect; and seek concurrence from consulting parties.  

	
	No Historic Properties Affected



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload concurrence(s) or objection(s) below.

         Document reason for finding: 
	
	No historic properties present.

	
	Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them.







	
	No Adverse Effect



	
	Adverse Effect




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Based on Section 106 consultation there are No Historic Properties Affected because there are no historic properties present. The project is in compliance with Section 106.



Supporting documentation 
 
Email reply from Warm Springs.pdf
Email Reply from Skokomish Tribe.pdf
Warm Springs Letter.pdf
Suquamish Letter.pdf
Skokomish Letter.pdf
PG SKlallam Letter.pdf
SHPO Response Letter.pdf
Cultural Resources Report.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. 



	
	Noise generators were found within the threshold distances.  




5.	Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the


	
	Acceptable:  (65 decibels or less; the ceiling may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))  



	
	Normally Unacceptable:  (Above 65 decibels but not exceeding 75 decibels; the floor may be shifted to 70 decibels in circumstances described in §24 CFR 51.105(a))




Is your project in a largely undeveloped area? 

	
	No



	Indicate noise level here: 

	69



Document and upload noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis below.
             		
	
	Yes





	
	Unacceptable:  (Above 75 decibels)



HUD strongly encourages conversion of noise-exposed sites to land uses compatible with high noise levels. 
	
	Check here to affirm that you have considered converting this property to a non-residential use compatible with high noise levels. 



	Indicate noise level here: 

	69



Document and upload noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis below.


6.	HUD strongly encourages mitigation be used to eliminate adverse noise impacts. Explain in detail the exact measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation. This information will be automatically included in the Mitigation summary for the environmental review.


	
	Mitigation as follows will be implemented:   



	
	No mitigation is necessary.   



Explain why mitigation will not be made here:
	Noise level is 69 decibels for lots along roadway. The noise level can be shifted to 70 decibels because it meets the criteria outlined in 24 CFR 51.105(a). Although mitigation will not be required, noise reducing measures will be included in the construction of the project and have been outlined in the attached documentation.



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


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	A Noise Assessment was conducted. The noise level was normally unacceptable: 69.0 db. See noise analysis. The project is in compliance with HUD's Noise regulation without mitigation.



Supporting documentation 
 
Email RE_ Traffic Data projected out 10 yr.pdf
Riverstone Project Map.docx
Noise sketch.pdf
Noise Letter from HK.pdf
Noise Analysis.pdf
PO 20 April Traffic Count.xls


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. Bainbridge Island is the only Sole Source aquifer area in Kitsap County. The project is not located on Bainbridge Island. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.



Supporting documentation 
 
ssa_bainbridge_2013.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
	The project will not impact on- or off-site wetlands. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990. See National Wetlands Inventory Map and Kitsap County Critical Areas Map.



Supporting documentation 
 
County Critical Areas Map.pdf
Natl Wetlands Inventory 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
	This project is not within proximity of a NWSRS river. The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
Wild and Scenic Rivers.pdf
Map with water bodies.pdf

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



2.	Were these adverse environmental impacts disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities?

	
	Yes


	
	No


Explain:
	Mitigation to protect endangered species is required for the project. This will not disproportionately impact low-income or minority communities.



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


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Adverse environmental impacts are not disproportionately high for low-income and/or minority communities. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.



Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No
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