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Project Information

	Project Name:
	SWDS-Homes



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010124862



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	CLEVELAND, DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT CLEVELAND OH, 44114



	RE Preparer:  
	Brendan Barrington



	State / Local Identifier:  
	



	Certifying Officer:
	Robert Laycock




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	



	Consultant (if applicable):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	


	Project Location:
	, Cleveland, OH 



	Additional Location Information:

	Parcel Number and Address: 005-27-136 9608 Kirkwood 006-09-045 6805 LAWN 006-05-065 7309 LAWN 006-05-064 7311 LAWN 006-04-096 7808 Dudley 006-04-089 7700 Dudley 006-07-006 7615 Elton 006-07-004, 006-07-005 7619 Elton 002-29-055 Wakefield 002-29-054 6016 Wakefield 002-29-109 6014 Wakefield 002-29-108 6014 Bayne 006-07-024 7315 ELTON 006-07-011 7515 ELTON 006-01-079 2194 W 83RD 006-06-007 7815 ELTON 006-05-106 7514 ELTON 006-03-113 2072 W 83RD 006-03-121 2044 W 83RD 002-26-033 6708 Wakefield 002-26-039 1721 W 69th 005-27-138 9618 Kirkwood 005-27-139 9702 Kirkwood 005-29-026 2138 W 85th 006-04-163 7912 Elton 006-04-142 7600 Elton 006-04-116 7601 Dudley 006-04-140 7611 Eve 006-01-094 2191 W 85th 006-04-082 7601 LAWN 006-01-080 2198 W 83RD 006-03-128 2016 W 83RD 002-28-020 6005 Wakefield 002-28-107 6003 Wakefield 006-01-082 2204 W 83RD 006-01-083 2208 W 83RD 006-02-033 2112 W 83RD




	Direct Comments to:
	Robert C. Laycock 
City of Cleveland
Compliance Manager | Department of Community Development | City of Cleveland
601 Lakeside Avenue, Room 320, Cleveland OH 44114
Rlaycock@city.cleveland.oh.us



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

	SWDS Homes is a 30 unit, scattered site, single-family infill project that will be available to families at or below 60% of the area median income (AMI). The project will be developed on vacant lots formerly held by the City or County land banks in the Detroit Shoreway and Cudell neighborhoods on Cleveland's west side.



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	The SW Detroit Shoreway Homes project is intended to address concerns of limited affordable housing in the Detroit Shoreway neighborhood of Cleveland. Up to 33 homes will be developed on vacant lots formerly held by the City or County land banks in the Detroit Shoreway and Cudell neighborhoods on Cleveland's west side.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	The sites are in an established area of mixed-use within southwest Cleveland.The site area is predominantly residential with single-family homes in poor to good condition ranging in price from $30,000 to $90,000 per Zillow.com. Some multifamily apartments are mixed throughout. Commercial businesses lie along Madison Avenue to the north and Lorain Avenue to the south. Surrounding land uses are generally residential and commercial. Rail lines and highways are located nearby. Nearby residential uses are in generally satisfactory condition; however, some houses in the area are in poor condition. It is projected that the population will decrease by 248, or 0.6%, between 2018 and 2023. Households increased by 208, or 1.2%, between 2010 and 2018. Projections indicate the median household income will be $29,390 by 2023, a decrease of 2.3% from 2018.



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:

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:
SWDS Homes EA HEROS Signature Page signed.pdf
20-Cleveland-SWDS Homes-HOME-AUGF.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

	M-16-MC-39-0207   
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program

	M-17-MC-39-0207
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program

	M-18-MC-39-0207
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$600,000.00



	Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]:
	$7,756,131.00



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
	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 non-attainment status for the following: Ozone, Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns, Particulate Matter, <10 microns. This project does not exceed de minimis emissions levels or the screening level established by the state or air quality management district for the pollutant(s) identified above. 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 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
	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.

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes     No
	This project will have No Effect on listed species based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office. This project is 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. The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	Based on the project description this project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section. 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
	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
	 




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
	Please refer to SWDS Homes Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated September 2019, Section 3.5, 4.2 which is on-file. North of 6014 Bayne Court, 6014 Wakefield and 6016 Wakefield there is a cemetery. Additionally, at 7315 Elton there is a church adjacent to the north. A school also appears adjacent east to the parcel at 2208 W 83rd. Otherwise all adjacent properties land uses are either residential. No environmental liens, activity or use limitations are known to exist.
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	2
	Please refer to SWDS Homes Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated September 2019, Section 8 which is on-file. Based upon hydrogeology groundwater flow direction and the furthest known extents of the contamination, none of these properties are suspected of having petroleum or chemical contaminant plumes that would be identified as a VEC; and as such, a VEC can be ruled out.
	 

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	2
	Please refer to SWDS Homes Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated September 2019: Section 6 and Market Feasibility Analysis of SW Detroit Shoreway Homes: Section VI which are on-file. Nothing of environmental significance was noted during the site reconnaissance. Social services, public transportation and public safety services are all within 2.5 miles of the site. The crime risk for the Site PMA is above the national average and that of Cuyahoga County. It is our expectation that most tenants will come from the neighborhoods near the site and will be accustomed to the crime risk inherent in living in an urban area such as the Detroit Shoreway neighborhood of Cleveland. Overall, we do not believe crime risk will have an adverse impact on the proposed site. The overwhelming demand for affordable rental alternatives in the area will drive occupancy at SW Detroit Shoreway Homes.
	 

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	Please refer to Site Plans Dated February 2019 which is on file. New homes are to be outfitted with Energy Star Equipment and modern building materials.
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VII which is on-file. Cuyahoga County generally underperformed both the state and the U.S. from 2001 to 2017. Most of the employment loss from 2008 to 2010 is attributed to the national economic recession, however total employment in the county has underperformed since 2001. As a result, the net employment loss of 9.6% in Cuyahoga County was much greater than the Ohio decline of 1.3%, and the 11.0% growth nationally.
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	1
	Please refer to SWDS Homes Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated September 2019, Section 5.3 and Market Feasibility Analysis of SW Detroit Shoreway Homes: Section XIV: which are on-file. Much of the area has been developed for residential uses since at least 1896. The target population for the proposed development is the area's low-income population, which may be underserved by area housing options.
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Elementary Schools: E Prep & Village Prep Willard Breakthrough School (Adjacent) H Barbara Booker School (0.3 mile south), Joseph M Gallagher School (0.4 mile north), Waverly Elementary (0.6 mile northwest) Constellation Schools Madison Community Elementary (1.0 mile west). Middle/Junior High Schools Joseph M Gallagher School (0.4 mile north), Waverly middle school (0.6 mile northeast), Constellation Schools Stockyard Community Middle (0.8 mile south). High Schools: Max S. Hayes High School (0.6 mile south) Thomas Jefferson Newcomers Academy (1.3 miles southeast). Universities/Colleges Case Western Reserve University (3.2 miles southeast), Cleveland State University (5.8 miles northeast)
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Grocery Stores: Dong Duong Indochina Grocery (0.2 mile south), West 65th Beverage & Deli (0.3 mile north) Lorain Ave. Super Market (0.5 mile east), Save-A-Lot (0.7 mile north), Giant Eagle (2.6 mile west). Superstores: Target (2.8 mile west), Walmart Supercenter (4.7 miles southeast). Department Stores: Family Dollar (0.7 mile west), dollar general (0.9 mile west), Roses (0.9 mile south). Shopping/Retail Centers: Aurora Commons-Office/Shopping Center (2.2 miles east), The Shoppes on Clifton (2.5 west), Westown Square (2.5 miles southwest), Tower City Center (2.6 northeast)
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Hospitals/Medical Centers: Neighborhood Family Practice Health Center (0.4 mile north), VA Outpatient Clinic (1.3 mile east), St. Vincent Charity Medical Center (1.6 miles east)
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	City provides solid waste disposal and recycling services. The undertaking is not anticipated to cause stress on system that is in existence and accommodated previous usage of site.
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Infrastructure is currently in place.
	 

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Please refer to Site Plans Dated February 2019 which is on file. New homes are to be outfitted with modern water and sewer lines.
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Police Station: Cleveland Police Department 2nd District (2.5 miles southeast). Fire Stations Cleveland Fire Station 23 (1.1 miles west)
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Michael Zone Recreation Center Park (0.3 mile southeast), Simmons Park (0.5 mile northeast), Cudell Recreation Center (1.5 miles west), Edgewater Park Beach (1.7 miles northwest), RTA Rapid W.65-Lorain Station (0.2 miles southeast)
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Please refer to Market Feasibility Analysis of: SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Section VI-4-VI-7 which is on-file. Major Highways: State Route 10 (0.2 mile south), Interstate 90 (1.2 miles southwest), Interstate 71 (2.5 miles east). Public Transit: RTA Lorain Avenue at W. 65th Street (0.2 mile south), RTA Detroit Avenue at W. 65th Street (0.5 mile north), Cleveland Amtrak (3.1 miles northeast)
	 

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	Project is in a urban area with no unique natural features, sole source aquifers or critical water resources
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	2
	The site locations are vacant with minimal natural vegetation due to and currently absent of any natural wildlife or suitable habitat. The site have been previously developed and demolished.
	 

	Other Factors
	 
	None
	 



Supporting documentation
Site Plans.pdf
SWDS Homes Phase I 9252019(1).pdf
SW Detroit Shoreway Homes Market Study.pdf

Additional Studies Performed:
	




	Field Inspection [Optional]: Date and completed by:
	

	 
	 




List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) http://publicworks.cuyahogacounty.us/pdf_publicworks/en-US/CCA-CGF-FinalEnvrnmntlAssmnt.pdf https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/records_decision/media/rod_cleveland.pdf http://www.airportsites.net/BKL-EA/BKL%20EA%20PUBLIC%20FINAL%20SEPT%202012.pdf USFWS https://www.fws.gov/CBRA/Maps/Mapper.html https://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/lists/ohio-cty.html https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/mapper.html USEPA https://www.epa.gov/criteria-air-pollutants/naaqs-table https://www3.epa.gov/region5/water/gwdw/solesourceaquifer/index.htm https://www3.epa.gov/enviro/facts/multisystem.html https://iaspub.epa.gov/triexplorer/tri_factsheet_search.searchfactsheet HUD guidance https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities/ https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/dnl-calculator/ ODNR http://watercraft.ohiodnr.gov/scenicriversmap https://gis.ohiodnr.gov/MapViewer/?config=interactiveatlas https://gis.ohiodnr.gov/MapViewer/?config=CEA Ohio SHPO FEMA https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home Census.gov https://tigerweb.geo.census.gov/tigerwebmain/TIGERweb_apps.html





List of Permits Obtained: 
	Miscellaneous building permits totaling $53,610.00 including a certificate of occupancy.



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	CHN Housing Partners (CHN) has developed an effective process for educating and engaging communities about the lease purchase program. CHN implemented a comprehensive community outreach strategy prior to submitting the application for Low Income Housing Tax Credits (LIHTC) to the Ohio Housing Finance Agency in February 2019. The community process commenced in early December 2018 when CHN met with the community development corporation, Detroit Shoreway Community Development Organization (DSCDO), to discuss the proposed project. Together, CHN and DSCDO also met with leadership of MetroHealth's CCH Development Corporation to gain support for project due to the close proximity to MetroHealth's main campus. DSCDO and MetroHealth's support letters for the project is attached. Later in January 2019, CHN and DSCDO met with City of Cleveland Councilman Matt Zone to discuss the proposed project in anticipation of submitting a City Land Bank application for vacant parcels. Councilman Zone has also been involved in outlining the targeted development area, and has had ongoing discussions with DSCDO regarding the project. An email from DSCDO relaying Councilman Zone's requests for the project's site selection is attached. The project team met with the City of Cleveland's Community Development Review Committee (CDRC) in January 2019 to discuss the proposed project, sites, and development plan as it relates to the existing neighborhood revitalization goals. Additionally, Cleveland City Planning provided a letter of support noting how this project will help further the revitalization activities happening in, and around, the proposed project. CHN has reached out to various public officials governing the project area in order to keep them apprised of development activities. The certified mail receipts and list of those who were notified is attached, along with an example of the letter. CHN will attend a neighborhood block club meeting prior to submitting its final application to OHFA. There, a project representative will be available to discuss the proposed project including updates on parcel selection and the project timeline. The project team will also continue to meet with DSCDO, City Council members, neighborhood stakeholders, and City officials throughout the duration of the project.




Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	The proposed action will have a negligible effect on the environment while providing a much needed service to low income residents of the community.



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	The properties could be sold to a private developer for nonsubsidized residential uses or remain as green space.


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	The no-action alternative would not achieve any of the benefits attributed to the proposed activities. It would deny affordable housing to low income residents. Therefore, the No-Action alternative is not considered to be a viable option.



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	Based on the above information, the proposed project as designed will not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment.



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

	Permits, reviews and approvals
	Miscellaneous building permits totaling $53,610.00 including a certificate of occupancy.
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	No Mitigation Plan Required



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 
 
Cuyahoga County Airport Area Map.pdf
Cleveland Hopkins Airport Area Map.pdf
Burke Lakefront Airport Area Map.pdf

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 
 
USFWS Coastal Barriers Resources Map.bmp

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: 

	SWDS FIRM.PNG






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): 




	
	Carbon Monoxide 

	
	Lead

	
	Nitrogen dioxide

	
	Sulfur dioxide

	
	Ozone

	
	Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns

	
	Particulate Matter, <10 microns




3.	What are the de minimis emissions levels (40 CFR 93.153) or screening levels for the non-attainment or maintenance level pollutants indicated above

	
	
	

	Ozone
	0.07
	ppb (parts per million)

	Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns
	11.00
	µg/m3 (micrograms per cubic meter of air)

	Particulate Matter, <10 microns
	0.00
	µg/m3 (micrograms per cubic meter of air)



	Provide your source used to determine levels here: 

	USEPA Green Book





4.	Determine the estimated emissions levels of your project. Will your project exceed any of the de minimis or threshold emissions levels of non-attainment and maintenance level pollutants or exceed the screening levels established by the state or air quality management district?
	
	No, the project will not exceed de minimis or threshold emissions levels or screening levels. 



Enter the estimate emission levels:
	
	
	

	Ozone
	 
	ppb (parts per million)

	Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns
	 
	µg/m3 (micrograms per cubic meter of air)

	Particulate Matter, <10 microns
	 
	µg/m3 (micrograms per cubic meter of air)



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

	
	Yes, the project exceeds de minimis emissions levels or screening levels.





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	The project's county or air quality management district is in non-attainment status for the following: Ozone, Particulate Matter, <2.5 microns, Particulate Matter, <10 microns. This project does not exceed de minimis emissions levels or the screening level established by the state or air quality management district for the pollutant(s) identified above. The project is in compliance with the Clean Air Act.



Supporting documentation 

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 
 
Coastal Erosion Citywide.pdf
Coastal Atlas Citywide.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:
	No RECs or other environmental concerns were identified in the Phase I ESA.



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.



Supporting documentation 
 
SWDS Homes Phase I 9252019.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



Explain your determination:
	The Service had previously determined new construction projects with no habitat destruction or tree removal.



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.  
	
	
	Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats.





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	This project will have No Effect on listed species based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office. This project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.



Supporting documentation 
 
FWS Email.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 

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:



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 

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:

 
SWDS FIRM.PNG

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



	
	

	 Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
	Completed




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



	
	Other Consulting Parties




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

	The SHPO agrees with the city's finding that no archaeological survey is warranted for these lots due to prior disturbances and the presence of Urban-complex soils. Therefore, the project, as proposed, will have no effect on historic properties.



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:


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


	
	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 
 
2020CUY481961083896 SHPO Review Letter NP.pdf
2019 PA Executed 1 14 2020.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:
	The parcels above 65 dB were in close proximity to I90. Barriers exist between I90 and the affected parcels. There is an earth berm, a row of plantings and two story buildings are between I90 and the affected parcels. These measures are more than enough to bring the DNL below 65 dB.



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 
 
OH DOT Map.pdf
34 Lorain 514.pdf
33 Lorain 236.pdf
32 Lorain 361.pdf
27 Lorain 628.pdf
26 Lorain 909.pdf
25 Lorain 871.pdf
24 Lorain 747.pdf
23 Lorain 710.pdf
22 Lorain 991.pdf
15 Lorain 724.pdf
14 Lorain 547.pdf
13 Lorain 367.pdf
12 Lorain 572.pdf
11 Lorain 556.pdf
8 Lorain 623.pdf
7 Lorain 531.pdf
4 Lorain 940.pdf
3 Lorain 916.pdf
2 Lorain 582.pdf
34 I90 648.pdf
33 I90 420.pdf
32 I-90 540.pdf
27 I90 894.pdf
14 I90 983.pdf
13 I90 553.pdf
523937B.PDF
20 RRW 2003.pdf
1 RRW 2078.pdf
941942A.PDF
941939S.PDF
33 RRS 2994.pdf
30 RRS 2717.pdf
24 RRS 2960.pdf
15 RRS 2928.pdf
14 RRS 2956.pdf
12 RRS 2773.pdf
11 RRS 2607.pdf
9 RRS 2815.pdf
8 RRS 2862.pdf
7 RRS 2821.pdf
4 RRS 2925.pdf
3 RRS 2848.pdf
2 RRS 2346.pdf
AMTRAK Lake Shore Limited calc.pdf
AMTRAK Capitol Limited calc.pdf
31 RRN 2905.pdf
28 RRN 2694.pdf
Red Line Sheet 3-3.pdf
Red Line Sheet 2-3.pdf
Red Line Sheet 1-3.pdf
472184E.pdf
35 RRE 1618.pdf
34 RRE 2385.pdf
33 RRE 2590.pdf
32 RRE 2466.pdf
31 RRE 660.pdf
30 RRE 760.pdf
29 RRE 923.pdf
28 RRE 359.pdf
27 RRE 2088.pdf
26 RRE 1280.pdf
25 REE 1316.pdf
24 RRE 1431.pdf
23 RRE 1769.pdf
22 RRE 1917.pdf
20 RRE 1035.pdf
19 RRE 240.pdf
18 RRE 302.pdf
17 RRE 903.pdf
16 RRE 1214.pdf
15 RRE 1413.pdf
14 RRE 1871.pdf
13 RRE 2408.pdf
12 RRE 476.pdf
11 RRE 1382.pdf
9 EER 778.pdf
8 RRE 1593.pdf
7 RRE 1666.pdf
6 RRE 1169.pdf
5 RRE 1128.pdf
4 RRE 972.pdf
3 RRE 297.pdf
2 RRE 856.pdf
1 RRE 1009.pdf
DNL Calc.xlsx
DNL all sites.xlsx
35 2112 W 83rd.pdf
34 2191 W 85th.pdf
32 2198 W 83rd.pdf
31 2016 W 83rd.pdf
30 6003 Wakefield.pdf
29 7601 Lawn.pdf
28 1917 W 75th.pdf
27 2157 W 83rd.pdf
26 7611 Eve.pdf
25 7601 Dudley.pdf
24 7600 Elton.pdf
23 7912 Elton.pdf
22 2138 W 85th.pdf
20 21 9618 Kirkwood.pdf
19 1721 W 69th.pdf
18 6708 Wakefield.pdf
17 2044 W 83rd.pdf
16 2072 W 83rd.pdf
15 7514 Elton.pdf
14 7815 Elton.pdf
13 2194 W 83rd.pdf
12 7515 Elton.pdf
11 7315 Elton.pdf
09 10 6016 Wakefield.pdf
08 7619 Elton.pdf
07 7615 Elton.pdf
06 7700 Dudley.pdf
05 7808 Dudley.pdf
04 7311 Lawn.pdf
03 7309 Lawn.pdf
02 6805 Lawn.pdf
01 9608 Kirkwood.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 
 
USGS Aquifer Map.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


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

	
	Yes


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Based on the project description this project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section. The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.



Supporting documentation 
 
SWDS Wetlands.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 Map.jpg

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



Screen Summary
Compliance Determination


Supporting documentation 

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No
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