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Project Information

	Project Name:
	Trellis-@-Mission



	HEROS Number:	
	900000010163195



	Responsible Entity (RE):  
	PHOENIX, 200 W Washington St Phoenix AZ, 85003



	RE Preparer:  
	Sheree Bouchee



	State / Local Identifier:  
	



	Certifying Officer:
	Cindy Stotler




	Grant Recipient (if different than Responsible Entity):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	



	Consultant (if applicable):
	



	Point of Contact: 
	


	Project Location:
	619 W Mission Ln, Phoenix, AZ 85021



	Additional Location Information:

	The Trellis @ Mission project is located at 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ 85021 (APNs 159-51-027E and 159-51-027D). The property is located within the City of Phoenix's North Mountain Village and is approximately 2.73 acres. North Mountain Village is generally located north of the Downtown District, between Interstate 17 (I-17) to the west and State Route 51 (SR 51) to the east, and south of the North Mountain Preserve. More specifically, the property is located in the Sunnyslope neighborhood near commercial and retail services, frequent bus transit routes, healthcare facilities, and civic and recreational/cultural amenities attractive to and critical to the stability of family households. While there are multi-family residential properties in the vicinity, the area is comprised predominately of single-residences. Commercial/retail services are concentrated along major arterials, such as 7th Avenue, Central Avenue, Dunlap Avenue, and Hatcher Road. Location/parcel maps and site photographs are included in ERR 1.




	Direct Comments to:
	Please submit your request by U.S. mail to City of Phoenix Housing Department, 251 West Washington Street, 4th Floor, Phoenix Arizona 85003 or by email to sheree.bouchee@phoenix.gov.



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

	Mission Housing, LP, the affordable housing affiliate of Trellis, proposes to construct Trellis @ Mission located at 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ 85021 (APNs 159-51-027E and 159-51-027D), a mixed income rental property, using U.S. Housing and Urban Development (HUD) HOME funds awarded by the City of Phoenix (City). This new construction affordable housing development will include 48 one-, two-, three- and four-bedroom apartment units serving families earning at or below 40% and 60% of the area median gross income (AMGI). The 2020 Housing Phoenix Plan identified a need for 99,000 affordable housing units. This project, which meets the eligibility of the HOME Investment Partnership Program, will help create 48 new affordable housing units and will help address the need identified in the Housing Phoenix Plan:   https://www.phoenix.gov/housingsite/Documents/Final_Housing_Phx_Plan.pdf   The project site is comprised of approximately 2.73 acres of vacant land and is zoned as R-3 Multi-Family Residence. The project will extend south to the Arizona Canal and will involve nine attached row house type buildings each offering two to three level townhome orientated apartment units. There will also be community and common area space constructed on the north and south portions of the site. A fence will also be constructed along the property line with gated access at the entrance. The leasing office/community building will be located near the property entrance.  Amenities offered on the property will include a recreation area (e.g., playground, shuffle board, basketball court, bocce ball court, or horseshoe pit), picnic area (table and BBQ), clubhouse, exercise room/ outdoor fitness equipment, free covered parking, washer and dryer (in apartment unit), community garden, and free Wi-Fi for the entire community. On-site parking will be made available for the tenants; there will be attached/direct access carports to each unit. This will accommodate two cars. There will be a few surface spaces associated with the site as well. Utilities will be structured where the tenants are responsible for payment of electric and heat. Property management will be responsible for providing water, sewer and trash.     The design and construction of the new housing development will be in accordance with Phoenix building, zoning, and development codes as approved by the City Planning and Development Department (PDD). The planned activities are proposed in accordance with the City of Phoenix General Plan and the City's drafts of the 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan. A Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting with PDD was held on August 7, 2017. A copy of the pre-application meeting summary is included in ERR 1.   



Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposal [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	The purpose of the project is to provide affordable, quality, and safe rental housing to low-income populations through the construction of a new 48-unit rental property. This project was chosen as a HUD funding candidate because of the need for investment in affordable housing in Phoenix.     The City of Phoenix 2015 - 2020 Consolidated Plan (Plan) gives voice to the depth and variety of serious housing and community development needs faced by our community. In the Plan's Summary of Housing Needs section, the following concerns are cited:     * Approximately 98,680 renter households earning less than 80% of the area median income are currently in need of housing assistance. Over the next five years, this number is anticipated to rise to at least 106,080 renters, a 7.5% increase.   * A recent survey conducted by the City of Phoenix shows a significant federal rental assistance programs waiting list of over 26,000 households.   * Overcrowding accounts for up to 25% of distressed conditions among renters and is generally spread equally between income categories earning up to 80% AMI, while most pronounced for owners severely overcrowded earning between 31 to 100% AMI.   According to the Market Overview and Needs Assessment in the City's draft 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan, there are nearly 240,000 households in Phoenix earning less than 80% of median income, representing 46% of total households (approximately 526,000 households). By household type, 61% of households with one or more children six years old or younger are lower income and more than 25% of extremely low-income households have young children present. Furthermore, 66% of all renter households earning median income or less are housing cost burdened and are paying more than 50% of income for housing related costs.  The Project is uniquely positioned to partner with the City of Phoenix to address not only the acute housing needs reported above, but also the Priority Needs and Goals expressed throughout the Plan. Most notably, the Project advances the City's specific objective to produce up to 425 new units of affordable rental housing through acquisition with rehabilitation and new construction.    Additionally, the 2020 Housing Phoenix Plan identified a need for 99,000 affordable housing units. This project, which meets the eligibility of the HOME Investment Partnership Program, will help create 60 new affordable housing units and will help address the need identified in the Housing Phoenix Plan:   https://www.phoenix.gov/housingsite/Documents/Final_Housing_Phx_Plan.pdf     Overall, this project supports the City's goals and fulfills HUD's mission of creating strong, sustainable, inclusive communities with quality affordable homes for all, and providing expanded opportunities for low-income populations.



Existing Conditions and Trends [24 CFR 58.40(a)]:
	Based on the findings of the market study completed for the proposed project, area indicators for multifamily rental housing are positive and point to a significant and growing need for affordable housing in the primary market area (PMA). The PMA boundaries are West Thunderbird Road to the north, West Glendale Avenue to the south, SR 51 and other boundaries to the east, and generally I-17 to the west (see map in Market Study - ERR 1). The PMA is approximately 16.02 square miles and is influenced by commuter patterns, some geographic influences related to the Mountain Preserves to the north, highway linkages, and other variables. There are a significant number of multifamily apartment complexes located within close proximity to the subject site. This includes mostly market orientated apartments, but some affordable units, and only a few affordable projects that specifically target families. There is one new affordable development being completed in the PMA.    Post completion, the physical characteristics of these units will be superior to the condition, efficiency, and appeal of not only affordable units in the marketplace, but even market oriented apartment units. These will be desirable units from a physical perspective, and the project will offer community facilities and common area features that are more acclimated to a market oriented development as opposed to an affordable project. This coupled with the lack of new construction within the immediate area indicates favorable anticipated support for the development.    The site will be clearly attractive to households qualifying under the Tax Credit Program, as it provides direct and easy access to transportation services, places of work, commercial conveniences, recreational opportunities, and community services.  



Maps, photographs, and other documentation of project location and description:
ERR 1 - Project Information.pdf
ERR 1 - Project Information(1).pdf

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

	
	Finding of Significant Impact



Approval Documents:
Executed Final Signature Page - Trellis at Mission.pdf
Affidavit of Publication Trellis.pdf
TrellisatMission_HUD Region IX - RROF FONSI Checklist.xlsx

	7015.15 certified by Certifying Officer on:
	1/20/2021



	7015.16 certified by Authorizing Officer on:
	2/5/2021




Funding Information 

	Grant / Project Identification Number
	HUD Program 
	Program Name

	M-19-MC-04-0228
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program

	M-20-MC-04-0228
	Community Planning and Development (CPD)
	HOME Program



	Estimated Total HUD Funded, Assisted or Insured Amount: 

	$1,500,000.00



	Estimated Total Project Cost [24 CFR 58.2 (a) (5)]:
	$11,900,000.00



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
	Source(s): EPA NEPAssist - Airport layer screenshots dated 8/31/2020 (ERR 2)  Finding: The project site is not within 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. Additionally, the project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport.  Determination: 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
	Source(s): NationalAtlas.gov General Reference Map of the United States PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 3).  Finding: The project site is located in a state (Arizona) that does not contain CBRS units.  Determination: 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
	Source(s): FEMA FIRMette - FIRM04013C1730L dated 10/16/2013 (ERR4).  Finding: Project area is located in Zone X (shaded). Based on the project description the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section.  Determination: 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
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). EPA Non-Attainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants printed 6/11/2020; City of Phoenix Air Quality Assessment for HUD-Funded Program Activities form signed 8/27/2020 (ERR 5).  Finding: Project involves construction of a new 48-unit multi-family affordable housing development on a 2.73-acre vacant lot. Project located in a Non-Attainment Area for PM 10 and 8-hour ozone. Project activities will result in greater than 1/10-acre ground disturbance and have the potential to generate fugitive dust. .  Determination: A dust control permit is required. Contact the Maricopa County Department of Air Quality to obtain permit prior to initiating ground disturbance.   

	Coastal Zone Management Act
Coastal Zone Management Act, sections 307(c) & (d)
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): NationalAtlas.gov General Reference Map of the United States PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 3).  Finding: This project is located in a state (Arizona) that does not participate in the Coastal Zone Management Program.   Determination: This 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
	Source(s): EPA (NEPAssist/ECHO) / ADEQ web-based printouts; Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Centralized Address 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ, Commercial Undeveloped Land (Proposed Residential Use) City of Phoenix, Maricopa County, Arizona (Com Sense 2020); HUD Office of Environment and Energy (OEE) Radon Fact Sheet; EPA Radon Zones Map (ERR 6). Emails from Sheree Bouchee, City Environmental Review Officer (ERO), dated 9/30/2020 (ERR 7). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: The subject property is currently undeveloped. Nearby and adjacent land uses include residential and commercial. No ownership history or past uses indicate the potential for an adverse environmental impact from development or site storage.  The project area is not located within one mile of a state Superfund / Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund (WQARF) site. The closest solid waste landfill is the Lone Cactus Landfill located approximately 7.38 miles to the north-northeast of the project area. There are no active underground storage tank (UST) releases within a half-mile radius of the property.  Nearby EPA or UST facilities are not of concern due to their compliance and/or distance from the project area.   Per the Phase I report radon levels in this zip code have an average level of 1.1 pCi/L which is below the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L. As a result, the responsible entity has determined it is reasonable to follow the below mitigation steps to ensure the property is protected and clear of Radon.  Determination: The developer is required to complete post-construction testing using a Radon Professional credentialed by National Radon Proficiency Program (NRPP) or National Radon Safety Board (NRSB) and holding a certification or licensure issued by the State of Arizona. Post-construction testing must follow ANSI/AARST Standard MAMF-2017 - Protocol for Conducting Measurements of Radon and Radon Decay Products in Multifamily Building. If radon is found to be at or above the action level set by the EPA of 4 pCi/L then the Developer will be required to install a fan-powered/ active mitigation system designed by the Radon Professional as well as post-mitigation testing and operations and maintenance plan will also be required for the active system. If the post-construction test results are less than the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L no further action is required by the developer. Mitigations will be incorporated into the Loan Agreement to ensure compliance and proof of mitigation must be provided to the project manager prior to final payment and project closeout.  

	Endangered Species Act
Endangered Species Act of 1973, particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part 402
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information, Planning and Consultation (IPaC) System printout dated 8/27/2020; Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool HGIS-11502 printed 8/27/2020 (ERR 8). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: A formal species list was obtained through the USFWS IPaC system and the following species were identified as potentially present in the analysis area: California least tern, yellow?billed cuckoo, Yuma Ridgway's rail, and a candidate species Sonoran Desert tortoise. No critical habitat was identified in the analysis area. No suitable habitat is present in the analysis area for the California least tern, yellow-billed cuckoo, or Yuma Ridgway's rail. Of these, the only one identified by the AGFD's Online Environmental Review Tool as predicted to occur within 3 miles of the project property is the Sonoran Desert tortoise. While the nearest suitable habitat for the Sonoran Desert tortoise is North Mountain Park located approximately 0.3 mile north of the project property, no rocky slopes or wash corridors are present that would provide a movement corridor for Sonoran Desert tortoise to reach the project property from North Mountain Park.    Determination: This project will have No Effect on threatened or endangered species. Project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.  

	Explosive and Flammable Hazards
Above-Ground Tanks)[24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). Email from Sheree Bouchee, City ERO, dated 10/06/2020 (ERR 7). Site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Project activities involve construction of new affordable housing. Project activities will increase residential density.   There are two facilities with aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) within 1 mile of the project area: HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Center and North Mountain Medical Rehabilitation Center.   There are two ASTs on the HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Center facility at 250 East Dunlap Road. Both ASTs are the same distance from the project site but vary in size. The largest AST is approximately 16,000 gallons and has a thermal acceptable distance (ASD) of 533'/183' (people/buildings). The smallest AST is approximately 2,700 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 307'/80' (people/buildings). Neither of the two ASTs are of concern due to the distance from the project area (3,500' distant).   There are two ASTs on the North Mountain Medical Rehabilitation Center facility located at 9155 North 3rd Street. Both ASTs are approximately the same distance from the project but vary in size. The largest AST is approximately 12,500 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 792'/161' (people/buildings). The smallest AST is approximately 4,000 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 492'/95' (people/buildings). Neither of the two ASTs are of concern due to the distance from the project area (3,800' distant).  Determination: All ASTs are located well outside the ASD given their distances from the project area and therefore not a concern. 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
	Source(s): Project description and site photographs (ERR 1). Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey (WSS) Farmland Classification printout dated 8/31/2020; NRCS Prime Farmland map, dated 6/1977 (ERR 9). U.S. Census Bureau TIGERweb map, printed 9/17/2020 (ERR 10); City of Phoenix General Plan Land Use Map, revised 3/24/2020 https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/phoenix-general-plan. Area site visit on 8/27/2020.   Finding: Project activities involve construction of new affordable housing on a vacant lot. Project area is zoned as multifamily residential. The general analysis area is a developed, urban area with primarily residential and commercial land uses with a few scattered vacant lots.   Approximately 91% of the Project area consists of Gilman loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the growing season''. Another approximately 7% of the Project area consist of 7% Estrella loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''. The remaining approximately 2.1% of the Project area consists of Laveen loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''.  Determination: Project is located in an area designated as urban development, and therefore, the project is exempt from the Farmland Protection Policy Act. Compliance assured.  

	Floodplain Management
Executive Order 11988, particularly section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). FEMA FIRMette - FIRM04013C1730L dated 10/16/2013 (ERR 4).  Finding: Project located in 500-year floodplain - Zone X (shaded). However, based on the project description this project is not a critical action, so an 8-Step process is not required.  Determination: 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
	Source(s): City/SHPO/ACHP Programmatic Agreement signed 4/30/2007; City Section 106 Historic/Archaeological Review form dated 9/2/2020 (CHPO) and 9/10/2020 (CAO) (ERR 11).  Finding: There are no historic properties and no known archaeological resources within the project area.   Determination: No historic properties are present, and therefore, the project will have no effect on historic properties. Compliance with Section 106 assured.  

	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
	Source(s): NEPAssist road-railroad-screenshots; Sky Harbor International Airport Existing and Future Noise Exposure Maps Update, 6/9/2014; Deer Valley Airport Noise Contours Map, 1/25/2007; Scottsdale Airport, 10/18/2001; Glendale Municipal Airport, 6/19/2008; HUD Exchange Day/Night Level (DNL) calculator printouts (ERR 12).  Finding: Project area is within 1,000 feet of three major roadways. Project area is not located within 3,000 feet of railroads. Project area is located well outside the 60 dB noise contours for public airports within 15 miles. Based on the DNL calculations, the project area has a combined DNL including airports of 64 decibels (dB).   Determination: Noise levels in the project area are predicted to be within HUD's acceptable range (>=65 dB). Compliance assured.  

	Sole Source Aquifers
Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended, particularly section 1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): Project location aerial map (ERR 1). EPA Region 9 - Groundwater - Sole Source Aquifer PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 13).  Finding: No sole source aquifers exist in Maricopa County. The project is located more than 60 miles from a sole source aquifer area.  Determination: The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.  

	Wetlands Protection
Executive Order 11990, particularly sections 2 and 5
	  Yes     No
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map printout dated 8/27/2020 (ERR 14). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: The NWI map identified the Arizona Canal as a potential wetland and the remnant section of ephemeral wash to the northwest of the project property as a potential wetland. The Arizona Canal is a constrained, concrete-lined channel separated from the project property by the Arizona Canal Diversion Channel (ACDC). No impacts to the Arizona Canal will occur. The ephemeral wash section is more than 0.4 mile northwest of the project property and will not be impacted by the project. ACDC is a potential Water of the U.S. but is also a constrained, concrete-line channel and as such, does not show any wetland indicators. No other potential wetlands were observed. The USFWS concurred that the project as defined would have no potential to impact the potential wetlands identified in the NWI. No physical indicators of potential wetlands were observed on the project property.  Determination: No potential wetlands were identified on the project property and the potential wetlands identified on the NWI map will not be impacted by project activities. Project does not require a Clean Water Act (CWA) permit or Section 401 certification. 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
	Source(s): National Wild and Scenic Rivers Map of Arizona dated 07.2019 (ERR 15).  Finding: This project is located more than 40 miles south of the nearest Arizona NWSRS river.  Determination: 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
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). EPA EJSCREEN printouts dated 8/31/2020 and 9/1/2020 (ERR 16).   Finding: Project area is located in Census Block Group 040131046003. This Block Group includes approximately 1,568 people, of whom 57% are minority population (69 percentile in AZ, 71 percentile in US) and 51% are low income (71 percentile in AZ, 79 percentile in US).   Project will not result in major adverse impacts to the quality of the human environment or result in noncompliance with related laws and authorities. Project will beneficially impact affordable housing stock, land use, social services, commercial facilities, and demographic character. These improvements will have a major long-term beneficial impact on the residents and surrounding neighborhood.  Although the majority of the population in the project area is either minority and/or low income, potential adverse environmental impacts will be mitigated through strict conformance with the prescribed mitigation measures. Therefore, the project would not result in disproportionate high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income population.  Determination: Project will provide affordable, quality, and safe housing with access to nearby retail, medical, education, recreation, and employment areas and therefore have a beneficial impact on minority and LMI populations. 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
	1
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary dated 8/7/2017; Variance Approval, dated 3/19/2020; Tab C - Consistency with Consolidated Plan and Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). 2015 Phoenix General Plan (https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/phoenix-general-plan). City of Phoenix Zoning Code, Section 615, R-3 Multifamily Residence District (https://phoenix.municipal.codes/ZO/615).  Finding: Project involves the construction of a new multifamily affordable housing site on a currently vacant lot located in a residential neighborhood within the North Mountain Village. The surrounding area is predominately single-family in orientation, although there are a number of multi-family apartment complexes, and commercial support services available along major arterials such as Central Avenue, 7th Avenue, Dunlap Avenue, and Hatcher Road. This is generally an established, built-up portion of the City of Phoenix with some redevelopment and economic development evident nearby, including the redevelopment of a nearby recently renovated retail strip plaza. Most of the surrounding residential uses reflect older units, although they appear to be adequately kept and maintained. Like most neighborhoods within the city, there are certain properties that reflect varying levels of physical disrepair, including a couple of single-family homes on the same block, but mostly the residential units are in a fairly typical and fair condition.   The project is consistent with residential land use envisioned in area by the Phoenix General Plan. Site layout, including landscaping along property boundaries and large building setback, will minimize any potential impacts to adjacent single family homes. The Project is zoned as R-3 Multi-Family Residence with the approved variances with stipulations to allow three stories, 34 feet height for structures within 100 feet of the perimeter, as well as a variance to reduce the five foot wide landscape area to 0 feet along the east and west sides of the project site. The use permit to define the development as a Planned Residential District was also approved.  Project proposes to construct 48 units on a 2.73-acre lot for an average density of 17.32 dwelling units per gross acre, which is within the 15.23; 17.40 with bonus units per gross acre maximum allowed density limits. The surrounding neighborhood consists of one-story single family homes and several multi-story multifamily apartment complexes, including a three-story multifamily condominium site to the north. Project therefore conforms to surrounding and established built environment in terms of overall scale, density, size and mass.   The architecture of the project is modern and is consistent with building design of closest multifamily development located in the area surrounding the project. Other styles in the neighborhood include a mix of modern and southwestern design.   Determination: Project is consistent with City of Phoenix General Plan and will further the goals of these plans. Project is compatible with existing and proposed land use in the area and is consistent with zoning. Project does not differ in materials, color, or style from its neighbors in an inappropriate manner. Project will be regarded as beneficial by the community. Compliance assured through City PDD review / approval of Final Site Plan.  
	 

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	3
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary dated 8/7/2017 (ERR 1). NRCS WSS printouts (ERR 9). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Approximately 91 percent of the project area is underlain by Gilman loam. Gilman loam is nonsaline to very lightly moderately saline, well drained clay loam with a slope of 0 to 1 percent. Gilman loam has suitability and limitation ratings of ''not limited'' for dwellings without basements, i.e., soil has features that are very favorable for the specified use. Good performance and very low maintenance can be expected. Gilman loam has suitability and limitation ratings of ''somewhat limited'' for shallow excavation and landscaping, i.e., soil has features that moderately favorable for these use. The limitations can be overcome or minimized by special planning, design, or installation.  Approximately 7 percent of the project area is underlain by Estrella loam. Estrella loam is very slightly saline to slightly saline, well drained loam with a 0 to 1 percent slope. Estrella loam has suitability and limitation ratings of ''very limited'' for dwellings without basements, i.e., the soil has one or more features that are unfavorable for the specified use. The limitations generally cannot be overcome without major soil reclamation, special design, or expensive installation procedures. Poor performance and high maintenance can be expected. Estrella loam has a suitability and limitation rating of ''somewhat limited'' for shallow excavations and landscaping, i.e., the soil has features that are moderately favorable for the specified use.  Approximately 2 percent of the project area is underlain by Laveen loam. Laveen loam is non-saline to slightly saline, well drained loam with a 0 to 1 percent slope. Laveen loam has a suitability and limitation ratings of ''not limited'' for dwellings without basements, i.e., soil has features that are very favorable for the specified use. Good performance and very low maintenance can be expected. Laveen loam has a suitability and limitation rating of ''somewhat limited'' for shallow excavations and landscaping, i.e., the soil has features that are moderately favorable for the specified use.  Onsite storm water runoff will be collected and temporarily stored in five storm water retention systems located on the project site   Project must provide retention for the 100-year 2-hour rainfall runoff. The storm water retention will be stored in a common retention area maintained by Mission Housing, LP.  Project activities will result in ground disturbance of approximately 2.73 acres. Projects with a disturbed area greater than 1 acre are require by ADEQ to submit a Notice of Intent (NOI) and a Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP).   Determination: A NOI and SWMP are required. The NOI shall be submitted to ADEQ with a copy to the City of Phoenix and a SWMP for review and approval with the Grading and Drainage Plan. A Drainage Report shall be submitted with the Grading and Drainage Plan. Compliance assured through City PDD review / approval of Grading and Drainage Plan and Drainage Report.  
	A NOI and SWMP are required. Developer shall submit NOI to ADEQ with a copy to the City of Phoenix and a SWMP for review and approval with the Grading and Drainage Plan. Developer shall submit Drainage Report with the Grading and Drainage Plan.

	Hazards and Nuisances including Site Safety and Site-Generated Noise
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary, dated 8/7/2017 (ERR 1). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Project activities involve constructing a new multifamily development on a currently vacant lot within an existing residential neighborhood. Nearby land uses include residential, commercial and light industrial.   All rooftop equipment and satellite dishes shall be screened to the height of the tallest equipment. All service areas shall be screened to conceal trash containers, loading docks, transformers, backflow preventers and other mechanical or electrical equipment from eye level adjacent to all public streets. Barbed, razor, or concertina wire (or similar) will not be used on this site where visible from public streets or adjacent residential areas.   Lighting will be placed so not to direct light away from adjacent residential districts and will not exceed one foot-candle (i.e., one lumen per square foot) at the property line. No noise, odor, or vibration will be emitted at any level exceeding the general level of noise, odor, or vibration emitted by uses in the area outside of the site. Site amenities include perimeter fencing, private drive, and sidewalks.  While construction activities have the potential to increase noise, this potential minor adverse impact will be temporary and short-term in nature. Per City Code, construction activities that require permits under the Phoenix Building Construction Code are only permissible during daytime hours when increased noise levels are generally more tolerable.  Determination: Project will provide a safe and attractive living environment for its residences. Project is not expected to emit any noise, odor, or vibration exceeding the general level of noise, odor, or vibration emitted by uses in the surrounding area.  Project activities permitted under the Phoenix Building Construction Code shall be limited to daytime weekday hours between the hours of 6:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. from May 1 to and including September 30 and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. beginning October 1 and including April 30 on non-holiday weekdays. Compliance assured through City PDD review / approval of Final Site Plan.  
	 

	Energy Consumption/Energy Efficiency
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Tab L - Energy Efficient Components (ERR 1).   Finding: Project is located in an existing residential neighborhood. Project is designed to meet the current version of the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Gold rating performance standards. Energy Star appliances, lighting, and thermostat will be installed. Project also includes shade screens, dual pane low E windows, insulated fiberglass doors and insulation in party walls.  Determination: Project is not expected to result in a significant increase in energy consumption nor will it require additional electric utility infrastructure. Construction tools and equipment used during construction activities will consume modest quantities of energy. Compliance assured.   
	 

	SOCIOECONOMIC

	Employment and Income Patterns
	1
	Source(s): Email from Sheree Bouchee, City ERO, dated 9/16/2020 (ERR 7).  Finding: Project is expected to create 1.5 full-time equivalent (FTE) permanent jobs and approximately 120 temporary jobs during construction.   To comply with HUD Act Section 3 requirements, contractors are obligated to pay Davis Bacon wages and to hire residents in the project or surrounding area, if possible. Project may therefore result in a temporary, negligible increase in the employment of LMI population from within the project and surrounding areas as a result of the need for construction trade workers, laborers, landscapers, roofers, security, fencing installation workers, and other construction-related trades during construction activities.  Determination: Compliance assured.  
	 

	Demographic Character Changes / Displacement
	2
	Source(s): Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). Email from Sheree Bouchee, City ERO, dated 9/30/2020 (ERR 7). EPA EJSCREEN printouts (ERR 16).  Finding: The purpose of the project is to construct affordable housing for LMI populations currently living in close proximity to the project area that may not have their own home or are living in substandard conditions.  Project is located in North Mountain Village. The social fabric of this village is marked by a diverse mix of residential neighborhoods and housing types including the established central corridor areas, neighborhoods in the foothills of the Phoenix Mountains, and suburban neighborhoods near the Metrocenter village core. The community is attractive to families with several high-quality schools and universities. Recreational opportunities are nearby with neighborhood parks, canal paths, and direct access to the Phoenix Mountain Preserve system. The majority of the population in the immediate area of the project is either minority (57%) and/or low income (51%).   The PMA, or geographic area from which this project is expected to draw the majority of its residents, is bordered by West Thunderbird Road to the north, Highway 51 and other boundaries to the east, West Glendale Avenue to the south, and generally I-17 to the west. The PMA's estimated population in 2019 was 81,533 and is projected to be 86,479 in 2024. In 2019, there were 33,140 total households of which 43.18% were renters earning $30,000 or less and 26.63% earning $20,000 or less. The 2019 estimated median income of the PMA was $45,373.  The City of Phoenix currently has a deficit of 99,000 subsidized housing units. Project will increase affordable housing options for local LMI populations and will help stabilize affordability in the surrounding community.  Project is located within walking distance to public transit, which provides access to various employment, commercial / retail, education, and recreation areas in the greater metropolitan area.   Determination: Project will not contribute to reducing or significantly altering the racial, ethnic, or income segregation of the area's housing. Project will not result in physical barriers or difficult access that will isolate a particular neighborhood or population group, making access to local services, facilities, and institutions or other parts of the city more difficult. Project does not create a concentration of low income or disadvantaged people. Compliance assured.  
	 

	COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

	Educational and Cultural Facilities (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description; Tab I - Site Area Attractions and Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). Google maps. Area site visit on 8/27/2020. Phoenix Information Mapped by Address in Phoenix (IMAP) - https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html.  Finding: Project is located in the Glendale Union High School District and Washington Elementary School District. There are two schools within 2 miles of the project area, including Sunnyslope High School at 35 West Dunlap Avenue (approximately 1 mile to the north) and Mountainview Elementary School at 801 West Peoria Avenue (approximately 0.36 miles to the southeast). The City of Phoenix Public Library Acacia Branch is located at 750 East Townley Avenue (approximately 1 mile to the east of the project site).  The project's market area is the immediate area in which the project is located, and therefore, the project is not expected to increase student population. The nearby existing schools have adequate and safe access.   Determination: Project is not expected to create additional demand on educational and/or cultural facilities. Compliance assured.  
	 

	Commercial Facilities (Access and Proximity)
	1
	Source(s): Project description; Tab I - Site Area Amenities (ERR 1). Google maps. Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: There is wide range of local retail and commercial services within walking distance to the project area that provide affordable services to residents, including a bookstore, local restaurants/bars and national fast food chains, gas stations, convenience stores, and auto services and sales. There is adequate public transportation for residents to access other retail and commercial services in the greater Phoenix area.  Determination: Local businesses, particularly the restaurants/bars, convenience stores/markets, gas stations may benefit from new residences moving into the proposed multifamily residential property; however, benefits would be marginal and only slightly detected, if at all. Compliance assured.  
	 

	Health Care / Social Services (Access and Capacity)
	1
	Source(s): Project description; Tab I - Site Area Amenities and Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). Google Maps. Phoenix IMAP (https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: There are several medical clinics and health care facilities within a 2-mile radius, including the Valleywise Community Health Center at 934 West Hatcher Road approximately 0.3 miles); HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Medical Center at 250 East Dunlap Avenue (approximately 0.56 miles); North Mountain Medical Rehabilitation Center at 9155 North 3rd Street (approximately 0.6 miles); NOAH Desert Mission Health Center at 9201 North 5th Street (approximately 1 mile); and the Thunderbird VA Clinic 9424 North 25th Avenue (approximately 1.85 miles).   The Sunnyslope Family Services Center located at 914 West Hatcher Road, approximately 1.6 miles east of the project site, is a City of Phoenix facility where the Arizona Department of Housing handles their Eviction Prevention and Emergency Homeless Housing (EPEH) Program out of this office. Services offered at this center include rent and utility assistance, rental eviction prevention, mortgage foreclosure help, and rental security. The Sunnyslope Senior Center located at 802 East Vogel Avenue, approximately 1.13 miles east of the project site, is a recreational center for adults age 18 and over. The center is located within the Sunnyslope Community Center and offers a variety of activities and games, health programs, and free classes offered by the City of Phoenix Human Services and Parks and Recreation Departments.  The Sunnyslope Youth Center is located 1.3 miles to the northwest of the project site. Other nearby public services include the Sunnyslope Community and an Arizona Department of Economic Security office. These service centers are easily accessed by public transportation.  The Desert Mission Food Bank located at 9229 North 4th Street, approximately 0.75 mile east of the project area, offers several free and reduced cost food programs, nutrition education, and resource and referral services like rent and utility assistance. They offer additional community services and programs like gardening classes and nutritional education.   Adequate public transportation is available to access nearby health care and community service centers.  Determination: The market draw for the project is the immediate area in which the project is located, and therefore, the project is not expected to increase the demand on health care or social services or negatively impact existing services. Rather, the project will be an asset to the community by providing much needed affordable housing for LMI individuals and families and may offer onsite classes and/or services to its residence on an as-needed basis. Compliance is assured.   
	 

	Solid Waste Disposal and Recycling (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary, dated 8/7/2017; Tab L - Energy Efficiency Components (ERR 1). Phoenix IMAP (https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html). Reimagine Phoenix (https://www.phoenix.gov/publicworks/reimagine).  Finding: The closest solid waste landfill, the Lone Cactus Landfill located approximately 7.38 miles to the north-northeast of the project area. Solid waste access and containment are regulated through Phoenix City Code Chapter 27 ''Solid Waste''. Within the city of Phoenix, all relevant projects/activities/programs are designed and completed to ensure compliance with the Mayor's diversion goal, set forth in the City's sustainability initiative, Reimagine Phoenix. This initiative increases waste diversion and improves management of solid waste resources.  Waste generated as construction debris is expected to include drywall, wood, and plastic. As part of the proposed project's energy efficiency components the site will include on-site recycling. The completed project is expected to generate typical household garbage, such as food, paper, glass, metals, plastics, landscape trimmings, rubber, leather, and textiles. The City of Phoenix will serve this residential development for refuse and recycle by Phoenix City Code.   Determination: Project activities are required to comply with the diversion goal and therefore are not expected to have an adverse impact on waste disposal or recycling. Maricopa County Application for Approval of Sanitary Facilities for Subdivision ''Refuse Service Agreement'' shall be submitted for signature after Final Site Plan Approval or with a Recorded Plat. Compliance assured through City of Phoenix PDD approval of the Final Site Plan.  
	 

	Waste Water and Sanitary Sewers (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary, dated 8/7/2017 (ERR 1).  Finding: Project area is located within the City of Phoenix service area. Project will connect to an existing 8-inch VCP sewer main within Mission Lane.   While capacity is a dynamic condition that can change over time due to a variety of factors, there were no sewer capacity issues at the time of the Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting. Assurances of adequate sewer system capacity are made through plan review and approval by the City Water Services Department as required by the City's Zoning Ordinance.   Determination: Project is not expected to adversely impact the existing sewer system. Compliance assured through City approval of the Final Site Plan.  
	 

	Water Supply (Feasibility and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary, dated 8/7/2017 (ERR 1).  Finding: Project area is located within the City of Phoenix service area and has been designated as having an assured water supply. The City of Phoenix conducts and publishes regular water quality tests for the area, including the project site. Project will connect to an existing 6-inch ACP water main within Mission Lane There is adequate water supply capacity.  Determination: Project is not expected to significantly increase consumption of available water supply or result in a significant deterioration of water quality. Thus, the project will not adversely impact the existing water supply system. Compliance assured through City approval of the Final Site Plan.  
	 

	Public Safety  - Police, Fire and Emergency Medical
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). Phoenix IMAP (https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html).  Finding: The property will have a constructed gate along the property.  Project is located in the Phoenix Police Department's Desert Horizon Precinct. The Precinct office is located at 16030 N 56th St, approximately 8.12 miles to the northeast. The nearest Police Station is the Sunnyslope Neighborhood Police Station located at 750 W Peoria Avenue, approximately 0.89 miles north of the Project area. The average median response time for Priority I calls is five minutes.  The project area is located in the City of Phoenix North Fire District. The closest fire station is Fire Station 7 located 0.75 miles to the east at 403 East Hatcher Road. The approximate response times is 3-5 minutes.   The nearest hospital with emergency care services is HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Medical Center located approximately 0.56 miles to the east at 250 East Dunlap Avenue.  Determination: Project is not expected to create a significant burden on police, fire, or emergency medical providers in terms of manpower and/or equipment. Compliance with City of Phoenix Fire Code assured through City of Phoenix PDD review and approval of Final Site Plan and Fire Plan.  
	 

	Parks, Open Space and Recreation (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Tab I - Site Area Attractions and Tab N - On Site Amenities (ERR 1). City of Phoenix Interactive Parks Map (https://www.phoenix.gov/parks/parks/interactive-parks-map ). Phoenix IMAP (https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html). Google Maps, Site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Project recreational amenities offered on the property will include a recreation area (i.e. playground, shuffle board, basketball court, bocce ball court, or horseshoe pit), picnic area (table and BBQ), clubhouse, exercise room/ outdoor fitness equipment.  Three city parks are located within one-mile of the project area. The closest park is Mountain View II Park located at 9901 North 7th Avenue (approximately 0.53 mile north of the project area). Park amenities include a lighted basketball court, picnic area, playground, restrooms, grill, ramada, soccer field, and sand volleyball. The second closest park located within one-mile of the project area is Herberger I Park, (approximately 0.56 mile southeast of the project area). This park includes a bike path. The third closest park located within one-mile of the project area is Royal Palm Park (approximately 0.9 mile southwest of the project area). Park amenities include an exercise course, picnic area, playground, volleyball (grass) court.  The Sunnyslope Swimming Pool located at 301 West Dunlap Road is approximately a 7 minute walk from the project site. The Sunnyslope Community Center located approximately 1.3 miles to the northeast of the project site provides recreation and sports programs for people of all ages. The center features a regulation basketball gymnasium; a fitness center that includes both free-weight and cardio equipment; a wood floored dance/exercise room; a multi-purpose room that is equipped with integrated audio and visual capabilities; and several other common areas, class rooms and meeting spaces. The Sunnyslope Youth Center located approximately 1.3 miles to the northwest of the project site offers seasonal dance, art, sports, and educational programs. The center is adjacent to the Winifred Green Park, which is complete with a full sized basketball court, playground, and sports field.  The Rose Mofford Sports Complex located approximately 1.8 miles to the northwest of the project site offers 4 lighted soccer fields, 6 lighted softball fields, 4 lighted basketball courts, and 2 lighted volleyball (1 asphalt and 1 sand) courts.  Determination: There are nearby parks, open space, and recreation facilities within reasonable walking distance to the project area. There is also public transportation available from the project area to these facilities. The market draw for the project is the immediately surrounding area, and therefore, the project is not expected to overload existing open space or recreational facilities.   
	 

	Transportation and Accessibility (Access and Capacity)
	2
	Source(s): Project description and site plans; Site Planning Review/Pre-Application meeting summary, dated 8/7/2017; Tab I - Site Area Attractions and Tab J - Market Study (ERR 1). Valley Metro Interactive System Map (https://www.valleymetro.org/system-map). City of Phoenix Comprehensive Bicycle Master Plan (https://www.phoenix.gov/streetssite/Documents/ Bicycle%20Master%20Plan/2014bikePHX_Final_web.pdf). Google Maps. Site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Transportation linkages are available within the proximity of the Project including bus service, and there is a high frequency bus stop available within walking distance along North 7th Avenue and Hatcher Avenue.  Project area abuts West Mission Lane on the northern boundary. One driveway connecting to West Mission Lane will be constructed. There are no existing sidewalks on either sides of West Mission Lane near the project site. Project will construct a sidewalk on the northern boundary along West Mission Lane to encourage walking by residents. Project amenities include bike slips.   Each of the individual units will have a private covered carport accommodating up to two vehicles. There will also be public common area parking available at the south end of the development parcel. The site plan indicates a total of 14 parking spaces, which could be used for residential overflow and/ or for visitors and guests. A total of 107 parking spaces will be provided, including 7 accessible parking spaces.  Several bus stops are located within reasonable walking distance from the project area at the Dunlap Ave/7th Avenue intersection and Hatcher Road/7th Avenue intersection. There are existing bike paths along the canal south of the project site.   Future planned public transportation/transit projects in the project vicinity include addition of bikeways and improved bicycle safety and mobility through intersections.   Determination: Project area is served by safe and adequate public transportation services. Project facilitates pedestrian movements and provides adequate vehicle parking and bike storage. Project is not expected to cause a significant adverse impact on the local or regional transportation system. Compliance assured through City of Phoenix PDD approval of Final Site Plan.   
	 

	NATURAL FEATURES

	Unique Natural Features /Water Resources
	2
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Project area is in an urban setting with primarily residential and commercial properties to the east, north, and west with the ACDC and Arizona Canal on the south. The project property itself is vacant land with a few scattered mature trees, patches of grass/ weedy forbs, and bare ground. North Mountain Park, one of the city's desert preserves, is within the analysis area to the north, although outside of the area that would be impacted by project development.   The ACDC was previously identified by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) as a Water of the U.S. It has not been reassessed under the 2020 Navigable Waters Protection Rule (NWPR), which redefines Waters of the U.S. The status of the ACDC as a Water of the U.S. in unknown at this time. The Arizona Canal is not a Water of the U.S. subject to Section 404 of the CWA. The remnant piece of an unnamed ephemeral wash almost one-half mile to the northwest of the project property would not be considered a Water of the U.S. Under the 2020 NWPR, ephemeral washes are categorically excluded as Waters of the U.S.   Determination: Project activities are near but will not occur within the ACDC. No discharge of dredged or infill material within potential Waters of the U.S. will occur; therefore, no Section 404 permit or Section 101 certification is required. Compliance assured.  
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	3
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). USFWS IPaC System printout dated 8/27/2020; AGFD Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool HGIS-11921 printed 8/27/2020 (ERR 8).   Finding: Native, undeveloped desert is present in North Mountain Park approximately 0.3 mil north of the project property. North Mountain Park will not be impacted by project activities. No proximity impacts to vegetation or wildlife in North Mountain park are expected. The trees on the subject parcel are not wild and as such, are not protected native plants as defined in Arizona Native Plant Law. Surrounding parcels also have scattered landscaped trees and shrubs and other forbs and weeds. Impacts to vegetation will be contained to the subject parcel.  Determination: No protected native plants will be impacted. Project area does not provide likely or attractive habitat for protected species.   While wildlife is not expected to be impacted, vegetation removal could potentially impact active nests if present. Therefore, a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) is recommended if vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged). Compliance assured through mitigation.  
	Developer should perform a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) if vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged).

	Other Factors
	3
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). USFWS IPaC System printout dated 8/27/2020; AGFD Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool HGIS-11921 printed 8/27/2020 (ERR 8).   Finding: The AGFD Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool noted multiple state sensitive species and species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) known to occur within 3 miles of the project area. While vacant lots are sometimes used by western burrowing owls, they are unlikely to be present at the project property due to low habitat quality. Burrowing owls that may be present at North Mountain park would not be impacted by project activities. The trees on the project property and within the analysis area may provide suitable habitat for active nests protected under the MBTA. The potential for protected active nests to be present is increased between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year.  Other than the potential for protected active nests in the trees and the desert habitat available in North Mountain Park (which would not be impacted by project activities), general habitat quality in the analysis area is extremely low and no state sensitive species or protected wildlife species would be expected to use the area.  Determination: If vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year, a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) is recommended. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, work should cease within 30 feet and the impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged). Compliance assured through mitigation.  
	Developer should perform a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) if vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged).



Supporting documentation
ERR 8 - Biological Resources(1).pdf
ERR 7 - Agency Correspondance(3).pdf
ERR 1 - Project Information(5).pdf

Additional Studies Performed:
	Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Centralized Address 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ, Commercial Undeveloped Land (Proposed Residential Use) City of Phoenix, Maricopa County, Arizona, Com Sense, January 2020.



ERR 1 - Project Information(6).pdf

	Field Inspection [Optional]: Date and completed by:
	

	Melinda Jones
	8/27/2020 12:00:00 AM



ERR 1 - Project Information(1).pdf

List of Sources, Agencies and Persons Consulted [40 CFR 1508.9(b)]:
	Persons Consulted  Sheree Bouchee, City of Phoenix Housing Department, Program Manager/ERO  Tricia Balluff, City of Phoenix Office of Environmental Programs, Environmental Programs Coordinator    Websites Referenced:  ADEQ eMaps - http://gisweb.azdeq.gov/arcgis/emaps/  AGFD Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool - https://azhgis2.esri.com/  City of Phoenix Comprehensive Bicycle Master Plan - https://www.phoenix.gov/streetssite/Documents/Bicycle%20Master%20Plan/2014bikePHX_Final_web.pdf  City of Phoenix 2015-2020 Consolidated Plan and 2015 Annual Action Plan - https://www.phoenix.gov/nsdsite/Documents/nsd_rp_conplan.pdf  City of Phoenix Draft 2020-2024 Consolidated Plan - https://www.phoenix.gov/nsdsite/Documents/2020-2024ConsolidatedPlanDraftforPublicComment.pdf  City of Phoenix Zoning Code - https://phoenix.municipal.codes/ZO/615  City of Phoenix IMAP - https://mapapps.phoenix.gov/iMap/iMap.html  City of Phoenix Planned Unit Development Current Cases - https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/pzservices/pud-cases  City of Phoenix North Mountain Village Planning Committee website - https://www.phoenix.gov/villages/North-Mountain  City of Phoenix 2015 Phoenix General Plan - https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/phoenix-general-plan   https://www.phoenix.gov/pddsite/Documents/PZ/GeneralPlan.pdf  EPA EJSCREEN - https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen  EPA Current Nonattainment Counties for All Criteria Air Pollutants - https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/ancl.html  EPA NEPAssist Mapping Tool - https://www.epa.gov/nepa/nepassist  EPA Interactive Radon Zones Map - https://www.epa.gov/radon/find-information-about-local-radon-zones-and-state-contact-information#radonmap  FEMA Flood Map Service Center - https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home  Google Maps - https://www.google.com/maps/   HUD Day/Night Noise Level Electronic Assessment Tool - https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/daynight-noise-level-electronic-assessment-tool/  Maricopa County Assessors' Parcel Viewer - https://maps.mcassessor.maricopa.gov/  NRCS Web Soil Survey - https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/  Phoenix City Code and Zoning Ordinance - https://phoenix.municipal.codes  Radon Levels For Arizona - https://county-radon.info/AZ/Maricopa.html  Reimagine Phoenix - https://www.phoenix.gov/publicworks/reimagine  USFWS IPaC System - https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/  USFWS NWI Wetlands Mapper - https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/Mapper.html  Valley Metro High Capacity Transit Map - https://www.valleymetro.org/sites/default/files/hct-sysmap-190917.pdf  Valley Metro Interactive System Map - https://www.valleymetro.org/system-map  





List of Permits Obtained: 
	No permits were obtained as part of the EA. Required permits, such as a dust control permit and building permit will be applied for and obtained by the developer and/or contractor prior to initiating construction activities.



Public Outreach [24 CFR 58.43]:
	Mission Housing, LP conducted community meetings with the neighborhood association leadership and the North Central Heights Neighborhood Association in July and August of 2018. More recently, two community meetings were held. Community Meeting #1 was held on December 12, 2019 with the Hatcher Urban Businesses (HUB) Organization members. Information regarding Trellis @ Mission was presented during their quarterly meeting, including the increase in unit density from 40 to 48 units. Outreach for this meeting included an email blast from the chairperson to all HUB business contacts. Community Meeting #2 was held on January 22, 2020 with the North Central Heights Neighborhood Association and Block Watch. The meeting took place at HonorHealth, Cordon Center Room 3AB from 6:00 to 7:30 p.m. Information and an update regarding the Trellis @ Mission project was presented during their regular association meeting. Outreach for this meeting included an email blast from the Block Watch President to all association members. In addition to the community meetings held, Trellis also received three letters of support of the Project, including letters from HonorHealth, dated January 7, 2020, the Neighborhood Outreach Access to Health (NOAH), dated December 17, 2019, and the North Central Heights Neighborhood Association and Block Watch, dated January 23, 2020. Copies of each Letter of Support as well as the agendas, attendees, and minutes from Community Meetings #1 and #2 are included in ERR 1.




Cumulative Impact Analysis [24 CFR 58.32]: 
	A selected list of Planned Unit Development (PUD) rezoning requests on the City of Phoenix's Planned Unit Development Current Cases website (https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/pzservices/pud-cases) for North Mountain Village is provided in the table below. As evidenced from the list below, revitalization activities involving both residential and commercial development have been occurring regularly in the area since 2013 and it is reasonably foreseeable that revitalization efforts and growth in the project vicinity will continue.  The project is consistent with and supportive of the City's current and long-term planning goals and together with other past, current, and reasonably foreseeable projects would not result in any additive adverse impacts on the human environment when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects.     Conversely, the project is expected to contribute incrementally to the beneficial direct and indirect effects on the human environment in the community by 1) addressing housing-related health and safety issues by providing quality, safe and affordable living environment for low income households, 2) improving quality of life of tenants through on-site leisure facilities, and 3) contributing to the revitalization of the surrounding neighborhood and reducing neighborhood hazards such as blighted structures, deterring crime, conserving water, and improving energy efficiency.  



Alternatives [24 CFR 58.40(e); 40 CFR 1508.9] 
	No alternatives were identified by Trellis for this project due to the fact that this property was added to their pipeline with the project already in mind. The property was distressed and at risk of foreclosure through the previous owner/lender. The project is funded through the Low Income Housing Tax Credit program, which has very specific requirements related to a sites location near services. This site was selected because it is located near amenities and services that would help the application score high and competitively in the Low Income Tax Credit Program application process.    Trellis @ Mission presents an opportunity to replace an underdeveloped, vacant lot with a highly attractive and thriving family community and revitalize a neighborhood. The project site was selected because it would bring much needed housing and provides the opportunity for many Phoenix households to have access to affordable, safe and decent housing of which there is currently a shortage. Furthermore, the site is located within walking distance of multiple bus stops, which provides many other easily accessible transportation linkages, and is properly zoned for the density and use, which allows for adequate parking and community amenities.   


	
No Action Alternative [24 CFR 58.40(e)] 
	Under the No Action Alternative, the proposed new 48-unit affordable housing development would not be constructed and the property would remain undeveloped for the reasonably foreseeable future until it was developed either by the current owner or by another entity. Illegal dumping and refuse build up would likely continue to be a problem at the site. Additionally, if the vacant lot is not maintained to any degree, it will likely become a neighborhood nuisance and will not contribute to revitalization efforts in the area.    Compliance with the statutes, executive orders, and regulations listed at 24 CFR 50.4 and 58.6 would be assured under the No Action Alternative because this alternative does not involve any ground-disturbing activities that would result in potential adverse effects on these resources. The No Action Alternative would not be expected to result in adverse impacts to air, erosion, storm water runoff, and wildlife as compared to the proposed project since no construction or development activities resulting in ground disturbance would occur at the site.    The No Action Alternative would not provide needed affordable, quality rental housing to LMI households nor would it provide supportive or social services to LMI households. The current housing crisis would continue to worsen if this alternative was implemented. Furthermore, this alternative does not promote or support the goals and objectives of the City's General Plan, Consolidated Plan.    The potential adverse impacts of implementing the No Action Alternative outweigh the potential benefits. Furthermore, the No Action Alternative does not meet the need for investment in affordable housing in Phoenix. For these reasons, the No Action Alternative was not selected.  



Summary of Findings and Conclusions: 
	Several areas of environmental review within the project area require mitigation to ensure that a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is obtained. Through strict conformance with the prescribed mitigations (see Mitigation Measures and Conditions section below), potential adverse impacts from these reviewed environmental areas is considered minor.



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

	Soil Suitability / Slope/ Erosion / Drainage and Storm Water Runoff
	A NOI and SWMP are required. Developer shall submit NOI to ADEQ with a copy to the City of Phoenix and a SWMP for review and approval with the Grading and Drainage Plan. Developer shall submit Drainage Report with the Grading and Drainage Plan.
	N/A
	 

	Vegetation / Wildlife (Introduction, Modification, Removal, Disruption, etc.)
	Developer should perform a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) if vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged).
	N/A
	 

	Other Factors
	Developer should perform a preconstruction survey for protected active nests (i.e., nestlings or viable eggs present) if vegetation removal will occur between February 1 and August 31 of any calendar year. If work will occur between September 1 and January 31 of any calendar year, no survey is needed, but if protected active nests are observed during construction, impacts to protected nests should be avoided until the nest is no longer active (i.e., nestlings have fledged).
	N/A
	 

	Permits, reviews and approvals
	No permits were obtained as part of the EA. Required permits, such as a dust control permit and building permit will be applied for and obtained by the developer and/or contractor prior to initiating construction activities.
	N/A
	 

	Clean Air
	A dust control permit is required. Developer shall contact the Maricopa County Department of Air Quality to obtain permit prior to initiating ground disturbance.
	N/A
	 

	Contamination and Toxic Substances
	The developer is required to complete post-construction testing using a Radon Professional credentialed by National Radon Proficiency Program (NRPP) or National Radon Safety Board (NRSB) and holding a certification or licensure issued by the State of Arizona. Post-construction testing must follow ANSI/AARST Standard MAMF-2017 - Protocol for Conducting Measurements of Radon and Radon Decay Products in Multifamily Building. If radon is found to be at or above the action level set by the EPA of 4 pCi/L then the Developer will be required to install a fan-powered/ active mitigation system designed by the Radon Professional as well as post-mitigation testing and operations and maintenance plan will also be required for the active system. If the post-construction test results are less than the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L no further action is required by the developer. Mitigations will be incorporated into the Loan Agreement to ensure compliance and proof of mitigation must be provided to the project manager prior to final payment and project closeout..
	N/A
	 



Mitigation Plan
	Mitigation measures will be ensured by the assigned Project Manager. All mitigation measures will be incorporated into the Loan Agreement to ensure compliance.



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
	Source(s): EPA NEPAssist - Airport layer screenshots dated 8/31/2020 (ERR 2)  Finding: The project site is not within 2,500 feet of a civilian airport. Additionally, the project site is not within 15,000 feet of a military airport.  Determination: The project is in compliance with Airport Hazards requirements.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 2 - Airport Hazards.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) 

	



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
	Source(s): NationalAtlas.gov General Reference Map of the United States PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 3).  Finding: The project site is located in a state (Arizona) that does not contain CBRS units.  Determination: This project is in compliance with the Coastal Barrier Resources Act.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 3 - National Atlas.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Flood Insurance
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

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




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

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



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

	
	Yes




Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): FEMA FIRMette - FIRM04013C1730L dated 10/16/2013 (ERR4).  Finding: Project area is located in Zone X (shaded). Based on the project description the project includes no activities that would require further evaluation under this section.  Determination: The project is in compliance with Flood Insurance requirements.  



Supporting documentation 
ERR 4 - National Flood Hazards Layer FIRMette.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Air Quality
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

	The Clean Air Act is administered by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which sets national standards on ambient pollutants. In addition, the Clean Air Act is administered by States, which must develop State Implementation Plans (SIPs) to regulate their state air quality. Projects funded by HUD must demonstrate that they conform to the appropriate SIP.  
	Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401 et seq.) as amended particularly Section 176(c) and (d) (42 USC 7506(c) and (d))
	40 CFR Parts 6, 51 and 93



1.	Does your project include new construction or conversion of land use facilitating the development of public, commercial, or industrial facilities OR five or more dwelling units?

	
	Yes

	
	No



Air Quality Attainment Status of Project’s County or Air Quality Management District 

2.	Is your project’s air quality management district or county in non-attainment or maintenance status for any criteria pollutants?

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



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




	
	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

	
	
	

	Particulate Matter, <10 microns
	2.00
	µg/m3 (micrograms per cubic meter of air)



	Provide your source used to determine levels here: 

	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). EPA Non-Attainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants printed 6/11/2020; City of Phoenix Air Quality Assessment for HUD-Funded Program Activities form signed 8/27/2020 (ERR 5).  Finding: Project involves construction of a new 48-unit multi-family affordable housing development on a 2.73-acre vacant lot. Project located in a Non-Attainment Area for PM 10 and 8-hour ozone. Project activities will result in greater than 1/10-acre ground disturbance and have the potential to generate fugitive dust. .  Determination: A dust control permit is required. Contact the Maricopa County Department of Air Quality to obtain permit prior to initiating ground disturbance.   





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:
	
	
	

	Particulate Matter, <10 microns
	2.00
	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
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). EPA Non-Attainment Counties for All Criteria Pollutants printed 6/11/2020; City of Phoenix Air Quality Assessment for HUD-Funded Program Activities form signed 8/27/2020 (ERR 5).  Finding: Project involves construction of a new 48-unit multi-family affordable housing development on a 2.73-acre vacant lot. Project located in a Non-Attainment Area for PM 10 and 8-hour ozone. Project activities will result in greater than 1/10-acre ground disturbance and have the potential to generate fugitive dust. .  Determination: A dust control permit is required. Contact the Maricopa County Department of Air Quality to obtain permit prior to initiating ground disturbance.   



Supporting documentation 
ERR 5 - Clean Air.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Coastal Zone Management Act 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

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





This project is located in a state that does not participate in the Coastal Zone Management Program. Therefore, this project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): NationalAtlas.gov General Reference Map of the United States PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 3).  Finding: This project is located in a state (Arizona) that does not participate in the Coastal Zone Management Program.   Determination: This project is in compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 3 - National Atlas(1).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.	How was site contamination evaluated? Select all that apply. Document and upload documentation and reports and evaluation explanation of site contamination below.

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

	
	ASTM Phase II ESA

	
	Remediation or clean-up plan

	
	ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening

	
	None of the Above



2.	Were any on-site or nearby toxic, hazardous, or radioactive substances found that could affect the health and safety of project occupants or conflict with the intended use of the property?  (Were any recognized environmental conditions or RECs identified in a Phase I ESA and confirmed in a Phase II ESA?)

	
	No



Explain:
	Source(s): EPA (NEPAssist/ECHO) / ADEQ web-based printouts; Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Centralized Address 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ, Commercial Undeveloped Land (Proposed Residential Use) City of Phoenix, Maricopa County, Arizona (Com Sense 2020); HUD Office of Environment and Energy (OEE) Radon Fact Sheet; EPA Radon Zones Map (ERR 6). Emails from Sheree Bouchee, City Environmental Review Officer (ERO), dated 9/30/2020 (ERR 7). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: The subject property is currently undeveloped. Nearby and adjacent land uses include residential and commercial. No ownership history or past uses indicate the potential for an adverse environmental impact from development or site storage.  The project area is not located within one mile of a state Superfund / Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund (WQARF) site. The closest solid waste landfill is the Lone Cactus Landfill located approximately 7.38 miles to the north-northeast of the project area. There are no active underground storage tank (UST) releases within a half-mile radius of the property.  Nearby EPA or UST facilities are not of concern due to their compliance and/or distance from the project area.   Per the Phase I report radon levels in this zip code have an average level of 1.1 pCi/L which is below the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L. As a result, the responsible entity has determined it is reasonable to follow the below mitigation steps to ensure the property is protected and clear of Radon.  Determination: The developer is required to complete post-construction testing using a Radon Professional credentialed by National Radon Proficiency Program (NRPP) or National Radon Safety Board (NRSB) and holding a certification or licensure issued by the State of Arizona. Post-construction testing must follow ANSI/AARST Standard MAMF-2017 - Protocol for Conducting Measurements of Radon and Radon Decay Products in Multifamily Building. If radon is found to be at or above the action level set by the EPA of 4 pCi/L then the Developer will be required to install a fan-powered/ active mitigation system designed by the Radon Professional as well as post-mitigation testing and operations and maintenance plan will also be required for the active system. If the post-construction test results are less than the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L no further action is required by the developer. Mitigations will be incorporated into the Loan Agreement to ensure compliance and proof of mitigation must be provided to the project manager prior to final payment and project closeout.    



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

	
	Yes





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): EPA (NEPAssist/ECHO) / ADEQ web-based printouts; Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Centralized Address 619 West Mission Lane, Phoenix, AZ, Commercial Undeveloped Land (Proposed Residential Use) City of Phoenix, Maricopa County, Arizona (Com Sense 2020); HUD Office of Environment and Energy (OEE) Radon Fact Sheet; EPA Radon Zones Map (ERR 6). Emails from Sheree Bouchee, City Environmental Review Officer (ERO), dated 9/30/2020 (ERR 7). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: The subject property is currently undeveloped. Nearby and adjacent land uses include residential and commercial. No ownership history or past uses indicate the potential for an adverse environmental impact from development or site storage.  The project area is not located within one mile of a state Superfund / Water Quality Assurance Revolving Fund (WQARF) site. The closest solid waste landfill is the Lone Cactus Landfill located approximately 7.38 miles to the north-northeast of the project area. There are no active underground storage tank (UST) releases within a half-mile radius of the property.  Nearby EPA or UST facilities are not of concern due to their compliance and/or distance from the project area.   Per the Phase I report radon levels in this zip code have an average level of 1.1 pCi/L which is below the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L. As a result, the responsible entity has determined it is reasonable to follow the below mitigation steps to ensure the property is protected and clear of Radon.  Determination: The developer is required to complete post-construction testing using a Radon Professional credentialed by National Radon Proficiency Program (NRPP) or National Radon Safety Board (NRSB) and holding a certification or licensure issued by the State of Arizona. Post-construction testing must follow ANSI/AARST Standard MAMF-2017 - Protocol for Conducting Measurements of Radon and Radon Decay Products in Multifamily Building. If radon is found to be at or above the action level set by the EPA of 4 pCi/L then the Developer will be required to install a fan-powered/ active mitigation system designed by the Radon Professional as well as post-mitigation testing and operations and maintenance plan will also be required for the active system. If the post-construction test results are less than the EPA action level of 4 pCi/L no further action is required by the developer. Mitigations will be incorporated into the Loan Agreement to ensure compliance and proof of mitigation must be provided to the project manager prior to final payment and project closeout.  



Supporting documentation 

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. 




Document and upload all documents used to make your determination below.
Documentation should include a species list and explanation of your conclusion, and may require maps, photographs, and surveys as appropriate

	
	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.






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:  



	
	No mitigation is necessary.   



Explain why mitigation will not be made here: 
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information, Planning and Consultation (IPaC) System printout dated 8/27/2020; Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool HGIS-11502 printed 8/27/2020 (ERR 8). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: A formal species list was obtained through the USFWS IPaC system and the following species were identified as potentially present in the analysis area: California least tern, yellow?billed cuckoo, Yuma Ridgway's rail, and a candidate species Sonoran Desert tortoise. No critical habitat was identified in the analysis area. No suitable habitat is present in the analysis area for the California least tern, yellow-billed cuckoo, or Yuma Ridgway's rail. Of these, the only one identified by the AGFD's Online Environmental Review Tool as predicted to occur within 3 miles of the project property is the Sonoran Desert tortoise. While the nearest suitable habitat for the Sonoran Desert tortoise is North Mountain Park located approximately 0.3 mile north of the project property, no rocky slopes or wash corridors are present that would provide a movement corridor for Sonoran Desert tortoise to reach the project property from North Mountain Park.    Determination: This project will have No Effect on threatened or endangered species. Project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.  







Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information, Planning and Consultation (IPaC) System printout dated 8/27/2020; Arizona Game and Fish Department (AGFD) Arizona Online Environmental Review Tool HGIS-11502 printed 8/27/2020 (ERR 8). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: A formal species list was obtained through the USFWS IPaC system and the following species were identified as potentially present in the analysis area: California least tern, yellow?billed cuckoo, Yuma Ridgway's rail, and a candidate species Sonoran Desert tortoise. No critical habitat was identified in the analysis area. No suitable habitat is present in the analysis area for the California least tern, yellow-billed cuckoo, or Yuma Ridgway's rail. Of these, the only one identified by the AGFD's Online Environmental Review Tool as predicted to occur within 3 miles of the project property is the Sonoran Desert tortoise. While the nearest suitable habitat for the Sonoran Desert tortoise is North Mountain Park located approximately 0.3 mile north of the project property, no rocky slopes or wash corridors are present that would provide a movement corridor for Sonoran Desert tortoise to reach the project property from North Mountain Park.    Determination: This project will have No Effect on threatened or endangered species. Project is in compliance with the Endangered Species Act.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 8 - Biological Resources.pdf
ERR 7 - Agency Correspondance.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



	
	Yes





4.	Based on the analysis, is the proposed HUD-assisted project located at or beyond the required separation distance from all covered tanks?

	
	Yes



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

	
	No





Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). Email from Sheree Bouchee, City ERO, dated 10/06/2020 (ERR 7). Site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: Project activities involve construction of new affordable housing. Project activities will increase residential density.   There are two facilities with aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) within 1 mile of the project area: HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Center and North Mountain Medical Rehabilitation Center.   There are two ASTs on the HonorHealth John C. Lincoln Center facility at 250 East Dunlap Road. Both ASTs are the same distance from the project site but vary in size. The largest AST is approximately 16,000 gallons and has a thermal acceptable distance (ASD) of 533'/183' (people/buildings). The smallest AST is approximately 2,700 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 307'/80' (people/buildings). Neither of the two ASTs are of concern due to the distance from the project area (3,500' distant).   There are two ASTs on the North Mountain Medical Rehabilitation Center facility located at 9155 North 3rd Street. Both ASTs are approximately the same distance from the project but vary in size. The largest AST is approximately 12,500 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 792'/161' (people/buildings). The smallest AST is approximately 4,000 gallons and has a thermal ASD of 492'/95' (people/buildings). Neither of the two ASTs are of concern due to the distance from the project area (3,800' distant).  Determination: All ASTs are located well outside the ASD given their distances from the project area and therefore not a concern. Project is in compliance with explosive and flammable hazard requirements.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 7 - Agency Correspondance(1).pdf
ERR 1 - Project Information(2).pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Farmlands Protection 
	General requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

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



1.	Does your project include any activities, including new construction, acquisition of undeveloped land or conversion, that could convert agricultural land to a non-agricultural use?

	
	Yes

	
	No



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

	Source(s): Project description and site photographs (ERR 1). Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey (WSS) Farmland Classification printout dated 8/31/2020; NRCS Prime Farmland map, dated 6/1977 (ERR 9). U.S. Census Bureau TIGERweb map, printed 9/17/2020 (ERR 10); City of Phoenix General Plan Land Use Map, revised 3/24/2020 https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/phoenix-general-plan. Area site visit on 8/27/2020.   Finding: Project activities involve construction of new affordable housing on a vacant lot. Project area is zoned as multifamily residential. The general analysis area is a developed, urban area with primarily residential and commercial land uses with a few scattered vacant lots.   Approximately 91% of the Project area consists of Gilman loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the growing season''. Another approximately 7% of the Project area consist of 7% Estrella loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''. The remaining approximately 2.1% of the Project area consists of Laveen loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''.  Determination: Project is located in an area designated as urban development, and therefore, the project is exempt from the Farmland Protection Policy Act. Compliance assured.  



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
	Source(s): Project description and site photographs (ERR 1). Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey (WSS) Farmland Classification printout dated 8/31/2020; NRCS Prime Farmland map, dated 6/1977 (ERR 9). U.S. Census Bureau TIGERweb map, printed 9/17/2020 (ERR 10); City of Phoenix General Plan Land Use Map, revised 3/24/2020 https://www.phoenix.gov/pdd/planning-zoning/phoenix-general-plan. Area site visit on 8/27/2020.   Finding: Project activities involve construction of new affordable housing on a vacant lot. Project area is zoned as multifamily residential. The general analysis area is a developed, urban area with primarily residential and commercial land uses with a few scattered vacant lots.   Approximately 91% of the Project area consists of Gilman loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the growing season''. Another approximately 7% of the Project area consist of 7% Estrella loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''. The remaining approximately 2.1% of the Project area consists of Laveen loam. This map unit is identified as ''prime farmland if irrigated''.  Determination: Project is located in an area designated as urban development, and therefore, the project is exempt from the Farmland Protection Policy Act. Compliance assured.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 1 - Project Information(3).pdf
ERR 10 - TIGERweb Map.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No





Floodplain Management
	General Requirements
	Legislation
	Regulation

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



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

	
	55.12(c)(3)

	
	55.12(c)(4) 

	
	55.12(c)(5) 

	
	55.12(c)(6) 

	
	55.12(c)(7) 

	
	55.12(c)(8) 

	
	55.12(c)(9) 

	
	55.12(c)(10) 

	
	55.12(c)(11) 

	
	None of the above 	



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

 
ERR 4 - National Flood Hazards Layer FIRMette(2).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




	
	Yes



Select the applicable floodplain using the FEMA map or the best available information:	

	
	Floodway


	
	Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone)


	
	100-year floodplain (A Zone)


	
	500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone)





500-year Floodplain
Is this a critical action?
	
	No




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

	
	Yes








Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). FEMA FIRMette - FIRM04013C1730L dated 10/16/2013 (ERR 4).  Finding: Project located in 500-year floodplain - Zone X (shaded). However, based on the project description this project is not a critical action, so an 8-Step process is not required.  Determination: The project is in compliance with Executive Order 11988.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 1 - Project Information(4).pdf
ERR 4 - National Flood Hazards Layer FIRMette(1).pdf

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):

	
	



	
	




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



	
	Other Consulting Parties




	
	

	  City of Phoenix CHPO & CAO
	Completed








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

	There are no historic properties and no known archaeological resources within the project area.



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 APE is defined in attachment.



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:
	Finding: There are no historic properties and no known archaeological resources within the project area.   Determination: No historic properties are present, and therefore, the project will have no effect on historic properties. Compliance with Section 106 assured.  







	
	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
	Source(s): City/SHPO/ACHP Programmatic Agreement signed 4/30/2007; City Section 106 Historic/Archaeological Review form dated 9/2/2020 (CHPO) and 9/10/2020 (CAO) (ERR 11).  Finding: There are no historic properties and no known archaeological resources within the project area.   Determination: No historic properties are present, and therefore, the project will have no effect on historic properties. Compliance with Section 106 assured.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 11 - Historic Preservation.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))  



	Indicate noise level here: 

	60



Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.  Document and upload noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis below.

	
	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))



	
	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: 

	60



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


Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): NEPAssist road-railroad-screenshots; Sky Harbor International Airport Existing and Future Noise Exposure Maps Update, 6/9/2014; Deer Valley Airport Noise Contours Map, 1/25/2007; Scottsdale Airport, 10/18/2001; Glendale Municipal Airport, 6/19/2008; HUD Exchange Day/Night Level (DNL) calculator printouts (ERR 12).  Finding: Project area is within 1,000 feet of three major roadways. Project area is not located within 3,000 feet of railroads. Project area is located well outside the 60 dB noise contours for public airports within 15 miles. Based on the DNL calculations, the project area has a combined DNL including airports of 64 decibels (dB).   Determination: Noise levels in the project area are predicted to be within HUD's acceptable range (>=65 dB). Compliance assured.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 12 - Noise Abatement and Control.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
	Source(s): Project location aerial map (ERR 1). EPA Region 9 - Groundwater - Sole Source Aquifer PDF file dated 7.2019 (ERR 13).  Finding: No sole source aquifers exist in Maricopa County. The project is located more than 60 miles from a sole source aquifer area.  Determination: The project is in compliance with Sole Source Aquifer requirements.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 13 - Sole Source Aquifers.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
	Source(s): Email from Tricia Balluff, Environmental Programs Coordinator, dated 9/8/2020 (ERR 7). USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map printout dated 8/27/2020 (ERR 14). Area site visit on 8/27/2020.  Finding: The NWI map identified the Arizona Canal as a potential wetland and the remnant section of ephemeral wash to the northwest of the project property as a potential wetland. The Arizona Canal is a constrained, concrete-lined channel separated from the project property by the Arizona Canal Diversion Channel (ACDC). No impacts to the Arizona Canal will occur. The ephemeral wash section is more than 0.4 mile northwest of the project property and will not be impacted by the project. ACDC is a potential Water of the U.S. but is also a constrained, concrete-line channel and as such, does not show any wetland indicators. No other potential wetlands were observed. The USFWS concurred that the project as defined would have no potential to impact the potential wetlands identified in the NWI. No physical indicators of potential wetlands were observed on the project property.  Determination: No potential wetlands were identified on the project property and the potential wetlands identified on the NWI map will not be impacted by project activities. Project does not require a Clean Water Act (CWA) permit or Section 401 certification. Project is in compliance with Executive Order 11990.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 7 - Agency Correspondance(2).pdf
ERR 14 - NWI 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
	Source(s): National Wild and Scenic Rivers Map of Arizona dated 07.2019 (ERR 15).  Finding: This project is located more than 40 miles south of the nearest Arizona NWSRS river.  Determination: The project is in compliance with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 15 - Wild and Scenic Rivers.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



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

Screen Summary
Compliance Determination
	Source(s): Project description (ERR 1). EPA EJSCREEN printouts dated 8/31/2020 and 9/1/2020 (ERR 16).   Finding: Project area is located in Census Block Group 040131046003. This Block Group includes approximately 1,568 people, of whom 57% are minority population (69 percentile in AZ, 71 percentile in US) and 51% are low income (71 percentile in AZ, 79 percentile in US).   Project will not result in major adverse impacts to the quality of the human environment or result in noncompliance with related laws and authorities. Project will beneficially impact affordable housing stock, land use, social services, commercial facilities, and demographic character. These improvements will have a major long-term beneficial impact on the residents and surrounding neighborhood.  Although the majority of the population in the project area is either minority and/or low income, potential adverse environmental impacts will be mitigated through strict conformance with the prescribed mitigation measures. Therefore, the project would not result in disproportionate high and adverse human health or environmental effects on minority and low-income population.  Determination: Project will provide affordable, quality, and safe housing with access to nearby retail, medical, education, recreation, and employment areas and therefore have a beneficial impact on minority and LMI populations. Project is in compliance with Executive Order 12898.  



Supporting documentation 
 
ERR 16 - Environmental Justice.pdf

Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? 
	
	Yes

	
	No







 	03/05/2021 10:06	Page 52 of 109	


image1.png




