Department of Housing and Community Development

Community Development Block Grant Program (CDBG)

GRANTEE MONITORING:

2.  Environmental Review Checklist

	Grantee:
	  

	Contract #:
	  


	CDBG Rep.:
	  

	Monitoring Date(s):
	  



Activity(ies):  


(Asterisked items can be completed prior to the monitoring)

	*1.
	Did the grantee prepare a Continuation Statement for an ongoing, previously funded project?
If yes, describe the project(s):





	Yes
	No
	


	a.
	Was proper noticing, as required, conducted under the new funding source?
	Yes
	No
	


	b.
	Did the grantee submit an RER for a previously reviewed target area under a Statutory Worksheet?
	Yes
	No
	


	2.
	For projects reviewed under this open grant:
Check the level of clearance made for each activity (identify which activity, if more than one) and check that the required items were in the grantee's file.

Explain any deficiencies.  (24 CFR 58)

	
	
	


	

	a.
Exempt from NEPA (Planning/Technical Assistance) Part 58.34


Activity 1:


Activity 2:


	Activity 1:
	Activity 2:
	

	

	

	Project description

	

	

	An Environmental Finding Form, marked Exempt

	

	

	A Form 58.6


	

	b.
Categorically excluded from NEPA and not subject to 58.5 (58.35(b))


Activity 1:


Activity 2:


	Activity 1:
	Activity 2:
	

	

	

	Project description

	

	

	An Environmental Finding Form, marked Categorically Excluded not subject to 58.5….

	

	

	A Form 58.6


	

	c.
Categorically Excluded from NEPA and subject to 58.5….., but requires no mitigation and converts to exempt - Part 58.34(a)(12)


Activity 1:


Activity 2:


	Activity 1:
	Activity 2:
	

	

	

	Project description

	

	

	An Environmental Finding Form, indicating Categorically Excluded, per section 58.35(a) and conversion to Exempt.

	

	

	A Form 58.6

	

	

	A completed Statutory Worksheet for an individual activity showing source documentation indicating that all of the statutes, executive orders and regulations were found to be at the primary level of compliance. (no secondary findings)

	

	

	Documentation of all consultations made during the environmental review process, including correspondence with the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) and the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  The letter to the SHPO should describe the CDBG funded activity and the process of evaluation used to determine Historic or archaeological status.

	

	

	A Radon Gas and Mold Notice and Release Agreement is required for every property sale.


	

	d.
Categorically Excluded from NEPA, subject to 58.5  - Part 58.35(a)


Activity 1:


Activity 2:


	Activity 1:
	Activity 2:
	

	

	

	Project description

	

	

	An Environmental Finding Form, requiring mitigation and noticing 

	

	

	A Form 58.6

	

	

	A completed Statutory Worksheet for an individual activity, showing source documentation, including steps followed to mitigate any secondary level of compliance findings,
OR

A Rehabilitation Environmental Review Form for a housing rehab. program.
(Note:
A statutory worksheet is no longer required for reconstructions but an Appendix A needs to be completed for each rehab/reconstruction.)

	

	

	Any correspondence received documenting consultation with officials or agencies contacted in order to comply with items on the Statutory Worksheet or Rehabilitation Environmental Review (RER) form.

	

	

	A copy of the Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds (NOI/RROF) that was published and/or posted and disseminated.

	

	

	Distribution list for NOI/RROF and/or proof of publication.

	

	

	Copies of any comments received during the seven-day (7) comment period (10-day period if posted and disseminated) and the grantee’s response to those comments.

	

	

	A copy of the Request for Release of Funds/Environmental Certification that has been forwarded to the State.

	

	

	Did Department wait 15 days to release the funds?

	

	

	Appendix A for each site-specific rehabilitation within the program area (jurisdiction wide or target area) identified by the RER.  

	

	

	Form 58.6 for each site-specific rehabilitation within the program area (jurisdiction wide or target area) identified by the RER.  

	

	

	A letter to and a response from the California Historical Resources & Information Systems (CHRIS) AND the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) or documentation of 30 day comment period with SHPO.  The letter should describe the activity and the process of evaluation used to determine Historic or archaeological status.  (Note: Most jurisdictions use the Section 106 agreement with SHPO on units less than 50 years old so only units over 50 years old will have letters to SHPO for rehab projects.)

	

	

	If applicable, Environmental Review Record containing all required evidence that the 8-step floodplain process as described in the GMM (Chapter 3) has been followed?


	  

	e.
Environmental Assessment – (Part 58.36)


Activity 1:  


Activity 2:  

	Activity 1:
	Activity 2:
	

	  

	

	Project description

	 

	

	An Environmental Finding Form, for Environmental Assessment      

	

	

	A Form 58.6

	

	

	A completed Environmental Assessment including source documentation of findings and correspondence related to findings 

	

	

	A copy of the combined Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact/Intent to Request Release of Funds that was published, posted and disseminated.

	

	

	A copy of the distribution list and proof of publication for the Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact/Intent to Request Release of Funds.

	

	

	A copy of all comments received regarding the Finding of No Significant Impact that were received during the 15-day comment period and the grantee’s response to those comments.

	

	

	A copy of the Request for Release of Funds/Environmental Certification that has been forwarded to the State.

	

	

	Did Department wait 15 days to release the funds?


	

	f.
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)


	
	Did any of the activities require an Environmental Impact Statement?

If yes, which activity(ies):





	Yes
	No
	

	
	Summarize the documentation in the Environmental Review Record (ERR):


	
	
	


	3.
	Was a Statutory Worksheet completed?

If yes, check whether there are any secondary findings regarding the following, and respond to subsequent questions as appropriate.

If no, SKIP THIS SECTION AND GO TO # 4.
	Yes
	No
	


	a.
	Historic Preservation?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee complete procedures per 
36 CFR 800.5?

Explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	b.
	Floodplain Management?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee complete and implement the 8-Step decision making process?

(Note:  projects may be approved within the floodplain if the grantee determines there is no practicable alternative).
	Yes
	No
	


	c.
	Wetlands Protection?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee complete and implement the 8-Step decision making process?
(Note:  Projects may be approved if there is no practicable alternative outside the wetland area.  However, such activities require a permit from the U.S. Corps of Engineers under provision of the Clean Water Act).
	Yes
	No
	


	d.
	Coastal Zone Management?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the Coastal Zone Commission or delegated planning commission concur with the grantee and determine that the project is consistent with the applicable Coastal Zone Plan?
	Yes
	No
	


	e.
	Sole Source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Act)?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, was the EPA consulted regarding the mitigation measures and is there evidence that the mitigation measures are being carried out?

Explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	f.
	Endangered Species?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, were the appropriate State and Federal agencies consulted regarding identification of species or habitat, necessary mitigation’s and other appropriate actions?
	Yes
	No
	


	g.
	Wild and Scenic Rivers?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee consult with the U.S. Dept. of Interior, National Park Service for resolution and mitigation assistance?
	Yes
	No
	


	h.
	Air Quality?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee negotiate suitable mitigation measures with the Air Quality Management District or Board?
	Yes
	No
	


	i.
	Farmland Protection?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee consult with the Dept. of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service and identify mitigation measures?
	Yes
	No
	


	j.
	Environmental Justice?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, is there documentation that the adverse impacts of this project has been avoided or mitigated to the extent practicable?
	Yes
	No
	


	k.
	Noise?
Identify level:
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, have appropriate mitigation measures been incorporated into the project and is there evidence that they are being carried out?

Explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	l.
	Explosive or Flammable Operations?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee mitigate the hazard with the construction of a barrier of adequate size and strength to protect the project from the explosive or flammable hazard?
	Yes
	No
	


	m.
	Toxic Chemicals and Radioactive Materials?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, did the grantee consult with the appropriate Federal, State, or local agencies?  Have appropriate mitigation measures been incorporated into the project and is there evidence that they are being carried out?
	Yes
	No
	


	n.
	Airport Clear Zones and Accident Potential Zones?
	Yes
	No
	

	
	If yes, is there documentation that the project will not be frequently used or occupied by people, and has the airport operator provided written assurance that there are no plans to purchase the project site?
	Yes
	No
	


	4.
	If an Environmental Assessment (EA) was done, did it indicate that the project raises issues regarding any of the following:
	Yes
	No
	

	
	

Slope stability, unfavorable soil conditions, prime agricultural land, geologic conditions or hazards, or permeability,



Water quality,



Manmade or natural hazards, housing, transportation, public services, utilities, or the urban fabric
	
	
	


	a.
	If yes to #4 above, have appropriate mitigation measures been identified in the environmental review and incorporated into the project and is there evidence they are being carried out?  (i.e., Was the source documentation credible, traceable and supportive of the factors being evaluated?)

Explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	5.
	Was the Environmental Review Record for all grant activities available for public review?

If not, explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	6.
	Does site visit indicate that an environmental condition or issue that should have been addressed in the Environmental Review Record was overlooked?
	Yes
	No
	


	7.
	Does the environmental document include an adequate description of the entire project and demonstrate that any adverse environmental impacts of the project on the environment and the environment on the project have been considered?

If no, explain:


	Yes
	No
	


	8.
	Does it appear that any omissions were made in doing the environmental review, resulting in a clearly inappropriate level of clearance finding?

If yes, describe:


	Yes
	No
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