
For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 

Get Adobe Reader Now! 

http://www.adobe.com/go/reader




 


 


Pennsylvania DCED HOME Program                                
HOME Regional Initiative                                               


County of Lawrence                                                     
Environmental Review Record 


June 2020 


 
 


 








Attachment 1 
Airport Hazards 
Page 1 of 6 
 
Airport Hazards (CEST and EA) 


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 


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards  


 
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?  
X No   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 


Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within the 
applicable distances to a military or civilian airport. 


☐Yes   Continue to Question 2.  


 
2. Is your project located within a Runway Potential Zone/Clear Zone (RPZ/CZ) or Accident Potential 


Zone (APZ)?  
☐Yes, project is in an APZ  Continue to Question 3. 


☐Yes, project is an RPZ/CZ  Project cannot proceed at this location.  


 ☐No, project is not within an APZ or RPZ/CZ  


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within either zone.   


 


3. Is the project in conformance with DOD guidelines for APZ? 
☐Yes, project is consistent with DOD guidelines without further action.       


Explain how you determined that the project is consistent: 


 
 
 
 
 


 



https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/airport-hazards





Attachment 1 
Airport Hazards 
Page 2 of 6 
 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below.  Provide any documentation supporting this determination. 


 
☐No, the project cannot be brought into conformance with DOD guidelines and has not    been 


approved.   Project cannot proceed at this location.  


☐Project is not consistent with DOD guidelines, but it has been approved by Certifying Officer or HUD 
Approving Official.  


Explain approval process:  


 


 


 


If mitigation measures have been or will be taken, explain in detail the proposed measures that 
must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the timeline for 
implementation.  


 
 
 
 
 


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


Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting this determination. 
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Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was 
based on, such as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Map sited on Attachment 1 page 4 5/26/2020 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Websites sited on 


Attachment 1 pages 4-6 5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; National Plan of Integrated Airport 


Systems Report sited on Attachment 1 page 5-6 - 5/26/2020 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region NA 


 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐X Yes 
     No 
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https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/historical/media/2013/npias2013Appen
dixBPart5.pdf 


 


 


 


 


 



https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/historical/media/2013/npias2013AppendixBPart5.pdf

https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/historical/media/2013/npias2013AppendixBPart5.pdf
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Pennsylvania 
                      


City Airport LocID Owner- 
ship Hub Role 


Category Current 2019-2023 
Dev 


Estimate Current Year 
5 Enplaned Based 


Allentown Lehigh Valley International ABE PU N   P P 324,511 107 $37,582,608 
Allentown Allentown Queen City Municipal XLL PU   Local GA GA 0 78 $9,306,106 
Altoona Altoona-Blair County AOO PU   Regional GA GA 1,865 40 $4,347,599 
Beaver Falls Beaver County BVI PU   Regional R R 1 125 $3,394,722 
Bedford Bedford County HMZ PU   Local GA GA 120 23 $1,031,557 
Bloomsburg Bloomsburg Municipal N13 PU   Local GA GA 0 22 $3,512,223 
Bradford Bradford Regional BFD PU   Regional CS CS 2,623 20 $2,543,204 
Butler Pittsburgh/Butler Regional BTP PU   Regional R R 8 134 $1,605,556 
Chambersburg Franklin County Regional N68 PU   Local GA GA 0 15 $2,133,333 
Clarion Clarion County AXQ PU   Local GA GA 0 16 $1,064,999 
Clearfield Clearfield-Lawrence FIG PU   Basic GA GA 4 11 $1,166,667 
Coatesville Chester County G O Carlson MQS PU   National R R 11 82 $5,101,667 
Connellsville Joseph A Hardy Connellsville VVS PU   Local GA GA 0 35 $1,582,778 
Corry Corry-Lawrence 8G2 PU   Basic GA GA 0 13 $1,273,333 
Doylestown Doylestown DYL PU   Regional R R 0 168 $4,076,437 
DuBois Dubois Regional DUJ PU   Local CS CS 2,934 9 $832,386 
Ebensburg Ebensburg 9G8 PU   Basic GA GA 0 10 $1,333,334 
Erie Erie International/Tom Ridge Field ERI PU N   P P 87,647 49 $15,901,805 
Franklin Venango Regional FKL PU   Local GA GA 2,025 45 $2,126,315 
Gettysburg Gettysburg Regional W05 PU   Basic GA GA 1 11 $2,797,181 
Greenville Greenville Municipal 4G1 PU   Basic GA GA 5 19 $849,999 
Grove City Grove City 29D PU   Local GA GA 0 15 $1,816,666 
Harrisburg Capital City CXY PU   Regional R R 87 60 $4,657,217 
Harrisburg Harrisburg International MDT PU S   P P 589,511 34 $37,062,950 
Hazleton Hazleton Regional HZL PU   Local GA GA 0 63 $2,833,333 
Indiana Indiana County/Jimmy Stewart Field IDI PU   Local GA GA 0 45 $1,908,424 


Johnstown John Murtha Johnstown-Cambria 
County JST PU   Regional CS CS 4,193 28 $1,633,684 


Lancaster Lancaster LNS PU   Regional CS CS 4,230 135 $14,400,000 
Latrobe Arnold Palmer Regional LBE PU N   P P 146,127 105 $17,890,399 
Lehighton Jake Arner Memorial 22N PU   Local GA GA 0 34 $2,897,778 
Lock Haven William T Piper Memorial LHV PU   Local GA GA 0 36 $1,487,090 
Meadville Port Meadville GKJ PU   Local GA GA 0 21 $3,933,333 
Monongahela Rostraver FWQ PU   Local R R 2 76 $888,889 
Mount Pocono Pocono Mountains Municipal MPO PU   Regional GA GA 0 44 $2,625,091 
New Castle New Castle Municipal UCP PU   Local GA GA 0 42 $1,555,556 
Philadelphia Wings Field LOM PR   Regional R R 149 99 $3,940,278 
Philadelphia Philadelphia International PHL PU L   P P 14,564,419 24 $73,903,352 
Philadelphia Northeast Philadelphia PNE PU   National R R 240 147 $18,257,444 
Philipsburg Mid-State PSB PU   Unclassified GA GA 0 6 $0 
Pittsburgh Allegheny County AGC PU   National R R 412 68 $24,180,000 
Pittsburgh Pittsburgh International PIT PU M   P P 3,986,114 53 $57,178,566 
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https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/ 


 


 


 


 


Pottstown Pottstown Municipal N47 PU   Local GA GA 0 39 $1,627,777 
Pottstown Heritage Field PTW PR   Regional R R 4 102 $2,541,667 
Pottsville Schuylkill County/Joe Zerbey ZER PU   Local GA GA 3 29 $2,677,778 
Punxsutawney Punxsutawney Municipal N35 PU   Basic GA GA 0 10 $2,822,222 
Quakertown Quakertown UKT PU   Local GA GA 0 87 $1,588,888 
Reading Reading Regional/Carl A Spaatz Field RDG PU   National GA GA 1,470 125 $5,938,394 
Reedsville Mifflin County RVL PU   Local GA GA 2 38 $3,207,723 
Selinsgrove Penn Valley SEG PU   Regional GA GA 4 32 $2,650,000 
Shamokin Northumberland County N79 PU   Local GA GA 0 23 $798,055 
Somerset Somerset County 2G9 PU   Local GA GA 0 29 $2,166,667 
St. Marys St Marys Municipal OYM PU   Basic GA GA 0 13 $1,398,445 
State College University Park UNV PU N   P P 134,312 61 $10,617,831 
Titusville Titusville 6G1 PU   Basic GA GA 0 10 $872,222 
Toughkenamon New Garden N57 PU   Regional R R 0 105 $1,861,111 
Towanda Bradford County N27 PU   Local GA GA 0 26 $2,933,334 
Washington Washington County AFJ PU   Regional GA GA 3 65 $5,805,333 
Wellsboro Wellsboro Johnston N38 PU   Local GA GA 0 23 $1,100,000 
West Chester Brandywine OQN PR   Regional R R 0 122 $1,862,467 
Wilkes-Barre Wilkes-Barre Wyoming Valley WBW PU   Local GA GA 1 41 $2,183,333 
Wilkes-
Barre/Scranton Wilkes-Barre/Scranton International AVP PU N   P P 232,855 46 $15,228,977 


Williamsport Williamsport Regional IPT PU N   P P 19,320 41 $3,691,541 
Zelienople Zelienople Municipal PJC PU   Local GA GA 2 46 $4,108,834 



https://www.faa.gov/airports/planning_capacity/npias/reports/
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Floodplain Management (CEST and EA) 


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 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/floodplain-management 


 


1. Does 24 CFR 55.12(c) exempt this project from compliance with HUD’s floodplain management regulations in 
Part 55?   
☐ Yes Provide the applicable citation at 24 CFR 55.12(c) here. If project is exempt under 55.12(c)(7) or (8), 
provide supporting documentation. 


 


 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 


X  No  Continue to Question 2.  


2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM or ABFE map showing the site. 
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) or Advisory Base Flood 
Elevations (ABFEs).  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?  ***Undetermined at this time – Will be determined when site-specific 
location is approved and eligible for grant.  


☐  No  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 


☐  Yes  


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


☐ Floodway  Continue to Question 3, Floodways    


☐ Coastal High Hazard Area (V Zone)  Continue to Question 4, Coastal High Hazard Areas    


 


 



http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/CFR-2010-title24-vol1/pdf/CFR-2010-title24-vol1-sec55-12.pdf
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☐  500-year floodplain (B Zone or shaded X Zone)   Continue to Question 5, 500-year 
Floodplains    
 


☐ 100-year floodplain (A Zone)  The 8-Step Process is required. Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process   


3. Floodways 
Is this a functionally dependent use?  


☐ Yes 


The 8-Step Process is required. Work with your HUD FEO to determine a way to satisfactorily continue with this 
project. Provide a completed 8-Step Process, including the early public notice and the final notice.  


Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process 


☐ No  


Federal assistance may not be used at this location unless a 55.12(c) exception applies. You must either choose 
an alternate site or cancel the project at this location. 


 


4. Coastal High Hazard Area 
Is this a critical action? NA no coastal hazards applicable to Lawrence County, PA  


☐ Yes 


Critical actions are prohibited in coastal high hazard areas. Federal assistance may not be used at this location. 
Unless the action is excepted at 24 CFR 55.12(c), you must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project.    


☐ No 


Does this action include construction that is not a functionally dependent use, existing construction 
(including improvements), or reconstruction following destruction caused by a disaster? 


☐ Yes, there is new construction.  


New construction is prohibited in V Zones ((24 CFR 55.1(c)(3)).  


☐  No, this action concerns only a functionally dependent use, existing construction (including 
improvements), or reconstruction following destruction caused by a disaster.  


 
This construction must have met FEMA elevation and construction standards for a coastal high 
hazard area or other standards applicable at the time of construction.  
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 Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process   


 


5. 500-year Floodplain  
Is this a critical action?  


☐ No  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 


☐Yes  Continue to Question 6, 8-Step Process   


6. 8-Step Process.  
Does the 8-Step Process apply? Select one of the following options:  


      8-Step Process applies. Provide a completed 8-Step Process, including the early public notice and the final 
notice.  Will be done in Tier 2- site-specific determination.   


 Continue to Question 7, Mitigation   


☐X 5-Step Process is applicable per 55.12(a)(1-3).  


Provide documentation of 5-Step Process.  


Select the applicable citation:  


☐ 55.12(a)(1) HUD actions involving the disposition of HUD-acquired multifamily housing projects or “bulk 
sales” of HUD-acquired one- to four-family properties in communities that are in the Regular Program of 
the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and in good standing (i.e., not suspended from program 
eligibility or placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24).     


☐ 55.12(a)(2) HUD's actions under the National Housing Act (12 U.S.C. 1701) for the purchase or refinancing 
of existing multifamily housing projects, hospitals, nursing homes, assisted living facilities, board and care 
facilities, and intermediate care facilities,  in communities that are in good standing under the NFIP. 
  


X☐ 55.12(a)(3) HUD's or the recipient’s actions under any HUD program involving the repair, rehabilitation, 
modernization, weatherization, or improvement of existing multifamily housing projects, hospitals, 
nursing homes, assisted living facilities, board and care facilities, intermediate care facilities, and one- to 
four-family properties, in communities that are in the Regular Program of the National Flood Insurance 
Program (NFIP) and are in good standing, provided that the number of units is not increased more than 
20 percent, the action does not involve a conversion from nonresidential to residential land use, the 
action does not meet the thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10), and the 
footprint of the structure and paved areas is not significantly increased. 
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☐  55.12(a)(4) HUD’s (or the recipient’s) actions under any HUD program involving the repair, rehabilitation, 
modernization, weatherization, or improvement of existing nonresidential buildings and structures, in 
communities that are in the Regular Program of the NFIP and are in good standing, provided that the 
action does not meet the thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10) and that the 
footprint of the structure and paved areas is not significantly increased.  


 Continue to Question 7, Mitigation   


☐ 8-Step Process is inapplicable per 55.12(b)(1-4).  


  Select the applicable citation:  


☐  55.12(b)(1) HUD's mortgage insurance actions and other financial assistance for the purchasing, 
mortgaging or refinancing of existing one- to four-family properties in communities that are in the 
Regular Program of the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) and in good standing (i.e., not 
suspended from program eligibility or placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24), where the action is not 
a critical action and the property is not located in a floodway or coastal high hazard area.  


☐ 55.12(b)(2) Financial assistance for minor repairs or improvements on one- to four-family properties that 
do not meet the thresholds for “substantial improvement” under § 55.2(b)(10)  


☐  55.12(b)(3) HUD actions involving the disposition of individual HUD-acquired, one- to four-family 
properties. 


☐ 55.12(b)(4) HUD guarantees under the Loan Guarantee Recovery Fund Program (24 CFR part 573) of loans 
that refinance existing loans and mortgages, where any new construction or rehabilitation financed by 
the existing loan or mortgage has been completed prior to the filing of an application under the program, 
and the refinancing will not allow further construction or rehabilitation, nor result in any physical impacts 
or changes except for routine maintenance. 


☐  55.12(b)(5) The approval of financial assistance to lease an existing structure located within the 
floodplain, but only if— 


(i)  The structure is located outside the floodway or Coastal High Hazard Area, and is in a 
community that is in the Regular Program of the NFIP and in good standing (i.e., not suspended 
from program eligibility or placed on probation under 44 CFR 59.24);  


(ii)  The project is not a critical action; and 


(iii)  The entire structure is or will be fully insured or insured to the maximum under the NFIP for 
at least the term of the lease.  


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 
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7. Mitigation 
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. NA 


 


 


 


Which of the following mitigation/minimization measures have been identified for this project in the 8-Step or 
5-Step Process? Select all that apply. 


☐  Permeable surfaces 


☐  Natural landscape enhancements that maintain or restore natural hydrology 


☐  Planting or restoring native plant species  


☐  Bioswales 


☐  Evapotranspiration 


☐  Stormwater capture and reuse 


☐  Green or vegetative roofs with drainage provisions 


☐ Natural Resources Conservation Service conservation easements or similar easements 


☐  Floodproofing of structures 


☐ Elevating structures including freeboarding above the required base flood elevations 


☐  Other  


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. 


 


 


 


 


Potential for projects to be located in the areas mentioned above.  Prior to work commencing, each 
property will be mapped to determine if applicable.  5/26/2020 
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Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; FEMA panel number TBD, https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Websites sited below 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 
https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-
Process-Flow-Chart.pdf 
 
https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-
Process-Case-Study.doc 
 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? To be determined during Tier 2, site specific review 


☐X Yes 
☐  No 



https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-Process-Flow-Chart.pdf

https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-Process-Flow-Chart.pdf

https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-Process-Case-Study.doc

https://www.hudexchange.info/resources/documents/Floodplain-Management-8-Step-Decision-Making-Process-Case-Study.doc
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Historic Preservation (CEST and EA) 


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. 4150f) 


36 CFR 800 “Protection of Historic 
Properties”  


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/historic-preservation 


Threshold  
Is Section 106 review required for your project?  


X   No, because the project consists solely of activities listed as exempt in a Programmatic Agreement 
(PA). (See the PA Database to find applicable PAs.)  
Either provide the PA itself or a link to it here. Mark the applicable exemptions or include the 
text here: 


 
 
 
  
  Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 


☐  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)].  
Either provide the memo itself or a link to it here. Explain and justify the other determination here:  


 
 
 


   Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 


☐Yes, because the project includes activities with potential to cause effects (direct or indirect).  
Continue to Step 1.  
 


 
The Section 106 Process 
After determining the need to do a Section 106 review, initiate consultation with regulatory and other 
interested parties, identify and evaluate historic properties, assess effects of the project on properties 
listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, and resolve any adverse effects through 
project design modifications or mitigation. 
Note that consultation continues through all phases of the review.   
Step 1: Initiate consultation 
Step 2: Identify and evaluate historic properties 
Step 3: Assess effects of the project on historic properties 
Step 4: Resolve any adverse effects   


https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/mercer/state.html 
Each property will be sent to SHPO for compliance regardless if a registered historical 
property or not to attempt to comply and maintain historical nature of the county. 


 



http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html

http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_10/36cfr800_10.html

https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/3675/section-106-agreement-database/

https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/mercer/state.html
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Step 1 - Initiate Consultation  
The following parties are entitled to participate in Section 106 reviews: Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation; State Historic Preservation Officers (SHPOs); federally recognized Indian tribes/Tribal Historic 
Preservation Officers (THPOs); Native Hawaiian Organizations (NHOs); local governments; and project grantees.  
The general public and individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in a project may participate 
as consulting parties at the discretion of the RE or HUD official.   Participation varies with the nature and scope 
of a project.   Refer to HUD’s website for guidance on consultation, including the required timeframes for 
response.  Consultation should begin early to enable full consideration of preservation options.      
 
Use the When To Consult With Tribes checklist within Notice CPD-12-006: Process for Tribal Consultation to 
determine if you should invite tribes to consult on a particular project.  Use the Tribal Directory Assessment Tool 
(TDAT) to identify tribes that may have an interest in the area where the project is located. Note that consultants 
may not initiate consultation with Tribes.  
 
Select all consulting parties below (check all that apply): 
 ☐State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)  
 ☐Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 


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


List all tribes that were consulted here and their status of consultation:  
 
 
 
 


☐Other Consulting Parties  
List all consulting parties that were consulted here and their status of consultation:  


 
Describe the process of selecting consulting parties and initiating consultation here:  
 
 
 
 
 
Provide all correspondence, notices, and notes (including comments and objections received) and continue to 
Step 2.  


Step 2 - Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties  
Define the Area of Potential Effect (APE), either by entering the address(es) or providing a map depicting the 
APE. Attach an additional page if necessary. 


 
 
 
 


 


 


 



https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/2448/notice-cpd-12-006-tribal-consultation-under-24-cfr-part-58/

https://www.hudexchange.info/resource/2448/notice-cpd-12-006-tribal-consultation-under-24-cfr-part-58/

http://egis.hud.gov/tdat/Tribal.aspx

http://egis.hud.gov/tdat/Tribal.aspx
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Gather information about known historic properties in the APE.  Historic buildings, districts and archeological 
sites may have been identified in local, state, and national surveys and registers, local historic districts, municipal 
plans, town and county histories, and local history websites.  If not already listed on the National Register of 
Historic Places, identified properties are then evaluated to see if they are eligible for the National Register.    
Refer to HUD’s website for guidance on identifying and evaluating historic properties. 
 
In the space below, list historic properties identified and evaluated in the APE.  
Every historic property that may be affected by the project should be listed. For each historic property or district, 
include the National Register status, whether the SHPO has concurred with the finding, and whether information 
on the site is sensitive.  Attach an additional page if necessary.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Provide the documentation (survey forms, Register nominations, concurrence(s) and/or objection(s), notes, and 
photos) that justify your National Register Status determination. 
 
Was a survey of historic buildings and/or archeological sites done as part of the project?  
If the APE contains previously unsurveyed buildings or structures over 50 years old, or there is a likely presence 
of previously unsurveyed archeological sites, a survey may be necessary. For Archeological surveys, refer to HP 
Fact Sheet #6, Guidance on Archeological Investigations in HUD Projects. 
 


☐ Yes  Provide survey(s) and report(s) and continue to Step 3.  
Additional notes:  
 


 
 
 
 


 
☐ No  Continue to Step 3.  


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 HUD guidance. 
 
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  


 


 



https://www.onecpd.info/resource/287/hp-fact-sheet-6-guidance-on-archeological-investigations-in-hud-projects/

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf





Attachment 11 
Historic Preservation 
Page 4 of 7 


 
Document reason for finding:  
☐ No historic properties present.  Provide concurrence(s) or objection(s) and continue to the 


Worksheet Summary.  
 


☐  Historic properties present, but project will have no effect upon them.  Provide concurrence(s) 
or objection(s) and continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 


If consulting parties concur or fail to respond to user’s request for concurrence, project is in 
compliance with this section.  No further review is required.   If consulting parties object, refer to (36 
CFR 800.4(d)(1)) and consult further to try to resolve objection(s). 


 
☐ No Adverse Effect 


Document reason for finding: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Does the No Adverse Effect finding contain conditions? 
☐  Yes  


Check all that apply:    (check all that apply)   
☐ Avoidance 
☐ Modification of project 
☐ Other 


 
Describe conditions here:  
 


 
 
 
 
 
 Monitor satisfactory implementation of conditions. Provide concurrence(s) or objection(s) 
and continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 


☐ No  Provide concurrence(s) or objection(s) and continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 
If consulting parties concur or fail to respond to user’s request for concurrence, project is in 
compliance with this section.  No further review is required.   If consulting parties object, refer to 
(36 CFR 800.5(c)(2)) and consult further to try to resolve objection(s). 


 
 
 


 


 



http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf
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☐ Adverse Effect  


Document reason for finding:  
Copy and paste applicable Criteria into text box with summary and justification. 
Criteria of Adverse Effect: 36 CFR 800.5] 


 
 
 


 
 


Notify the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation of the Adverse Effect and provide the 
documentation outlined in 36 CFR 800.11(e). The Council has 15 days to decide whether to enter the 
consultation (Not required for projects covered by a Programmatic Agreement).  
 
 Continue to Step 4. 


Step 4 - Resolve Adverse Effects 
Work with consulting parties to try to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects.  Refer to HUD guidance and 36 
CFR 800.6 and 800.15.   
 
Were the Adverse Effects resolved? 


☐ Yes 
Describe the resolution of Adverse Effects, including consultation efforts and participation by the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation:  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


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.  


 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 


 


 


 



http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf

http://www.achp.gov/regs-rev04.pdf
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 Provide signed Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) or Standard Mitigation Measures Agreement 
(SMMA). Continue to the Worksheet Summary.  


 
☐ No 


The project must be cancelled unless the “Head of Agency” approves it. Either provide approval from 
the “Head of Agency” or cancel the project at this location.  
Describe the failure to resolve Adverse Effects, including consultation efforts and participation by 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and “Head of the Agency”:  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Explain in detail the exact conditions or measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the 
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.  
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 Provide correspondence, comments, documentation of decision, and “Head of Agency” approval. Continue 
to the Worksheet Summary.  
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Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; initial consultation sent to SHPO for each site-specific location 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Pamela Reilly, SHPO 5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; National Register of Historic Places; State, 


Districts, Vacant.  
• Any additional requirements specific to your region NO 


 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐X Yes 
     No  


 
Sites below to be used once projects are selected in Tier 2. 
 
https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/state.html 
 
https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/districts.html 
 
https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/vacant.html 
 
 
Attachments: 


• Attachment 11 State Listings 
• Attachment 11 Historic Districts 
• Attachment 11 Vacant  


 
• Section 106 Disaster Recovery Agreement Database 


 
 
Section 106 Agreement Database – Lawrence County is not listed.  


Pennsylvania Preservation and Disaster Planning Projects Westmoreland County MOA
Preservation Crisis Handbook


West Pittston Borough  MOA
Mocanaqua MOA



https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/state.html

https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/districts.html

https://nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com/pa/lawrence/vacant.html



		Threshold

		Step 1 - Initiate Consultation

		Step 2 - Identify and Evaluate Historic Properties

		Step 3 - Assess Effects of the Project on Historic Properties

		Step 4 - Resolve Adverse Effects






Attachment 12 
Noise Abatement and Control 
Page 1 of 5 
 
Noise (CEST Level Reviews) 


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 


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/noise-abatement-and-control 


 


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. 


 Continue to Question 4.  
 
X Rehabilitation of an existing residential property 
NOTE: For modernization projects in all noise zones, HUD encourages mitigation to reduce 
levels to acceptable compliance standards.  See 24 CFR 51 Subpart B for further details.   


 Continue to Question 2.  
 


☐ A research demonstration project which does not result in new construction or reconstruction, 
interstate, land sales registration, or any timely emergency assistance under disaster assistance 
provisions 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 
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. 


 
☐ None of the above 
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. 
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2. Do you have standardized noise attenuation measures that apply to all modernization and/or 
minor rehabilitation projects, such as the use of double glazed windows or extra insulation? 


X Yes  


Indicate the type of measures that will apply (check all that apply):  


☐X Improved building envelope components (better windows and doors, strengthened 
sheathing, insulation, sealed gaps, etc.) 


☐ Redesigned building envelope (more durable or substantial materials, increased air 
gap, resilient channels, staggered wall studs, etc.) 


☐ Other  


Explain: 


 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below and provide any supporting documentation. 


☐ No  


 Continue to Question 3.  
 


3. 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).   
Describe findings of the Preliminary Screening:  


 


 


 Continue to Question 6.  
 


4. Complete the Preliminary Screening to identify potential noise generators in the vicinity (1000’ 
from a major road, 3000’ from a railroad, or 15 miles from an airport).   
Indicate the findings of the Preliminary Screening below:  


☐ There are no noise generators found within the threshold distances above.  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing the location of the project relative to any 
noise generators. 
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☐ Noise generators were found within the threshold distances. 


 Continue to Question 5.  
 


5. Complete the Noise Assessment Guidelines to quantify the noise exposure. Indicate the findings of 
the Noise Assessment below: 


☐ 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:   


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to 
complete the analysis.   


☐ 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))  


 


Indicate noise level here:   


 
Is the project in a largely undeveloped area1? 
☐ No 


Your project requires completion of an Environmental Assessment (EA) pursuant to 
51.104(b)(1)(i). Elevate this review to an EA-level review.  


Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis.  
Continue to Question 6.  


☐ Yes  
Your project requires completion of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
pursuant to 51.104(b)(1)(i). Elevate this review to an EIS-level review.  


Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis.  
Continue to Question 6.  


☐ Unacceptable:  (Above 75 decibels) 
 


Indicate noise level here:   


 
 


 


                                                           
1 A largely undeveloped area means the area within 2 miles of the project site is less than 50 percent developed with urban uses and 
does not have water and sewer capacity to serve the project. 
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Your project requires completion of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant to 
51.104(b)(1)(i). You may either complete an EIS or provide a waiver signed by the 
appropriate authority. Indicate your choice: 


 
☐ Convert to an EIS 
 Provide noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis.  
Continue to Question 6.     


☐ Provide waiver  
 Provide an Environmental Impact Statement waiver from the Certifying Officer or the 
Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and Development per 24 CFR 51.104(b)(2) 
and noise analysis, including noise level and data used to complete the analysis.       


Continue to Question 6.     


 
6. HUD strongly encourages mitigation be used to eliminate adverse noise impacts. Explain in detail 


the exact measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, including the 
timeline for implementation. This information will be automatically included in the Mitigation 
summary for the environmental review.  
 


☐ Mitigation as follows will be implemented:  
 


 


 Provide drawings, specifications, and other materials as needed to describe the project’s 
noise mitigation measures.  


Continue to the Worksheet Summary.  


☐ No mitigation is necessary.  
 Explain why mitigation will not be made here:  


  


 


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary.  
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Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Each project to be mapped upon site selection during Tier 2 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates;  
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers;  
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  Housing Rehabilitation rarely trigger any compliance 
simply due to nature of the work being completed. 


☐ X Yes, depends on site-specific locations 
     No  


 


• Airport Noise and Land Use Information, including Noise Exposure Maps 
(NEMs) https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport_noise/noise_exposure_maps/ 
 


Will determine at Tier 2 – Specific sites -  if no civilian/military air field within 15 miles, project location not within 
1000 feet of highway or 3000 feet of a railroad. 


 
 



https://www.faa.gov/airports/environmental/airport_noise/noise_exposure_maps/
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Sole Source Aquifers (CEST and EA) 


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 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/sole-source-aquifers  


 


1. Is the project located on a sole source aquifer (SSA)1?  
X No   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide 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.  


☐Yes   Continue to Question 2. 
 


2. Does your project consist solely of acquisition, leasing, or rehabilitation of an existing building(s)? 
X Yes   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. 
☐No   Continue to Question 3. 
 


3. Does your region have a memorandum of understanding (MOU) or other working agreement with EPA 
for HUD projects impacting a sole source aquifer?  
Contact your Field or Regional Environmental Officer or visit the HUD webpage at the link above to determine 
if an MOU or agreement exists in your area. 


☐Yes  Provide the MOU or agreement as part of your supporting documentation. Continue to Question 4. 
☐No  Continue to Question 5. 


 
4. Does your MOU or working agreement exclude your project from further review?  


☐Yes    Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination and document where 
your project fits within the MOU or agreement. 


☐No   Continue to Question 5. 
 


5. Will the proposed project contaminate the aquifer and create a significant hazard to public health? 
Consult with your Regional EPA Office.  Your consultation request should include detailed information about 
your proposed project and its relationship to the aquifer and associated streamflow source area.  EPA  


 
 


                                                           
1 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. 



https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/sole-source-aquifers
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will also want to know about water, storm water and waste water at the proposed project.  Follow your MOU 
or working agreement or contact your Regional EPA office for specific information you may need to provide.  
EPA may request additional information if impacts to the aquifer are questionable after this information is 
submitted for review. 


☐No   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide your correspondence with the EPA and all documents used to make your 
determination.  


☐Yes   Work with EPA to develop mitigation measures. If mitigation measures are approved, attach 
correspondence with EPA and include the mitigation measures in your environmental review 
documents and project contracts. If EPA determines that the project continues to pose a significant 
risk to the aquifer, federal financial assistance must be denied. Continue to Question 6. 


 


6. In order to continue with the project, any threat must be mitigated, and all mitigation must be approved 
by the EPA. Explain in detail the proposed measures that can be implemented to mitigate for the impact 
or effect, including the timeline for implementation.  
 


 


   Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation (including the 
Managing Agency’s concurrence) and any other documentation used to make your determination.  


Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Map included below 5/26/2020 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Website sited below 


5/26/2020 https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31
356b Map on Page 4 


• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 
 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐  Yes, 
      X  No 


 
 
 


No SSA exist in Lawrence County, PA 



https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b

https://epa.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9ebb047ba3ec41ada1877155fe31356b
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Designated Sole Source Aquifiers in EPA Region III 
District of Columbia, Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia  


SOLE SOURCE AQUIFERS IN REGION III:.  


*The New Jersey Coastal Plains Aquifer is jointly managed with Region II.  


Return to: Sole Source Aquifer program home page  


 
EPA Region 3  
Dale Long  
Water Protection Division  
1650 Arch Street  
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029  
phone: (215) 814-5779  
e-mail: long.dale@epa.gov   


The 6 Sole Source Aquifer designations in Region III are listed below.  Contact the coordinator above 
for more information.  For information on the NJ SSA visit the Region 2 site.   


State Sole Source Aquifer Name Federal Register 
Citation 


Publication 
Date 


*DE/PA/NJ New Jersey Coastal Plain Aquifer 53 FR 23791 06/24/88 


MD Maryland Piedmont Aquifer Montgomery, Howard, 
Carroll Counties 45 FR 57165 08/27/80 


MD Poolesville Area Aquifer Extension of the Maryland 
Piedmont Aquifer 98 FR 3042 02/06/98 


PA Seven Valleys Aquifer,York County 50 FR 9126 03/06/85 
VA Prospect Hill Aquifer, Clark County 2 FR 21733 06/09/87 


VA Columbia and Yorktown, Eastover Multi-aquifer System 
Accomack and North Hampton Counties 62 FR 17187 04/09/97 
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Wetlands (CEST and EA) 


General requirements Legislation Regulation 
Executive Order 11990 discourages that 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. 


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wetlands-protection 


 
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. 


X  No  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section.   Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. 


☐ Yes  Continue to Question 2. 
 


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. 


X  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. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide a map or any other relevant documentation to explain your 
determination. 


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


You must determine that there are no practicable alternatives to wetlands development by 
completing the 8-Step Process.  
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Provide a completed 8-Step Process as well as all documents used to make your determination, 
including a map. Be sure to include the early public notice and the final notice with your 
documentation.  


Continue to Question 3. 


3. 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.   


 


 


Which of the following mitigation actions have been or will be taken? Select all that apply:  
☐  Permeable surfaces  
☐ Natural landscape enhancements that maintain or restore natural hydrology through infiltration  
☐  Native plant species  
☐  Bioswales  
☐  Evapotranspiration  
☐  Stormwater capture and reuse  
☐  Green or vegetative roofs with drainage provisions  
☐  Natural Resources Conservation Service conservation easements  
☐  Compensatory mitigation 
  


Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 
Map panel numbers and dates; Lawrence Co Mapped on 5/26/2020 
@https://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/WebSoilSurvey.aspx , http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/Mapper.html 


• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; NA 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


This is a project without soil disturbance, therefore exempt from the Executive Order 11990 
regarding Wetland Protection. 


 



http://www.fws.gov/wetlands/data/Mapper.html
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Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No 


This is a project without soil disturbance, therefore exempt from the Executive Order 11990 regarding Wetland 
Protection. 
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Wild and Scenic Rivers (CEST and EA) 


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  


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/wild-and-scenic-rivers 


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


Wild & Scenic Rivers: These rivers or river segments have been designated by Congress or by states (with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Interior) as wild, scenic, or recreational 


Study Rivers: These rivers or river segments are being studied as a potential component of the Wild & 
Scenic River system. 


Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI): The National Park Service has compiled and maintains the NRI, a 
register of river segments that potentially qualify as national wild, scenic, or recreational river areas 


X   No It is projected that no properties will be located within the regulatory areas for housing 
rehabilitation.   


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
Provide documentation used to make your determination, such as a map identifying the project site and its 
surrounding area or a list of rivers in your region in the Screen Summary at the conclusion of this screen.    


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


   Continue to Question 2. 


2. Could the project do any of the following? 
 Have a direct and adverse effect within Wild and Scenic River Boundaries, 
 Invade the area or unreasonably diminish the river outside Wild and Scenic River Boundaries, or 
 Have an adverse effect on the natural, cultural, and/or recreational values of a NRI segment. 
 


Consultation with the appropriate federal/state/local/tribal Managing Agency(s) is required, pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Act, to determine if the proposed project may have an adverse effect on a Wild & Scenic 
River or a Study River and, if so, to determine the appropriate avoidance or mitigation measures.   
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Note: Concurrence may be assumed if the Managing Agency does not respond within 30 days; however, 
you are still obligated to avoid or mitigate adverse effects on the rivers identified in the NWSRS 
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☐ No, the Managing Agency has concurred that the proposed project will not alter, directly, or indirectly, 


any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies the river for inclusion in the NWSRS.  
  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 


below. Provide documentation of the consultation (including the Managing Agency’s concurrence) and 
any other documentation used to make your determination.  
 


☐  Yes, the Managing Agency was consulted and the proposed project may alter, directly, or indirectly, 
any of the characteristics that qualifies or potentially qualifies the river for inclusion in the NWSRS.  


  Continue to Question 3.  
 


3. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must be 
mitigated. Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the 
impact or effect, including the timeline for implementation.  


 


 


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation (including the 
Managing Agency’s concurrence) and any other documentation used to make your determination.  


 


Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Map included below 5/26/2020 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Website sited below 5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No  
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Map of Wild and Scenic Rivers  


 


http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/brc/conservation/rivers/scenicrivers/index.htm 


 
 
http://www.docs.dcnr.pa.gov/cs/groups/public/documents/document/d_001448.pdf 
 



http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/brc/conservation/rivers/scenicrivers/index.htm

http://www.docs.dcnr.pa.gov/cs/groups/public/documents/document/d_001448.pdf
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Federal Scenic River
Pennsylvania Scenic River
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Name Date Designated Name Date Designated Name Date Designated
1 Schuylkill River November 26, 1978 8 Bear Run December 19, 1988 1 Middle Delaware River September 1, 1965
2 Stony Creek March 24, 1980 9 Tucquan Creek December 19, 1988 2 Upper Delaware River November 10, 1978
3 Lehigh River April 5, 1982 10 Lower Brandywine June 16, 1989 3 Allegheny River April 20, 1992
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Revised: April 3, 2007
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Coastal Barrier Resources (CEST and EA) 


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)  
 


 


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/coastal-barrier-resources 


 


Projects located in the following states must complete this form.  


Alabama Georgia Massachusetts New Jersey Puerto Rico Virgin Islands 
Connecticut Louisiana Michigan New York Rhode Island Virginia 
Delaware Maine Minnesota North Carolina South Carolina Wisconsin 
Florida Maryland Mississippi Ohio Texas  


 


1. Is the project located in a CBRS Unit?   
X No    Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 


Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within a CBRS Unit. 


☐Yes   Continue to Question 2.  
 
 


 
 


 
 
 


2. Indicate your selected course of action.    
☐ After consultation with the FWS the project was given approval to continue 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. Provide a map and documentation of a FWS approval.  


 ☐ Project was not given approval 


Project cannot proceed at this location.  


Federal assistance for most activities may not be used at this location. You 
must either choose an alternate site or cancel the project. In very rare 
cases, federal monies can be spent within CBRS units for certain 
exempted activities (e.g., a nature trail), after consultation with the Fish 
and Wildlife Service (FWS) (see 16 USC 3505 for exceptions to limitations 
on expenditures).  



http://www.gpo.gov/fdsys/pkg/USCODE-2010-title16/pdf/USCODE-2010-title16-chap55-sec3505.pdf
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Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was 
based on, such as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Map included below 5/26/2020 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation date; Website sited below 


5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page number; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 


 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X No  
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Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic 
Boundary Maps 


  


Access Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic Map Series (pdf) (15MB) 


Numbers on the map and below correspond to PDF page numbers. 


 


 


 



http://files.dep.state.pa.us/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/River/About/Docs/LECZTopos.pdf
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https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%2
0Management%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx 


PORTIONS OF THE FOLLOWING MUNICIPALITIES ARE LOCATED IN PENNSYLVANIA’S COASTAL ZONES 
None are located in Lawrence County, PA  


Page 1  
Springfield Township 


Page 6  
Millcreek Township 
Presque Isle 


Page 10 
Erie City 
Lawrence Park Township 
Harborcreek Township 


Page 14 
North East Township 


Page 2  
Springfield Township 


Page 7  
Fairview Township 
Millcreek Township 


Page 11 
Harborcreek Township 


Page 15 
North East Township 


Page 3  
Springfield Township 
Girard Township 
Lake City Borough 


Page 8  
Presque Isle 


Page 12 
Harborcreek Township 
North East Township 


Page 16 
North East Township 


Page 4  
Girard Township 
Fairview Township 


Page 9  
Millcreek Township 
Erie City 
Presque Isle 


Page 13 
Harborcreek Township 
North East Township 


Page 17 
North East Township 


Page 5  
Fairview Township 


      



https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%20Management%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx

https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%20Management%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx



		Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic Boundary Maps
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Flood Insurance (CEST and EA) 


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). 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/flood-insurance 


 
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 exempted from flood insurance.  Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary.    


X Yes  Continue to Question 2. 


2. Provide a FEMA/FIRM map showing the site.      
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates floodplains. The FEMA Map Service Center provides 
this information in the form of FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs).  For projects in areas not mapped by FEMA, 
use the best available information to determine floodplain information.  Include documentation, including a 
discussion of why this is the best available information for the site. Provide FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, 
panel number, and date within your documentation.  


Is the structure, part of the structure, or insurable property located in a FEMA-designated Special Flood Hazard 
Area?   There is a potential for a home to be within the floodplain.  During the site specific Tier 2 review, each 
property will be mapped to determine if in a designated area.  Lawrence County participates in the National Flood 
Insurance Program, and each property owner would need site specific flood insurance before work can be 
completed.  


☐  No  Continue to the Worksheet Summary.    
         


X    Yes  Continue to Question 3.    
3. Is the community participating in the National Flood Insurance Program or has less than one year passed 


since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards? 
 


X Yes, the community is participating in the National Flood Insurance Program. 
For loans, loan insurance or loan guarantees, flood insurance coverage must be continued for the term of the 
loan. For grants and other non-loan forms of financial assistance, flood insurance coverage must be continued for 
the life of the building irrespective of the transfer of ownership. The amount of coverage must equal the total 
project cost or the maximum coverage limit of the National Flood Insurance Program, whichever is less 


Provide a copy of the flood insurance policy declaration or a paid receipt for the current annual flood insurance 
premium and a copy of the application for flood insurance. There is a potential for a home to be within the 
floodplain.  During the site specific Tier 2 review, each property will be mapped to determine if in a designated  



http://www.msc.fema.gov/
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area.  Lawrence County participates in the National Flood Insurance Program, and each property owner would 
need site specific flood insurance before work can be completed. 


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary.   


 
☐Yes, less than one year has passed since FEMA notification of Special Flood Hazards.  


If less than one year has passed since notification of Special Flood Hazards, no flood Insurance is required. 


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary.    


☐No.  The community is not participating, or its participation has been suspended.  
Federal assistance may not be used at this location. Cancel the project at this location. 


 
 


Worksheet Summary  


Compliance Determination 


Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; FEMA panel #s will be determined at eligibility phase of project (Tier 2)  
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; NA 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region Tier 2 project phase will determine what kind of 


compliance and documentation each site-specific project will need which include; Documentation 
supporting the determination that the project does not require flood insurance or is excepted from flood 
insurance, A FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) showing that the project is not located in a 
Special Flood Hazard Area, or a FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) showing that the project is 
located in a Special Flood Hazard Area along with a copy of the flood insurance policy declaration or a 
paid receipt for the current annual flood insurance premium and a copy of the application for flood 
insurance in the review. FEMA’s Map Service Center is located here 
https://msc.fema.gov/portal/home and will be used in this determination.  


 
 


Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


X  Yes, depending on site-specific address 
☐ No  
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Air Quality (CEST and EA) 


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 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/air-quality  


Scope of Work 
 


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   
  Continue to Question 2.   
X  No   


Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 
below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.      
  


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?   
Follow the link below to determine compliance status of project county or air quality management district:  
https://www.epa.gov/green-book  
 
X   No, project’s county or air quality management district is in attainment status for all criteria pollutants 
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 


below. Provide any documents used to make your determination.   
☐  Yes, project’s management district or county is in non-attainment or maintenance status for one or 


more criteria pollutants.  
 Describe the findings:  
 
 
 


 
 
 


  



https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/air-quality

https://www.epa.gov/green-book
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 Continue to Question 3.   
 


3. Determine the estimated emissions levels of your project for each of those criteria pollutants that 
are in non-attainment or maintenance status on your project area. 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  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 


below. Explain how you determined that the project would not exceed de minimis or threshold emissions.    
☐  Yes, the project exceeds de minimis emissions levels or screening levels. 
 Continue to Question 4.   Explain how you determined that the project would not exceed de minimis or 


threshold emissions in the Worksheet Summary.   
   


4. 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.  


 
 
 
 
 
 
Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Documentation sited on Attachment 1 page 3-12  5/26/2020 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Websites sited below 5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; Documentation sited on Attachments  page 3-


12 5/26/2020 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 
 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No 
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/pa8_2015.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/pa8_2015.pdf
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/paso2_2010.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/paso2_2010.pdf





 
 
Attachment 4 
Clean Air 
Page 5 of 12 


 
 
 
 
https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/pa25_2012.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/pa25_2012.pdf
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/papb2008.html 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/papb2008.html
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/mapnmpoll.pdf 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/map/mapnmpoll.pdf
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/nbtcw.html 
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/mbcty.html 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/mbcty.html
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/kbcty.html 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/kbcty.html
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/tbcty.html 
 
 
 
 
 



https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/tbcty.html
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https://www3.epa.gov/airquality/greenbook/jbcty.html 
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Coastal Zone Management Act (CEST and EA) 
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 
 


References 
https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/coastal-zone-management 


 
Projects located in the following states must complete this form.  


Alabama Florida Louisiana Mississippi Ohio Texas 
Alaska Georgia Maine New Hampshire Oregon Virgin Islands 
American Samona Guam Maryland New Jersey Pennsylvania Virginia 
California Hawaii Massachusetts New York Puerto Rico Washington 
Connecticut Illinois Michigan North Carolina Rhode Island Wisconsin 
Delaware Indiana Minnesota Northern Mariana 


Islands 
South Carolina  


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


Plan? 
 
X Yes   Continue to Question 2. 
☐No   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide a map showing that the site is not within a Coastal Zone.  
 
2. Does this project include activities that are subject to state review?  
 


☐Yes   Continue to Question 3.   
X No    Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination.  
  


3. Has this project been determined to be consistent with the State Coastal Management Program? 
☐Yes, with mitigation.  Continue to Question 4.  
☐Yes, without mitigation.   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue 


to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation used to make your determination.  
☐No, project must be canceled.  


Project cannot proceed at this location.  
 


4. Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, 
including the timeline for implementation.  
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  Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. Provide documentation of the consultation (including 


the State Coastal Management Program letter of consistency) and any other documentation used 
to make your determination. 


 
       


Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Documentation sited on Coastal Barrier Resources page 3-4 for map and 
additional information 5/26/2020 


• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Websites sited within Attachment 5 
5/26/2020 


• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; Documentation sited on Attachment 5 Coastal 
Barrier Resources page 3-4 for map and additional information 5/26/2020 


• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 
 
 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No  
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Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic Boundary 
Maps 


  


Access Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic Map Series (pdf) (15MB) 


Numbers on the map and below correspond to PDF page numbers. 


 


 


 


 
 
 
 



http://files.dep.state.pa.us/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/River/About/Docs/LECZTopos.pdf
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https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%20Manag
ement%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx 
 
PORTIONS OF THE FOLLOWING MUNICIPALITIES ARE LOCATED IN PENNSYLVANIA’S COASTAL ZONES 
None are in Lawrence County, PA  


 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


Page 1  
Springfield Township 


Page 6  
Millcreek Township 
Presque Isle 


Page 10 
Erie City 
Lawrence Park Township 
Harborcreek Township 


Page 14 
North East Township 


Page 2  
Springfield Township 


Page 7  
Fairview Township 
Millcreek Township 


Page 11 
Harborcreek Township 


Page 15 
North East Township 


Page 3  
Springfield Township 
Girard Township 
Lake City Borough 


Page 8  
Presque Isle 


Page 12 
Harborcreek Township 
North East Township 


Page 16 
North East Township 


Page 4  
Girard Township 
Fairview Township 


Page 9  
Millcreek Township 
Erie City 
Presque Isle 


Page 13 
Harborcreek Township 
North East Township 


Page 17 
North East Township 


Page 5  
Fairview Township 


      



https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%20Management%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx

https://www.dep.pa.gov/Business/Water/Compacts%20and%20Commissions/Coastal%20Resources%20Management%20Program/Pages/Lake-Erie-Coastal-Zone-Boundary-Maps.aspx



		Coastal Zone Management Act (CEST and EA)

		Lake Erie Coastal Zone Topographic Boundary Maps
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Contamination and Toxic Substances (Multifamily and Non-Residential Properties) 


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) 
 


Reference 


https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination 
 


1. How was site contamination evaluated? 1 Select all that apply. 
☐ ASTM Phase I ESA 
☐ ASTM Phase II ESA 
☐ Remediation or clean-up plan 
☐ ASTM Vapor Encroachment Screening 
X None of the above 


 Provide documentation and reports and include an explanation of how site contamination was 
evaluated in the Worksheet Summary.  
Continue to Question 2.   
 


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?) 


 X No  
Explain:  
 


 
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the 
Worksheet Summary below. 


☐ Yes. Describe the findings, including any recognized environmental conditions (RECs), in 
Worksheet Summary below. Continue to Question 3. 


 
                                                 
1 HUD regulations at 24 CFR § 58.5(i)(2)(ii) require that the environmental review for multifamily housing with five or more dwelling 
units or non-residential property include the evaluation of previous uses of the site or other evidence of contamination on or near 
the site. For acquisition and new construction of multifamily and nonresidential properties HUD strongly advises the review include 
an ASTM Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) to meet real estate transaction standards of due diligence and to help ensure 
compliance with HUD’s toxic policy at 24 CFR §58.5(i) and 24 CFR §50.3(i).  Also note that some HUD programs require an ASTM 
Phase I ESA. 


 Properties not selected yet.  Tier 2 of ER process will inspect for on-site hazards at specific site. 



https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/site-contamination
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3. Mitigation 
Document the mitigation needed according to the requirements of the appropriate federal, state, 
tribal, or local oversight agency.  If the adverse environmental effects cannot be mitigated, then HUD 
assistance may not be used for the project at this site.   
 


Can adverse environmental impacts be mitigated?  NA 
☐ Adverse environmental impacts cannot feasibly be mitigated 
 Project cannot proceed at this location.  


 
☐ Yes, adverse environmental impacts can be eliminated through mitigation.     
  Provide all mitigation requirements2 and documents. Continue to Question 4.   


 
4. Describe how compliance was achieved. Include any of the following that apply: State Voluntary 


Clean-up Program, a No Further Action letter, use of engineering controls3, or use of institutional 
controls4. 


 
 
 
 
 


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


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
☐ Risk-based corrective action (RBCA) 


 Continue to the Worksheet Summary. 
 


 


 


 


 


 


                                                 
2 Mitigation requirements include all clean-up actions required by applicable federal, state, tribal, or local law.  Additionally, provide, 
as applicable, the long-term operations and maintenance plan, Remedial Action Work Plan, and other equivalent documents.    
3 Engineering controls are any physical mechanism used to contain or stabilize contamination or ensure the effectiveness of a 
remedial action. Engineering controls may include, without limitation, caps, covers, dikes, trenches, leachate collection systems, 
signs, fences, physical access controls, ground water monitoring systems and ground water containment systems including, without 
limitation, slurry walls and ground water pumping systems.  
4 Institutional controls are mechanisms used to limit human activities at or near a contaminated site, or to ensure the effectiveness 
of the remedial action over time, when contaminants remain at a site at levels above the applicable remediation standard which 
would allow for unrestricted use of the property.  Institutional controls may include structure, land, and natural resource use 
restrictions, well restriction areas, classification exception areas, deed notices, and declarations of environmental restrictions. 
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Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; Cannot Map the projects at this time in Tier 1.   
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Pamela Reilly, SHPO 5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; Will conduct Risk Assessment, On-site 


Inspection as well as research on EPA’s website as applicable once project locations are determined. 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; In previous years, Housing Rehabilitation projects 


are not located in hazards sites as the areas are residential.   
 
  
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐X Yes 
      No  


 
RE 
      Attachment 6.b Federal Delisted 
      Attachment 6.c SHPO 
      Attachment 6.d SHPO Summary Appendix A 
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authorized NPDES program’s electronic 
reporting systems. However, if a state, 
territory, or tribe is already using EPA’s 
electronic reporting systems, the 
regulated entities would not need to 
register again as the NPDES-regulated 
entity will be using the same electronic 
reporting tool (i.e., no change in the 
subscriber agreement that accompanies 
the electronic reporting tool). 


II. Listing of the Initial Recipients for 
NPDES Electronic Reporting 


The final rule requires EPA to publish 
in the Federal Register a listing of the 
initial recipients for electronic NPDES 
information from NPDES-regulated 
facilities by state, tribe, and territory 
and by NPDES data group [see 40 CFR 
127.27(c)]. This listing must identify for 
NPDES-regulated facilities the initial 


recipient of their NPDES electronic data 
submissions and the due date for these 
NPDES electronic data submissions. The 
final rule requires authorized NPDES 
programs to send EPA an opt-out notice 
by 19 April 2016. The following is a list 
of the six states that sent an opt-out 
notice to EPA. These notices are posted 
on EPA’s Web site that provides 
implementation information. 


State 
State elected for EPA to be initial 


recipient for general permit reports 
(NPDES Data Group No. 2) 


State elected for 
EPA to be initial 


recipient for DMRs 
(NPDES Data 
Group No. 3) 


State elected for EPA to be initial 
recipient for program reports 


(NPDES Data Group Nos. 4 through 
10) 


Georgia .................................................. Yes (All) ................................................ Yes ........................ Yes (All). 
Nebraska ............................................... Yes (All) ................................................ Yes ........................ Yes (All). 
New Jersey ............................................ No ......................................................... No ......................... Yes (only for CAFO Annual Program 


Report). 
North Carolina ....................................... Yes (only for Low Erosivity Waivers 


and No Exposure Certifications).
No ......................... No. 


Oregon ................................................... Yes (All) ................................................ Yes ........................ Yes (All). 
Rhode Island ......................................... Yes (All) ................................................ Yes ........................ Yes (All). 


Note: Although not required as the initial recipient process is an ‘opt-out’ process, Tennessee sent notice to EPA that they intend to be the Ini-
tial Recipient for all NPDES data groups. 


State that have elected for EPA to be 
the Initial Recipient for all of the NPDES 
data groups will be using EPA’s 
electronic reporting tools (e.g., NetDMR, 
NeT) and NPDES data system (ICIS– 
NPDES). It should be noted that Georgia 
and Rhode Island elected to use EPA’s 
NetDMR and NPDES data system (ICIS– 
NPDES) prior to the effective date of the 
final rule. Consequently, NPDES- 
regulated entities in these two states 
that are already using NetDMR will not 
need to take any additional actions in 
response to Georgia and Rhode Island 
designating EPA as the Initial Recipient 
for DMRs (NPDES Data Group No. 3). In 
accordance with the final rule (see 40 
CFR 127.16), NPDES-regulated entities 
in Nebraska and Oregon will need to 
register and start using NetDMR prior to 
the Phase 1 electronic reporting 
deadline (21 December 2016). New 
Jersey has elected for EPA to be the 
Initial Recipient for the Concentrated 
Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) 
Annual Program Report [see 40 CFR 
122.42(e)(4)]. In accordance with the 
final rule, CAFOs in New Jersey will 
need to register and start using NeT to 
submit their CAFO Annual Program 
Report prior to the Phase 2 electronic 
reporting deadline (21 December 2020). 
Finally, North Carolina has elected for 
EPA to be the Initial Recipient for Low 
Erosivity Waivers (LEWs) [see Exhibit 1 
to 40 CFR 122.26(b)(15)] and No 
Exposure Certifications (NOEs) [see 
122.26(g)]. In accordance with the final 
rule, facilities in North Carolina will 
need to register and start using NeT to 
submit their LEWs and NOEs prior to 


the Phase 2 electronic reporting 
deadline (21 December 2020). 


For all other authorized NPDES 
programs not in the above table, the 
authorized state, tribe, or territorial 
NPDES program is the initial recipient 
for the NPDES programs and NPDES 
permits that it administers. For 
example, Arkansas will be the initial 
recipient for all NPDES Data Groups 
except for the Sewage Sludge/Biosolids 
Annual Program Reports [40 CFR part 
503], as Arkansas is not authorized for 
the Federal Biosolids NPDES program. 
Likewise, Colorado will be the initial 
recipient for all NPDES Data Groups 
except for: 


• Sewage Sludge/Biosolids Annual 
Program Reports [40 CFR part 503], 


• Pretreatment Program Reports [40 
CFR 403.12(i)], 


• Significant Industrial User 
Compliance Reports in Municipalities 
Without Approved Pretreatment 
Programs [40 CFR 403.12(e) and (h)], 
and 


• All NPDES reporting for Federal 
facilities. 


Colorado is not authorized for the 
Federal Biosolids or Pretreatment 
NPDES programs and Colorado is not 
the NPDES permitting authority for 
Federal facilities in Colorado. It should 
be noted that EPA will be the initial 
recipient for all NPDES-regulated 
entities where EPA is the permitting 
authority or authorized NPDES program. 
A full listing of NPDES program 
authorization for each state is available 
on EPA’s Web site (https://


www.epa.gov/npdes/npdes-state- 
program-information). 


Dated: August 24, 2016. 
David Hindin, 
Director, Office of Compliance, Office of 
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance. 
[FR Doc. 2016–21204 Filed 9–8–16; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 300 


[EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0151, 0152, 0154, 
0155, 0156, 0157 and 0158; EPA–HQ– 
SFUND–2015–0139, 0575 and 0576; FRL– 
9952–06–OLEM] 


National Priorities List 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
(‘‘CERCLA’’ or ‘‘the Act’’), as amended, 
requires that the National Oil and 
Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (‘‘NCP’’) include a list 
of national priorities among the known 
releases or threatened releases of 
hazardous substances, pollutants or 
contaminants throughout the United 
States. The National Priorities List 
(‘‘NPL’’) constitutes this list. The NPL is 
intended primarily to guide the 
Environmental Protection Agency (‘‘the 
EPA’’ or ‘‘the agency’’) in determining 
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which sites warrant further 
investigation. These further 
investigations will allow the EPA to 
assess the nature and extent of public 
health and environmental risks 
associated with the site and to 
determine what CERCLA-financed 
remedial action(s), if any, may be 
appropriate. This rule adds ten sites to 
the General Superfund section of the 
NPL. 


DATES: The document is effective on 
October 11, 2016. 
ADDRESSES: Contact information for the 
EPA Headquarters: 


• Docket Coordinator, Headquarters; 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; 
CERCLA Docket Office; 1301 
Constitution Avenue NW., William 
Jefferson Clinton Building West, Room 
3334, Washington, DC 20004, 202–566– 
0276. 


The contact information for the 
regional dockets is as follows: 


• Holly Inglis, Region 1 (CT, ME, MA, 
NH, RI, VT), U.S. EPA, Superfund 
Records and Information Center, 5 Post 
Office Square, Suite 100, Boston, MA 
02109–3912; 617/918–1413. 


• Ildefonso Acosta, Region 2 (NJ, NY, 
PR, VI), U.S. EPA, 290 Broadway, New 
York, NY 10007–1866; 212/637–4344. 


• Lorie Baker (ASRC), Region 3 (DE, 
DC, MD, PA, VA, WV), U.S. EPA, 
Library, 1650 Arch Street, Mailcode 
3HS12, Philadelphia, PA 19103; 215/ 
814–3355. 


• Cathy Amoroso, Region 4 (AL, FL, 
GA, KY, MS, NC, SC, TN), U.S. EPA, 61 
Forsyth Street SW., Mailcode 9T25, 
Atlanta, GA 30303; 404/562–8637. 


• Todd Quesada, Region 5 (IL, IN, MI, 
MN, OH, WI), U.S. EPA Superfund 
Division Librarian/SFD Records 
Manager SRC–7J, Metcalfe Federal 
Building, 77 West Jackson Boulevard, 
Chicago, IL 60604; 312/886–4465. 


• Brenda Cook, Region 6 (AR, LA, 
NM, OK, TX), U.S. EPA, 1445 Ross 
Avenue, Suite 1200, Mailcode 6SFTS, 
Dallas, TX 75202–2733; 214/665–7436. 


• Brian Mitchell, Region 7 (IA, KS, 
MO, NE), U.S. EPA, 11201 Renner Blvd., 
Mailcode SUPR/SPEB, Lenexa, KS 
66219; 913/551–7633. 


• Victor Ketellapper, Region 8 (CO, 
MT, ND, SD, UT, WY), U.S. EPA, 1595 
Wynkoop Street, Mailcode 8EPR–B, 
Denver, CO 80202–1129; 303/312–6578. 


• Sharon Murray, Region 9 (AZ, CA, 
HI, NV, AS, GU, MP), U.S. EPA, 75 
Hawthorne Street, Mailcode SFD 6–1, 
San Francisco, CA 94105; 415/947– 
4250. 


• Ken Marcy, Region 10 (AK, ID, OR, 
WA), U.S. EPA, 1200 6th Avenue, 
Mailcode ECL–112, Seattle, WA 98101; 
206/463–1349. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Terry Jeng, phone: (703) 603–8852, 
email: jeng.terry@epa.gov Site 
Assessment and Remedy Decisions 
Branch, Assessment and Remediation 
Division, Office of Superfund 
Remediation and Technology 
Innovation (Mailcode 5204P), U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency; 1200 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20460; or the Superfund Hotline, 
phone (800) 424–9346 or (703) 412– 
9810 in the Washington, DC, 
metropolitan area. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
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E. What happens to sites on the NPL? 
F. Does the NPL define the boundaries of 


sites? 
G. How are sites removed from the NPL? 
H. May the EPA delete portions of sites 


from the NPL as they are cleaned up? 
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(CCL)? 
J. What is the Sitewide Ready for 
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A. May I review the documents relevant to 
this final rule? 


B. What documents are available for review 
at the EPA headquarters docket? 


C. What documents are available for review 
at the EPA regional dockets? 


D. How do I access the documents? 
E. How may I obtain a current list of NPL 


sites? 
III. Contents of This Final Rule 


A. Additions to the NPL 
B. What did the EPA do with the public 


comments it received? 
IV. Statutory and Executive Order Reviews 


A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory 
Planning and Review and Executive 
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and 
Regulatory Review 


B. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) 
C. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) 
D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 


(UMRA) 
E. Executive Order 13132: Federalism 
F. Executive Order 13175: Consultation 


and Coordination With Indian Tribal 
Governments 


G. Executive Order 13045: Protection of 
Children From Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks 


H. Executive Order 13211: Actions That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use 


I. National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act (NTTAA) 


J. Executive Order 12898: Federal Actions 
To Address Environmental Justice in 
Minority Populations and Low-Income 
Populations 


K. Congressional Review Act 


I. Background 


A. What are CERCLA and SARA? 
In 1980, Congress enacted the 


Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 9601–9675 (‘‘CERCLA’’ or 
‘‘the Act’’), in response to the dangers of 
uncontrolled releases or threatened 
releases of hazardous substances, and 
releases or substantial threats of releases 
into the environment of any pollutant or 
contaminant that may present an 
imminent or substantial danger to the 
public health or welfare. CERCLA was 
amended on October 17, 1986, by the 
Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act (‘‘SARA’’), Public 
Law 99–499, 100 Stat. 1613 et seq. 


B. What is the NCP? 
To implement CERCLA, the EPA 


promulgated the revised National Oil 
and Hazardous Substances Pollution 
Contingency Plan (‘‘NCP’’), 40 CFR part 
300, on July 16, 1982 (47 FR 31180), 
pursuant to CERCLA section 105 and 
Executive Order 12316 (46 FR 42237, 
August 20, 1981). The NCP sets 
guidelines and procedures for 
responding to releases and threatened 
releases of hazardous substances, or 
releases or substantial threats of releases 
into the environment of any pollutant or 
contaminant that may present an 
imminent or substantial danger to the 
public health or welfare. The EPA has 
revised the NCP on several occasions. 
The most recent comprehensive revision 
was on March 8, 1990 (55 FR 8666). 


As required under section 
105(a)(8)(A) of CERCLA, the NCP also 
includes ‘‘criteria for determining 
priorities among releases or threatened 
releases throughout the United States 
for the purpose of taking remedial 
action and, to the extent practicable, 
taking into account the potential 
urgency of such action, for the purpose 
of taking removal action.’’ ‘‘Removal’’ 
actions are defined broadly and include 
a wide range of actions taken to study, 
clean up, prevent or otherwise address 
releases and threatened releases of 
hazardous substances, pollutants or 
contaminants (42 U.S.C. 9601(23)). 


C. What is the National Priorities List 
(NPL)? 


The NPL is a list of national priorities 
among the known or threatened releases 
of hazardous substances, pollutants or 
contaminants throughout the United 
States. The list, which is appendix B of 
the NCP (40 CFR part 300), was required 
under section 105(a)(8)(B) of CERCLA, 
as amended. Section 105(a)(8)(B) 
defines the NPL as a list of ‘‘releases’’ 


VerDate Sep<11>2014 15:26 Sep 08, 2016 Jkt 238001 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\09SER1.SGM 09SER1eh
ie


rs
 o


n 
D


S
K


5V
P


T
V


N
1P


R
O


D
 w


ith
 R


U
LE


S



mailto:jeng.terry@epa.gov





62399 Federal Register / Vol. 81, No. 175 / Friday, September 9, 2016 / Rules and Regulations 


and the highest priority ‘‘facilities’’ and 
requires that the NPL be revised at least 
annually. The NPL is intended 
primarily to guide the EPA in 
determining which sites warrant further 
investigation to assess the nature and 
extent of public health and 
environmental risks associated with a 
release of hazardous substances, 
pollutants or contaminants. The NPL is 
of only limited significance, however, as 
it does not assign liability to any party 
or to the owner of any specific property. 
Also, placing a site on the NPL does not 
mean that any remedial or removal 
action necessarily need be taken. 


For purposes of listing, the NPL 
includes two sections, one of sites that 
are generally evaluated and cleaned up 
by the EPA (the ‘‘General Superfund 
section’’) and one of sites that are 
owned or operated by other federal 
agencies (the ‘‘Federal Facilities 
section’’). With respect to sites in the 
Federal Facilities section, these sites are 
generally being addressed by other 
federal agencies. Under Executive Order 
12580 (52 FR 2923, January 29, 1987) 
and CERCLA section 120, each federal 
agency is responsible for carrying out 
most response actions at facilities under 
its own jurisdiction, custody or control, 
although the EPA is responsible for 
preparing a Hazard Ranking System 
(‘‘HRS’’) score and determining whether 
the facility is placed on the NPL. 


D. How are sites listed on the NPL? 
There are three mechanisms for 


placing sites on the NPL for possible 
remedial action (see 40 CFR 300.425(c) 
of the NCP): (1) A site may be included 
on the NPL if it scores sufficiently high 
on the HRS, which the EPA 
promulgated as appendix A of the NCP 
(40 CFR part 300). The HRS serves as a 
screening tool to evaluate the relative 
potential of uncontrolled hazardous 
substances, pollutants or contaminants 
to pose a threat to human health or the 
environment. On December 14, 1990 (55 
FR 51532), the EPA promulgated 
revisions to the HRS partly in response 
to CERCLA section 105(c), added by 
SARA. The revised HRS evaluates four 
pathways: Ground water, surface water, 
soil exposure and air. As a matter of 
agency policy, those sites that score 
28.50 or greater on the HRS are eligible 
for the NPL. (2) Each state may 
designate a single site as its top priority 
to be listed on the NPL, without any 
HRS score. This provision of CERCLA 
requires that, to the extent practicable, 
the NPL include one facility designated 
by each state as the greatest danger to 
public health, welfare or the 
environment among known facilities in 
the state. This mechanism for listing is 


set out in the NCP at 40 CFR 
300.425(c)(2). (3) The third mechanism 
for listing, included in the NCP at 40 
CFR 300.425(c)(3), allows certain sites 
to be listed without any HRS score, if all 
of the following conditions are met: 


• The Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry (ATSDR) of the 
U.S. Public Health Service has issued a 
health advisory that recommends 
dissociation of individuals from the 
release. 


• The EPA determines that the release 
poses a significant threat to public 
health. 


• The EPA anticipates that it will be 
more cost-effective to use its remedial 
authority than to use its removal 
authority to respond to the release. 


The EPA promulgated an original NPL 
of 406 sites on September 8, 1983 (48 FR 
40658) and generally has updated it at 
least annually. 


E. What happens to sites on the NPL? 


A site may undergo remedial action 
financed by the Trust Fund established 
under CERCLA (commonly referred to 
as the ‘‘Superfund’’) only after it is 
placed on the NPL, as provided in the 
NCP at 40 CFR 300.425(b)(1). 
(‘‘Remedial actions’’ are those 
‘‘consistent with a permanent remedy, 
taken instead of or in addition to 
removal actions’’ (40 CFR 300.5)). 
However, under 40 CFR 300.425(b)(2), 
placing a site on the NPL ‘‘does not 
imply that monies will be expended.’’ 
The EPA may pursue other appropriate 
authorities to respond to the releases, 
including enforcement action under 
CERCLA and other laws. 


F. Does the NPL define the boundaries 
of sites? 


The NPL does not describe releases in 
precise geographical terms; it would be 
neither feasible nor consistent with the 
limited purpose of the NPL (to identify 
releases that are priorities for further 
evaluation), for it to do so. Indeed, the 
precise nature and extent of the site are 
typically not known at the time of 
listing. 


Although a CERCLA ‘‘facility’’ is 
broadly defined to include any area 
where a hazardous substance has ‘‘come 
to be located’’ (CERCLA section 101(9)), 
the listing process itself is not intended 
to define or reflect the boundaries of 
such facilities or releases. Of course, 
HRS data (if the HRS is used to list a 
site) upon which the NPL placement 
was based will, to some extent, describe 
the release(s) at issue. That is, the NPL 
site would include all releases evaluated 
as part of that HRS analysis. 


When a site is listed, the approach 
generally used to describe the relevant 


release(s) is to delineate a geographical 
area (usually the area within an 
installation or plant boundaries) and 
identify the site by reference to that 
area. However, the NPL site is not 
necessarily coextensive with the 
boundaries of the installation or plant, 
and the boundaries of the installation or 
plant are not necessarily the 
‘‘boundaries’’ of the site. Rather, the site 
consists of all contaminated areas 
within the area used to identify the site, 
as well as any other location where that 
contamination has come to be located, 
or from where that contamination came. 


In other words, while geographic 
terms are often used to designate the site 
(e.g., the ‘‘Jones Co. Plant site’’) in terms 
of the property owned by a particular 
party, the site, properly understood, is 
not limited to that property (e.g., it may 
extend beyond the property due to 
contaminant migration), and conversely 
may not occupy the full extent of the 
property (e.g., where there are 
uncontaminated parts of the identified 
property, they may not be, strictly 
speaking, part of the ‘‘site’’). The ‘‘site’’ 
is thus neither equal to, nor confined by, 
the boundaries of any specific property 
that may give the site its name, and the 
name itself should not be read to imply 
that this site is coextensive with the 
entire area within the property 
boundary of the installation or plant. In 
addition, the site name is merely used 
to help identify the geographic location 
of the contamination, and is not meant 
to constitute any determination of 
liability at a site. For example, the name 
‘‘Jones Co. plant site,’’ does not imply 
that the Jones Company is responsible 
for the contamination located on the 
plant site. 


EPA regulations provide that the 
remedial investigation (‘‘RI’’) ‘‘is a 
process undertaken . . . to determine 
the nature and extent of the problem 
presented by the release’’ as more 
information is developed on site 
contamination, and which is generally 
performed in an interactive fashion with 
the feasibility study (‘‘FS’’) (40 CFR 
300.5). During the RI/FS process, the 
release may be found to be larger or 
smaller than was originally thought, as 
more is learned about the source(s) and 
the migration of the contamination. 
However, the HRS inquiry focuses on an 
evaluation of the threat posed and 
therefore the boundaries of the release 
need not be exactly defined. Moreover, 
it generally is impossible to discover the 
full extent of where the contamination 
‘‘has come to be located’’ before all 
necessary studies and remedial work are 
completed at a site. Indeed, the known 
boundaries of the contamination can be 
expected to change over time. Thus, in 
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most cases, it may be impossible to 
describe the boundaries of a release 
with absolute certainty. 


Further, as noted previously, NPL 
listing does not assign liability to any 
party or to the owner of any specific 
property. Thus, if a party does not 
believe it is liable for releases on 
discrete parcels of property, it can 
submit supporting information to the 
agency at any time after it receives 
notice it is a potentially responsible 
party. 


For these reasons, the NPL need not 
be amended as further research reveals 
more information about the location of 
the contamination or release. 


G. How are sites removed from the NPL? 
The EPA may delete sites from the 


NPL where no further response is 
appropriate under Superfund, as 
explained in the NCP at 40 CFR 
300.425(e). This section also provides 
that the EPA shall consult with states on 
proposed deletions and shall consider 
whether any of the following criteria 
have been met: 


(i) Responsible parties or other 
persons have implemented all 
appropriate response actions required; 


(ii) All appropriate Superfund- 
financed response has been 
implemented and no further response 
action is required; or 


(iii) The remedial investigation has 
shown the release poses no significant 
threat to public health or the 
environment, and taking of remedial 
measures is not appropriate. 


H. May the EPA delete portions of sites 
from the NPL as they are cleaned up? 


In November 1995, the EPA initiated 
a policy to delete portions of NPL sites 
where cleanup is complete (60 FR 
55465, November 1, 1995). Total site 
cleanup may take many years, while 
portions of the site may have been 
cleaned up and made available for 
productive use. 


I. What is the Construction Completion 
List (CCL)? 


The EPA also has developed an NPL 
construction completion list (‘‘CCL’’) to 


simplify its system of categorizing sites 
and to better communicate the 
successful completion of cleanup 
activities (58 FR 12142, March 2, 1993). 
Inclusion of a site on the CCL has no 
legal significance. 


Sites qualify for the CCL when: (1) 
Any necessary physical construction is 
complete, whether or not final cleanup 
levels or other requirements have been 
achieved; (2) the EPA has determined 
that the response action should be 
limited to measures that do not involve 
construction (e.g., institutional 
controls); or (3) the site qualifies for 
deletion from the NPL. For more 
information on the CCL, see the EPA’s 
Internet site at https://www.epa.gov/ 
superfund/superfund-remedial- 
performance-measures#cc_anchor. 


J. What is the Sitewide Ready for 
Anticipated Use measure? 


The Sitewide Ready for Anticipated 
Use measure represents important 
Superfund accomplishments and the 
measure reflects the high priority the 
EPA places on considering anticipated 
future land use as part of the remedy 
selection process. See Guidance for 
Implementing the Sitewide Ready-for- 
Reuse Measure, May 24, 2006, OSWER 
9365.0–36. This measure applies to final 
and deleted sites where construction is 
complete, all cleanup goals have been 
achieved, and all institutional or other 
controls are in place. The EPA has been 
successful on many occasions in 
carrying out remedial actions that 
ensure protectiveness of human health 
and the environment for current and 
future land uses, in a manner that 
allows contaminated properties to be 
restored to environmental and economic 
vitality. For further information, please 
go to https://www.epa.gov/superfund/ 
about-superfund-cleanup-process#tab-9. 


K. What is state/tribal correspondence 
concerning NPL listing? 


In order to maintain close 
coordination with states and tribes in 
the NPL listing decision process, the 
EPA’s policy is to determine the 
position of the states and tribes 


regarding sites that the EPA is 
considering for listing. This 
consultation process is outlined in two 
memoranda that can be found at the 
following Web site: https://
www.epa.gov/superfund/statetribal- 
correspondence-concerning-npl-site- 
listing. 


The EPA has improved the 
transparency of the process by which 
state and tribal input is solicited. The 
EPA is using the Web and where 
appropriate more structured state and 
tribal correspondence that (1) explains 
the concerns at the site and the EPA’s 
rationale for proceeding; (2) requests an 
explanation of how the state intends to 
address the site if placement on the NPL 
is not favored; and (3) emphasizes the 
transparent nature of the process by 
informing states that information on 
their responses will be publicly 
available. 


A model letter and correspondence 
between the EPA and states and tribes 
where applicable, is available on the 
EPA’s Web site at https://www.epa.gov/ 
superfund/statetribal-correspondence- 
concerning-npl-site-listing.htm. 


II. Availability of Information to the 
Public 


A. May I review the documents relevant 
to this final rule? 


Yes, documents relating to the 
evaluation and scoring of the sites in 
this final rule are contained in dockets 
located both at the EPA headquarters 
and in the EPA regional offices. 


An electronic version of the public 
docket is available through http://
www.regulations.gov (see table below 
for docket identification numbers). 
Although not all docket materials may 
be available electronically, you may still 
access any of the publicly available 
docket materials through the docket 
facilities identified in section II.D. 


DOCKET IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS BY SITE 


Site name City/county, State Docket ID No. 


Argonaut Mine .......................................................................................... Jackson, CA ................................... EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0151 
Bonita Peak Mining District ...................................................................... San Juan County, CO .................... EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0152 
West Vermont Drinking Water Contamination ......................................... Indianapolis, IN ............................... EPA–HQ–SFUND–2015–0575 
SBA Shipyard ........................................................................................... Jennings, LA ................................... EPA–HQ–SFUND–2015–0576 
Anaconda Aluminum Co Columbia Falls Reduction Plant ....................... Columbia Falls, MT ........................ EPA–HQ–SFUND–2015–0139 
Wappinger Creek ...................................................................................... Dutchess County, NY ..................... EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0155 
Valley Pike VOCs ..................................................................................... Riverside, OH ................................. EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0154 
Dorado Ground Water Contamination ...................................................... Dorado, PR ..................................... EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0156 
Eldorado Chemical Co., Inc. ..................................................................... Live Oak, TX .................................. EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0157 
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DOCKET IDENTIFICATION NUMBERS BY SITE—Continued 


Site name City/county, State Docket ID No. 


North 25th Street Glass and Zinc ............................................................. Clarksburg, WV .............................. EPA–HQ–OLEM–2016–0158 


B. What documents are available for 
review at the EPA headquarters docket? 


The headquarters docket for this rule 
contains the HRS score sheets, the 
documentation record describing the 
information used to compute the score 
and a list of documents referenced in 
the documentation record for each site. 


C. What documents are available for 
review at the EPA regional dockets? 


The EPA regional dockets contain all 
the information in the headquarters 
docket, plus the actual reference 
documents containing the data 
principally relied upon by the EPA in 
calculating or evaluating the HRS score. 


These reference documents are available 
only in the regional dockets. 


D. How do I access the documents? 


You may view the documents, by 
appointment only, after the publication 
of this rule. The hours of operation for 
the headquarters docket are from 8:30 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding federal holidays. 
Please contact the regional dockets for 
hours. For addresses for the 
headquarters and regional dockets, see 
‘‘Addresses’’ section in the beginning 
portion of this preamble. 


E. How may I obtain a current list of 
NPL sites? 


You may obtain a current list of NPL 
sites via the Internet at https://
www.epa.gov/superfund/national- 
priorities-list-npl-sites-site-name or by 
contacting the Superfund docket (see 
contact information in the beginning 
portion of this document). 


III. Contents of This Final Rule 


A. Additions to the NPL 


This final rule adds the following ten 
sites to the General Superfund section of 
the NPL. These sites are being added to 
the NPL based on HRS score. 


General Superfund section: 


State Site name City/county 


CA ..................... Argonaut Mine .......................................................................................................................................... Jackson. 
CO ..................... Bonita Peak Mining District ...................................................................................................................... San Juan County. 
IN ....................... West Vermont Drinking Water Contamination ......................................................................................... Indianapolis. 
LA ...................... SBA Shipyard ........................................................................................................................................... Jennings. 
MT ..................... Anaconda Aluminum Co Columbia Falls Reduction Plant ...................................................................... Columbia Falls. 
NY ..................... Wappinger Creek ..................................................................................................................................... Dutchess County. 
OH ..................... Valley Pike VOCs ..................................................................................................................................... Riverside. 
PR ..................... Dorado Ground Water Contamination ..................................................................................................... Dorado. 
TX ...................... Eldorado Chemical Co., Inc ..................................................................................................................... Live Oak. 
WV .................... North 25th Street Glass and Zinc ............................................................................................................ Clarksburg. 


B. What did the EPA do with the public 
comments it received? 


The EPA reviewed all comments 
received on the sites in this rule and 
responded to all relevant comments. 
The EPA is adding ten sites to the NPL 
in this final rule, all to the General 
Superfund section. Comments on the 
Bonita Peak Mining District (San Juan 
County, CO), West Vermont Drinking 
Water Contamination (Indianapolis, IN), 
SBA Shipyard (Jennings, LA) and 
Anaconda Aluminum Co Columbia 
Falls Reduction Plant (Columbia Falls, 
MT) sites are addressed in a response to 
comment support document available in 
the public docket concurrently with this 
rule. 


The remaining six sites being added 
to the NPL in this rule did not receive 
any comments urging specific changes 
to the HRS score. The Valley Pike VOCs 
(Riverside, OH) site received no 
comments. The Dorado Ground Water 
Contamination (Dorado, PR) and 
Eldorado Chemical Co., Inc. (Live Oak, 
TX) sites both received only erroneous 
comments that were meant for other 


sites but were directed to incorrect 
docket numbers. 


The Argonaut Mine (Jackson, CA) site 
received two comments urging EPA to 
list, one from a citizen and one from the 
Mayor of the City of Jackson. In 
response, EPA is placing the Argonaut 
Mine site on the NPL. 


The Wappinger Creek (Dutchess 
County, NY) site received three 
comments, all urging EPA to list the 
site, one from a citizen, one anonymous 
and one from Senator Gillibrand. In 
response, EPA is placing the Wappinger 
Creek site on the NPL. 


The North 25th Street Glass and Zinc 
(Clarksburg, WV) site received nine 
comments. Three of those comments 
were erroneous comments directed 
toward the incorrect docket. Three of 
the comments urged EPA to list the site 
and two urged EPA to clean up the site. 
One comment raised objections to tax 
payer money being wasted on hazardous 
waste lawsuits. In response, nothing 
raised in this comment impacted the 
HRS score or the decision to list the site 
on the NPL. Therefore, EPA is adding 


the North 25th Street Glass and Zinc site 
to the NPL. 


IV. Statutory and Executive Order 
Reviews 


Additional information about these 
statutes and Executive Orders can be 
found at https://www.epa.gov/laws- 
regulations/laws-and-executive-orders. 


A. Executive Order 12866: Regulatory 
Planning and Review and Executive 
Order 13563: Improving Regulation and 
Regulatory Review 


This action is not a significant 
regulatory action and was therefore not 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for review. 


B. Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA) 


This action does not impose an 
information collection burden under the 
PRA. This rule does not contain any 
information collection requirements that 
require approval of the OMB. 


C. Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) 


I certify that this action will not have 
a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
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under the RFA. This action will not 
impose any requirements on small 
entities. This rule listing sites on the 
NPL does not impose any obligations on 
any group, including small entities. This 
rule also does not establish standards or 
requirements that any small entity must 
meet, and imposes no direct costs on 
any small entity. Whether an entity, 
small or otherwise, is liable for response 
costs for a release of hazardous 
substances depends on whether that 
entity is liable under CERCLA 107(a). 
Any such liability exists regardless of 
whether the site is listed on the NPL 
through this rulemaking. 


D. Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
(UMRA) 


This action does not contain any 
unfunded mandate as described in 
UMRA, 2 U.S.C. 1531–1538, and does 
not significantly or uniquely affect small 
governments. This action imposes no 
enforceable duty on any state, local or 
tribal governments or the private sector. 
Listing a site on the NPL does not itself 
impose any costs. Listing does not mean 
that the EPA necessarily will undertake 
remedial action. Nor does listing require 
any action by a private party, state, local 
or tribal governments or determine 
liability for response costs. Costs that 
arise out of site responses result from 
future site-specific decisions regarding 
what actions to take, not directly from 
the act of placing a site on the NPL. 


E. Executive Order 13132: Federalism 
This final rule does not have 


federalism implications. It will not have 
substantial direct effects on the states, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the states, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government. 


F. Executive Order 13175: Consultation 
and Coordination With Indian Tribal 
Governments 


This action does not have tribal 
implications as specified in Executive 
Order 13175. Listing a site on the NPL 
does not impose any costs on a tribe or 
require a tribe to take remedial action. 
Thus, Executive Order 13175 does not 
apply to this action. 


G. Executive Order 13045: Protection of 
Children From Environmental Health 
and Safety Risks 


The EPA interprets Executive Order 
13045 as applying only to those 
regulatory actions that concern 
environmental health or safety risks that 
the EPA has reason to believe may 
disproportionately affect children, per 


the definition of ‘‘covered regulatory 
action’’ in section 2–202 of the 
Executive Order. This action is not 
subject to Executive Order 13045 
because this action itself is procedural 
in nature (adds sites to a list) and does 
not, in and of itself, provide protection 
from environmental health and safety 
risks. Separate future regulatory actions 
are required for mitigation of 
environmental health and safety risks. 


H. Executive Order 13211: Actions That 
Significantly Affect Energy Supply, 
Distribution, or Use 


This action is not subject to Executive 
Order 13211, because it is not a 
significant regulatory action under 
Executive Order 12866. 


I. National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act (NTTAA) 


This rulemaking does not involve 
technical standards. 


J. Executive Order 12898: Federal 
Actions To Address Environmental 
Justice in Minority Populations and 
Low-Income Populations 


The EPA believes the human health or 
environmental risk addressed by this 
action will not have potential 
disproportionately high and adverse 
human health or environmental effects 
on minority, low-income or indigenous 
populations because it does not affect 
the level of protection provided to 
human health or the environment. As 
discussed in Section I.C. of the 
preamble to this action, the NPL is a list 
of national priorities. The NPL is 
intended primarily to guide the EPA in 
determining which sites warrant further 
investigation to assess the nature and 
extent of public health and 
environmental risks associated with a 
release of hazardous substances, 
pollutants or contaminants. The NPL is 
of only limited significance as it does 
not assign liability to any party. Also, 
placing a site on the NPL does not mean 
that any remedial or removal action 
necessarily need be taken. 


K. Congressional Review Act 
This action is subject to the CRA, and 


the EPA will submit a rule report to 
each House of the Congress and to the 
Comptroller General of the United 
States. This action is not a ‘‘major rule’’ 
as defined by 5 U.S.C. 804(2). 


Provisions of the Congressional 
Review Act (CRA) or section 305 of 
CERCLA may alter the effective date of 
this regulation. Under 5 U.S.C. 
801(b)(1), a rule shall not take effect, or 
continue in effect, if Congress enacts 
(and the President signs) a joint 


resolution of disapproval, described 
under section 802. Another statutory 
provision that may affect this rule is 
CERCLA section 305, which provides 
for a legislative veto of regulations 
promulgated under CERCLA. Although 
INS v. Chadha, 462 U.S. 919,103 S. Ct. 
2764 (1983), and Bd. of Regents of the 
University of Washington v. EPA, 86 
F.3d 1214,1222 (D.C. Cir. 1996), cast the 
validity of the legislative veto into 
question, the EPA has transmitted a 
copy of this regulation to the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives. 


If action by Congress under either the 
CRA or CERCLA section 305 calls the 
effective date of this regulation into 
question, the EPA will publish a 
document of clarification in the Federal 
Register. 


List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300 


Environmental protection, Air 
pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous 
substances, Hazardous waste, 
Intergovernmental relations, Natural 
resources, Oil pollution, Penalties, 
Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements, Superfund, Water 
pollution control, Water supply. 


Dated: September 1, 2016. 
Mathy Stanislaus, 
Assistant Administrator, Office of Land and 
Emergency Management. 


40 CFR part 300 is amended as 
follows: 


PART 300—NATIONAL OIL AND 
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES 
POLLUTION CONTINGENCY PLAN 


■ 1. The authority citation for part 300 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1321(d); 42 U.S.C. 
9601–9657; E.O. 13626, 77 FR 56749, 3CFR, 
2013 Comp., p. 306; E.O. 12777, 56 FR 54757, 
3 CFR, 1991 Comp., p.351; E.O. 12580, 52 FR 
2923, 3 CFR, 1987 Comp., p.193. 


■ 2. Table 1 of appendix B to part 300 
is amended by adding entries for 
‘‘Argonaut Mine’’, ‘‘Bonita Peak Mining 
District’’, ‘‘West Vermont Drinking 
Water Contamination’’, ‘‘SBA 
Shipyard’’, ‘‘Anaconda Aluminum Co 
Columbia Falls Reduction Plant’’, 
‘‘Wappinger Creek’’, ‘‘Valley Pike 
VOCs’’, ‘‘Dorado Ground Water 
Contamination’’, ‘‘Eldorado Chemical 
Co., Inc.’’, and ‘‘North 25th Street Glass 
and Zinc’’ in alphabetical order by state 
to read as follows: 


Appendix B to Part 300—National 
Priorities List 
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TABLE 1—GENERAL SUPERFUND SECTION 


State Site name City/county Notes a 


* * * * * * * 
CA .................... Argonaut Mine ............................................................................................................ Jackson.


* * * * * * * 
CO .................... Bonita Peak Mining District ........................................................................................ San Juan County.


* * * * * * * 
IN ...................... West Vermont Drinking Water Contamination ........................................................... Indianapolis.


* * * * * * * 
LA ..................... SBA Shipyard ............................................................................................................. Jennings.
MT .................... Anaconda Aluminum Co Columbia Falls Reduction Plant ........................................ Columbia Falls.
NY .................... Wappinger Creek ....................................................................................................... Dutchess County.


* * * * * * * 
OH .................... Valley Pike VOCs ....................................................................................................... Riverside.


* * * * * * * 
PR .................... Dorado Ground Water Contamination ....................................................................... Dorado.


* * * * * * * 
TX ..................... Eldorado Chemical Co., Inc. ...................................................................................... Live Oak.
WV .................... North 25th Street Glass and Zinc .............................................................................. Clarksburg.


a A = Based on issuance of health advisory by Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (if scored, HRS score need not be greater 
than or equal to 28.50). 


* * * * * 
[FR Doc. 2016–21615 Filed 9–8–16; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


42 CFR Part 8 


[Docket No. 2016–0001] 


RIN–0930–AA22 


Medication Assisted Treatment for 
Opioid Use Disorders; Correction 


AGENCY: Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration, HHS. 
ACTION: Correcting amendment. 


SUMMARY: The Health and Human 
Services Department (HHS) is correcting 
a final rule that appeared in the Federal 
Register on July 8, 2016. The final rule 
increased the maximum number of 
patients to whom an individual 
practitioner may dispense or prescribe 
certain medications, including 
buprenorphine, from 100 to 275. 
Practitioners are eligible for the 
increased patient limit if they have 
prescribed covered medications to up to 
100 patients for at least one year 
pursuant to secretarial approval, 
provided that they meet certain criteria 
and adhere to several additional 
requirements aimed at ensuring that 
patients receive the full array of services 
that comprise evidence-based 
medication-assisted treatment (MAT) 


and minimize the risks that medications 
provided for treatment are misused or 
diverted. One pathway through which 
practitioners may become eligible to 
increase their patient limit is by 
obtaining additional credentialing from 
one of several credentialing bodies. In 
the final rule, the name of one of the 
credentialing bodies listed was 
incorrect. This action provides the 
correct name. 
DATES: Effective on September 9, 2016. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jinhee Lee, Division of Pharmacologic 
Therapies, Center for Substance Abuse 
Treatment, SAMHSA, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, MD 20857, (240) 276– 
2700, email: Jinhee.Lee@
samhsa.hhs.gov. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 8, 
2016 (81 FR 44711), HHS published a 
final rule in the Federal Register, which 
increased the maximum number of 
patients to whom an individual 
practitioner may dispense or prescribe 
certain medications, including 
buprenorphine, from 100 to 275. One of 
the pathways through which 
practitioners can become eligible to 
increase their patient limit is by 
receiving additional credentialing. 


In the final rule, the American 
Osteopathic Academy of Addiction 
Medicine (AOAAM), which provides 
training but not certification, was 
mistakenly included in the definition 
for ‘‘additional credentialing.’’ HHS 
intended to include the American 


Osteopathic Association (AOA) in this 
definition, not AOAAM. This intention 
was evident in HHS’s Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM), 
published on March 30, 2016, which 
proposed defining ‘‘board certification’’ 
so as to include ‘‘subspecialty board 
certification in addiction medicine from 
the American Osteopathic Association 
(AOA) . . . .’’ AOAAM, on the other 
hand, was not referenced within the 
NPRM. Accordingly, HHS gave the 
public notice and an opportunity to 
comment on its proposal to include 
AOA board certification as one of the 
credentials that would make 
practitioners eligible to practice at the 
higher patient cap. No public comments 
were received that related to AOA’s role 
in the proposed rule. 


HHS’s intention to reference AOA 
(not AOAAM) was also reflected in the 
preamble of the final rule; AOA board 
certification was referenced in Section B 
of the Regulatory Impact Analysis, 
which stated that ‘‘[t]he training 
requirement may be satisfied in several 
ways: One may hold board certification 
in . . . addiction medicine from the 
American Osteopathic Association 
. . . .’’ HHS also explained in the 
preamble of the final rule that, ‘‘HHS 
removed the term ‘board certification’ 
and added ‘additional credentialing’ to 
clarify that all practitioners who 
currently qualify to treat up to 100 
patients are eligible for the higher 
patient limit if they are included as 
specialists as described in 21 U.S.C. 823 
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PROJECT REVIEW FORM 
Request to Initiate SHPO Consultation on 


State and Federal Undertakings 


SHPO USE ONLY 
DATE RECEIVED:


ER NUMBER: 


SECTION A:  PROJECT NAME & LOCATION 


 Is this a new submittal? YES NO OR 


REV: 06/2018 


Project Name 


Project Address 


SECTION B:   CONTACT INFORMATION & MAILING ADDRESS 


SECTION C:  PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
This project is located on: 
(check all that apply) State property Municipal property Private property 


List all federal and 
state agencies and 
programs 
providing funds, 
permits, licenses.


Agency Type Project/Permit/Tracking Number (if applicable) 


Proposed Work – Attach project description, scope of work, site plans, and/or drawings 


Project includes (check all that apply): Construction Demolition 


Total acres of project area: Total acres of earth disturbance: 


Are there any buildings or structures within the project area? Yes No


Rehabilitation Disposition 


Approximate age of buildings: 
Name of historic 
property or historic 
districts 


Does this project involve properties listed in or 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, or 
designated as historic by a local government? 


Yes No Unsure 


Attachments – Please include the following information with this form 
Please print and mail completed form and 
all attachments to: Map – 7.5’ USGS quad showing project boundary and Area of Potential Effect 


PHMC 
State Historic Preservation Office 
400 North St. 
Commonwealth Keystone Building, 2nd Floor 
Harrisburg, PA 17120-0093 


Description/Scope – Describe the project, including any ground disturbance 
and previous land use 
Site Plans/Drawings – Indicate past and present land use, location and dates 
of buildings, and proposed improvements 
Photographs – Attach prints or digital photographs showing the project site, 
including images of all buildings and structures keyed to a site plan 


The project will have NO ADVERSE EFFECTS WITH CONDITIONS (see 
a ached) 


SHPO REQUESTS ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (see a ached) 


SHPO REVIEWER: ___________________________________________       DATE: ___________________


Phone 


Fax 


Email 


Name 


 Company 


 Street/PO Box 


City/State/Zip 


The project will have NO EFFECT on historic prope es 


The project will have NO ADVERSE EFFECTS on historic proper es: 


County 


 City/State/ Zip 


This is additional information for ER Number: 


Municipality 


Federal property 


Agency/Program/Permit Name 


SHPO DETERMINATION (SHPO USE ONLY) 


There are NO HISTORIC PROPERTIES in the Area of Poten al 
Effect 


DATE DUE:


Reviewers: ____/____


HRSF: ______





		Name of historic property or historic districts: 

		NewSubmission: Yes

		ExistingERNumber: 

		ProjectAddress: 

		ProjectMunicipality: 

		ProjectName: 

		ContactCompany: 

		ContactName: 

		ContactAddress: 

		ProjectCity: 

		ProjectZip: 

		ContactCity: 

		ContactZip: 

		ContactPhone: 

		ContactFax: 

		ContactEmail: 

		AgencyType1: [Federal]

		AgencyType2: [ ]

		Agency1: DCED-HUD

		Agency2: 

		Permit1: 

		Permit2: 

		Demolition: Off

		Rehabilitation: Off

		Disposition: Off

		ProjectAcres: 

		ProjectDisturbance: 

		ProjectBuildings: Yes

		ProjectBuildingAge: 

		EligibleBuildings: Off

		AttachScope: Off

		AttachPlan: Off

		AttachMap: Off

		AttachPhoto: Off

		ProjectCounty: [ ]

		Federal: Off

		State: Off

		Municipal: Off

		Construction: Off

		Private: Off

		ProjectState: 

		ContactState: 








 
Appendix A (of Tier I RER) 


  


 
Before an activity is approved, this Appendix A review must be successfully completed and kept in file for each residential 
structure proposed for acquisition/rehabilitation/disposition. The Appendix A may be used only in conjunction with a currently 
valid RER (Rehabilitation Environmental Review) for the target area.  Completion of the Appendix A does not require the 
submission of an additional RROF/C (Request for Release of Funds/Certification-HUD 7015.15) if the Responsible Entity has 
received Authority to Use Grant Funds (HUD 7015.16) for the project. This worksheet includes documentation of compliance 
with the relevant related laws/authorities listed at §58.6.   
 
Grant(s) Name(s)/Number(s): HOME Programs 
 
 
Project (Building/Unit) Address: Address listed here and will be utilized during Tier 2, as applicable during 
the inspection phase once the family and house is enrolled into the HOME Program. 
 
Part III   HISTORIC PRESERVATION (NHPA, Section 106) 
1.  Does this undertaking involve only those activities permitted without further consultation under a currently-valid 
programmatic agreement or Letter of Understanding among the responsible entity, the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) or Tribal Historic Preservation Officer (THPO) and/or the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (ACHP)?   
 () Yes   (  ) No      
If yes, note date of programmatic agreement or Letter of Understanding _________________, document 
implementation of the terms of the agreement and STOP here; the Section 106 Historic Preservation review is 
complete.  If no, PROCEED. 
2. Does the undertaking involve only acquisition and/or minor rehabilitation of a 1-4 unit residential structure (or 
individual unit(s) within a multifamily structure) that is less than 50 years old and will involve only interior 
rehabilitation with no visible changes to the exterior of the structure?    
(     ) Yes   (  ) No     
If Yes, record date of building construction ____________, age:                     years and document that scope of 
work is limited to minor interior rehabilitation and STOP here. The Section 106 Historic Preservation review is 
complete.  If No, PROCEED. 
3. If the proposed rehabilitation involves physical work with potential to affect any historic structure, determine -in 
consultation with the appropriate SHPO/THPO- whether the building is listed or eligible for inclusion in the 
National Register of Historic Places (NR). (*If the structure is located in a National Register Historic District, the 
area of effects includes not only the subject property, but the Historic District as a whole.)   
Is the building listed in or eligible for listing in the NR?   (     ) Yes    (  ) No 
If No, attach SHPO/THPO concurrence or other evidence of conclusion and STOP here. This part is complete 
pursuant to 36 CFR §800.4(d).  If Yes, PROCEED. 
4. Determine whether historic properties are affected per §800.4(d). Has SHPO/THPO concurred with your fully 
documented determination of “no historic properties affected”, or failed to object within 30 days of receipt of such 
determination, allowing sufficient time for mail delivery?  
(    ) Yes. Enclose documentation and stop here.   
(    )   No. Proceed. 
5. Determine whether the undertaking will have adverse effects on historic properties according to § 800.5, in 
consultation with the SHPO/THPO and consulting parties [see §800.2(c)]. 
Will this undertaking have adverse effect(s) on historic properties?  (    )Yes (    )No  
If "no", attach SHPO/THPO concurrence and STOP here. This part is complete per 36 CFR §800.5(d)(1).  
If "yes", PROCEED. 
6. Resolve Adverse Effects per §800.6 -in consultation with the SHPO/THPO, the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (ACHP) if participating, and any consulting parties.  The loan or grant may not be approved until 
adverse effects are resolved according to §800.6 or ACHP comment is considered by the Responsible Entity.  
NOTES:  1. A determination/consultation of eligibility for the NR, may be sent to SHPO/THPO concurrently with the 
determination of effect/no effect and with the determination of adverse/no adverse effects.  2. The Chief Executive 
Officer of the jurisdiction cannot delegate to another person the decision to approve a project in opposition to 
Advisory Council comment.   
                                                                                                                                                                                          
 
 







 
Part IV  Airport Clear Zones (24CFR51D)  
1.  Does this proposal involve the purchase or sale of property?   (    )Yes   (  XX )No 
If no, STOP here.  See attachment 1 and 2. This project complies with 24 CFR Subpart D §51.300.  If yes, 
PROCEED. 
2.  Is the subject property located in the Clear Zone (CZ), Approach Protection Zone, or in the Runway Clear Zone 
(RCZ) of a commercial civil airport or military airfield?    NA 
(    ) No      Source Documentation: 
If no, stop here; this project complies with 24 CFR 51Subpart D §51.300.  If yes, PROCEED. 
(   )Yes. Provide an airport disclosure statement advising the buyer that the property is in a RCZ or CZ, what the 
implications of such a location are and that there is a possibility that the property may, at a later date, be acquired 
by the airport operator. Obtain the buyer’s signature acknowledging receipt of this information and attach it to this 
Appendix. (This disclosure requirement does not apply to Accident Potential Zones). AND PROCEED. 
3. Does the rehabilitation significantly prolong the physical or economic life of the building? 
(   ) No; the activity complies with HUD policy at 24 CFR 51 Subpart D §51.303.  
(   ) Yes; the proposal is not in compliance with HUD policy at 24 CFR 51 Subpart D §51.303; deny HUD 
assistance for this activity. 
 
Part V  Explosive & Flammable Operations (24CFR51C) 
1. Will this proposed acquisition/rehabilitation project result in increased residential density or cause a vacant 
building to become physically or legally habitable?  
   (   ) Yes  (  X) No.   
If the answer to both parts of the question is No, STOP HERE; this proposal complies with 24 CFR §51.201.    
If the answer to any part of the question is “yes”, PROCEED.   
2. Is this proposed project within 1 mile of any visible, explosive-or-flammable-substance container (a stationary, 
above-ground tank with a capacity of more than 100 gallons)? NA 
   (    ) Yes  (   ) No   (See 24 CFR 51C, Appendices I and II). 
Field inspection by:                                                                                                       Date:__________        
If No, STOP here.  This part is complete.  If yes, PROCEED.  
3. Note Tank volume:                         gallons, or diked area around tank:                                 square feet. NA 
Record distance from the project to the flammable/explosives container:                                       feet. NA 
4. According to HUD Guidebook "Siting of HUD-Assisted Projects Near Hazardous Facilities" NA 
(HUD-1060-CPD), the Acceptable Separation Distance (ASD) for thermal radiation (Appendix F) is _____ ft. and 
the ASD for blast overpressure (Appendix G) is _____ ft.  The greater ASD is ______ ft.   
Is the project located beyond the ASD according to Appendices F and G?  
 (    )Yes, STOP; the project complies with 24 CFR 51C.  (    )No, Deny HUD assistance, or    
 (   ) APPROVE ONLY if the following shielding/mitigation measures- designed in compliance with 24 CFR 
§51.205- are carried out: 
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________                                                                                                                                                                   
 
Part VI    Toxic/Hazardous/Radioactive Materials policy (24 CFR 58.5(i)(2) 
1. Field Observations of the property (exterior/interior): 
See enclosed Building inspections and risk assessment 
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________ 
2. Are there visible dumps, landfills, industrial sites or other locations containing or releasing toxic/hazardous/ 
radioactive/ materials, chemicals or hazardous wastes on or near the subject site?  (  ) No, proceed (    )Yes, 
describe and proceed 
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________. 
3.  Does this project site contain an underground storage tank (which is not a residential fuel tank)? 
      (  ) No, proceed.     (    ) Yes, describe and proceed 
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
4. Search Federal, State or local environmental toxic sites records (e.g. 
http://nepassisttool.epa.gov/nepassist/entry.aspx ). Do these sources reveal nearby sites that may pose threats to 
the subject site occupants’ health or safety?  
 ( XX )No; cite databases and proceed.  (   )Yes; cite databases, describe and proceed. 



http://nepassisttool.epa.gov/nepassist/entry.aspx





   
 


 
 


 
 


___http://epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/_NonAttainment Areas: Ozone, Lead, SO2, PM2.5, PM10 
___________________________________________________________________________________________
___________________________________________________________________________ 
  
5. Determination. Are the neighborhood and property free of hazardous materials, contamination, toxic chemicals 
(including lead-based paint), gasses and radioactive substances which would affect the health or safety of 
occupants? 
( XX ) Yes, according to toxic site database research, field observations and/or testing 
(   ) No, the following toxic or hazardous conditions must be mitigated during implementation: 
__Reference Remediation Plan____________________________________________________________ 
(Prescribe mitigation measures now, and attach mitigation compliance, disclosure & clearance documents, as 
appropriate, after project implementation). 
(   ) No, hazardous exposure or risk will not be mitigated; Deny HUD Assistance for this activity. 
 
PART VII   Flood Insurance/Flood Disaster Protection Act [24CFR58.6(a)]  
(The Flood Disaster Protection Act mandates the purchase of flood insurance for buildings located in SFHA's as a 
condition of approval for federal financial assistance.  Flood insurance protection is mandatory for acquisition, 
construction, reconstruction, repair and improvement activities.  Responsible Entities approving such Federally 
assisted activities located in SFHA's must ensure that flood insurance is maintained for the statutorily-prescribed 
period and dollar amount. In the case of grants, flood insurance must be maintained for the life of the building.  In 
the case of loans, flood insurance must be maintained for the term of the loan. A copy of the flood insurance Policy 
Declaration must be maintained in the ERR.  The amount of flood insurance coverage must be at least equal to the 
total project cost (less the estimated land cost) or to the maximum limit of coverage made available by the NFIP). 
 
1. Does the project involve the acquisition or rehabilitation of structures, buildings or mobile homes?   
(    ) No; flood insurance is not required.  Stop; compliance is established. 
(  XX ) Yes; proceed.  
2. Is the structure or part of the structure located in a FEMA designated Special Flood Hazard Area? 
(  XX ) No.  Source Document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date): 
________________________________________________________(Stop; compliance is established). 
(    ) Yes.  Source Document (FEMA/FIRM floodplain zone designation, panel number, date): 
___________________________________________________________________(Proceed). 
3. Is the community participating in the National Insurance Program (or has less than one year passed since FEMA 
notification of Special Flood Hazards)? 
(    ) Yes - Flood Insurance under the National Flood Insurance Program must be obtained and maintained for the 
economic life of the activity to cover the total activity cost.  A copy of the flood insurance policy declaration must be 
kept in the Environmental Review Record.  
(    ) No, HUD assistance may not be provided for this property in the Special Flood Hazards Area. 
 
Coastal Barriers Resources Act [24CFR58.6( c)] 
1. Is the project located in a coastal barrier resource area?  (See http://www.fws.gov/cbra/ ).  
(  XX ) No; Cite Source Documentation: 
___http://www.dep.state.pa.us/river/about/boundMapsLECZ.htm__________________________________ 
(This element is completed). 
(    ) Yes - Federal assistance may not be used in such an area. 
 
AIRPORT RUNWAY CLEAR ZONES AND CLEAR ZONES DISCLOSURES 24CFR58.6(d) (SEE Part V above) 
 
 
 
_ _________________________________________________________________________________________    
Preparer Name and Title    Signature    Date 
 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________________     
Responsible Entity Official-Name and Title  Signature    Date 



http://epa.gov/oar/oaqps/greenbk/

https://nepassisttool.epa.gov/nepassist/help/layersdescription.html#naa

http://www.fws.gov/cbra/

http://www.dep.state.pa.us/river/about/boundMapsLECZ.htm
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Endangered Species Act (CEST and EA) 


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 


References 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/endangered-species 


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


☐No, the project will have No Effect due to the nature of the activities involved in the project.  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 


Provide any documents used to make your determination. 
X No, the project will have No Effect based on a letter of understanding, memorandum of agreement, 


programmatic agreement, or checklist provided by local HUD office. 
Explain your determination:   


 
 
 
 
 
 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 
Provide any documents used to make your determination. 
 


☐Yes, the activities involved in the project have the potential to affect species and/or habitats.  Continue 
to Question 2. 


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


Obtain a list of protected species from the Services. This information is available on the FWS Website or you 
may contact your local FWS and/or NMFS offices directly. 
 


X No, the project will have No Effect due to the absence of federally listed species and designated critical       
habitat.  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 


Provide any documents used to make your determination. Documentation may include letters from the Services,  
 


50 CFR Part 402 applies to new construction, new ground disturbance and 
constructing additional structures attached to or associated with housing 
rehab. 
This project will not go outside of the original foot plan so there is no new 
ground disturbance.  



http://www.fws.gov/endangered/species/index.html

http://www.fws.gov/offices/

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/contact.htm
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species lists from the Services’ websites, surveys or other documents and analysis showing that there are no species in 
the action area.  


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


to Question 3. 
 


3. What effects, if any, will your project have on federally listed species or designated critical habitat? NA 
☐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.  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary below. 


Provide any documents used to make your determination. 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.  
 Continue to Question 4, Informal Consultation.  


☐Likely to Adversely Affect: The project may have negative effects on one or more listed species or critical 
habitat. 
 Continue to Question 5, Formal Consultation.  


 
4. Informal Consultation is required NA 


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


 
Did the Service(s) concur with the finding that the project is Not Likely to Adversely Affect? NA 


 
☐Yes, the Service(s) concurred with the finding.  
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to Question 6 and provide the 


following:  
(1) A biological evaluation or equivalent document 
(2) Concurrence(s) from FWS and/or NMFS 
(3) Any other documentation of informal consultation  


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


 
☐No, the Service(s) did not concur with the finding.  Continue to Question 5.  


 
5. Formal consultation is required NA 


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


 
 Once consultation is complete, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to Question 6 and provide 


the following:  
 


(1) A biological assessment, evaluation, or equivalent document  
(2) Biological opinion(s) issued by FWS and/or NMFS 
(3) Any other documentation of formal consultation 


 
6. For the project to be brought into compliance with this section, all adverse impacts must be mitigated. 


Explain in detail the proposed measures that will be implemented to mitigate for the impact or effect, 
including the timeline for implementation. NA 
☐Mitigation as follows will be implemented:  


 
 
 
 


☐No mitigation is necessary.  
Explain why mitigation will not be made here:  
 
 
 


 
Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; NA  
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Website listed will be used applicable 


after projects are enrolled in the program.  5/26/2020 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No 


Housing Rehabilitation (as noted above) does not trigger compliance with this section of environmental 
review process. 
 


• https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/map 
• Listed species believed to or known to occur in Pennsylvania  - https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp0/reports/species-listed-


by-state-report?state=PA&status=listed 
 


 


 



https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/map
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Explosive and Flammable Hazards (CEST and EA) 


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 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities 


 
1. Does the proposed HUD-assisted project include a hazardous facility (a facility that mainly stores, 


handles or processes flammable or combustible chemicals such as bulk fuel storage facilities and 
refineries)? 


☐ No      
 Continue to Question 2.  
☐ Yes   
Explain:  
 
 
  
 Continue to Question 5.  


 
2. Does this project include any of the following activities:  development, construction, rehabilitation that 


will increase residential densities, or conversion?  
X No  
  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below.  
☐ Yes   
 Continue to Question 3.  


 
3. Within 1 mile of the project site, are there any current or planned stationary aboveground storage 


containers: 
• Of more than 100 gallon capacity, containing common liquid industrial fuels OR   
• Of any capacity, containing hazardous liquids or gases that are not common liquid industrial fuels? 
• Tier 2 will verify once site-specific locations are determined.  


☐  No    
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide all documents used to make your determination. 
☐ Yes   
 Continue to Question 4.  


 
4. Is the Separation Distance from the project acceptable based on standards in the Regulation? NA 


Please visit HUD’s website for information on calculating Acceptable Separation Distance.  
 ☐ Yes 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to  
 


Tier 2 will verify once site-specific locations are determined.  



https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities
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any tanks and your separation distance calculations.  If the map identifies more than one tank, 
please identify the tank you have chosen as the “assessed tank.” 


   
☐ No 
 Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to any tanks and your separation 
distance calculations.  If the map identifies more than one tank, please identify the tank you have 
chosen as the “assessed tank.” 
Continue to Question 6.  


 
5. Is the hazardous facility located at an acceptable separation distance from residences and any other 


facility or area where people may congregate or be present?  
Please visit HUD’s website for information on calculating Acceptable Separation Distance.  


 ☐ Yes 
 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to residences and 
any other facility or area where people congregate or are present and your separation distance 
calculations.   


☐ No 
 Provide map(s) showing the location of the project site relative to residences and any other 
facility or area where people congregate or are present and your separation distance calculations.   
Continue to Question 6.  
 


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 make the Separation 
Distance acceptable, including the timeline for implementation. If negative effects cannot be 
mitigated, cancel the project at this location. NA 
Note that only licensed professional engineers should design and implement blast barriers. If a barrier will 
be used or the project will be modified to compensate for an unacceptable separation distance, provide 
approval from a licensed professional engineer.     


 
 
Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates Documentation sited on Attachment 4 Clean Air, page 3-13 for map and 
additional information 5/26/2020 


• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; Websites sited within Attachment 4 
5/26/2020 


• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; Documentation sited on Attachment 4 Clean Air, 
page 3-13 for map and additional information 5/26/2020 


• Any additional requirements specific to your region;  Will use the following link to determine Acceptable 
Separation Distance - https://www.hudexchange.info/programs/environmental-review/asd-calculator/ 


 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required? Depending on site-specific location.  


☐X Yes 
     No 


 



https://www.onecpd.info/environmental-review/explosive-and-flammable-facilities
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Farmlands Protection (CEST and EA)  


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 


Reference 
https://www.hudexchange.info/environmental-review/farmlands-protection 


 
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   Continue to Question 2.  
X No 


Explain how you determined that agricultural land would not be converted: 
 
 
 
 


 Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 
Summary below. Provide any documentation supporting your determination. 


 
2. Does “important farmland,” including prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide or local 


importance regulated under the Farmland Protection Policy Act, occur on the project site?   NA 
You may use the links below to determine important farmland occurs on the project site: 


 
 Utilize USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Web Soil 


Survey http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm 
 Check with your city or county’s planning department and ask them to document if the project is on 


land regulated by the FPPA (zoning important farmland as non-agricultural does not exempt it from 
FPPA requirements) 


 Contact NRCS at the local USDA service 
center http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs or your NRCS state soil 
scientist http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state_offices/ for assistance  


 
☐No   Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet 


Summary below. Provide any documents used to make your determination. 
☐Yes   Continue to Question 3.   


 
3. Consider alternatives to completing the project on important farmland and means of avoiding impacts 


to important farmland.  NA 
 Complete form AD-1006, “Farmland Conversion Impact 


Rating”  http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf and contact 
the state soil scientist before sending it to the local NRCS District Conservationist.   


Rehabilitation activities do not normally trigger any additional compliance 
with this regulation. 



http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_11/7cfr658_11.html

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/HomePage.htm

http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs

http://soils.usda.gov/contact/state_offices/

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045394.pdf
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(NOTE:  for corridor type projects, use instead form NRCS-CPA-106, "Farmland Conversion Impact 
Rating for Corridor Type 
Projects:  http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045395.pdf.) 


 Work with NRCS to minimize the impact of the project on the protected farmland.  When you have 
finished with your analysis, return a copy of form AD-1006 (or form NRCS-CPA-106 if applicable) to 
the USDA-NRCS State Soil Scientist or his/her designee informing them of your determination.  


 
Document your conclusion: 
☐Project will proceed with mitigation.  


Explain in detail the proposed measures that must be implemented to mitigate for the impact or 
effect, including the timeline for implementation.  


 
 


 
  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 


below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used to make your determination. 
  


X Project will proceed without mitigation.  
 Explain why mitigation will not be made here:  


 
 


 
 
  Based on the response, the review is in compliance with this section. Continue to the Worksheet Summary 


below. Provide form AD-1006 and all other documents used to make your determination. 
 
Worksheet Summary  
Compliance Determination 
Provide a clear description of your determination and a synopsis of the information that it was based on, such 
as: 


• Map panel numbers and dates; NA 
• Names of all consulted parties and relevant consultation dates; NA 
• Names of plans or reports and relevant page numbers; NA 
• Any additional requirements specific to your region; NA 


 
Are formal compliance steps or mitigation required?  


☐ Yes 
X  No  


 
This Policy Act applies to new construction or acquisition of undeveloped land.  This project will allow for 
minimal housing rehabilitation activities to privately owned units for single family homes. 
  
 


This Policy Act applies to new construction or acquisition of undeveloped land.  This 
project will allow for minimal housing rehabilitation activities to privately owned units 
for single family homes. 
 


 



http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1045395.pdf



































 


NOTICE OF INTENT TO REQUEST RELEASE OF FUND 
 


June 5, 2020 


Lawrence County  


430 Court Street 


New Castle, PA 16101 


724-656-0090 


 


On or about June 17, 2020 the County of Lawrence, Pennsylvania, will submit a request to PA Department of Community 


& Economic Development  for the release of HOME Investment Partnership funds under 24 CFR Part 58, for Lawrence 


County’s Housing Rehabilitation Programs.  


 


The County of Lawrence proposes to use HOME funds to rehabilitate owner-occupied homes within the counties of 


Bedford, Butler, Lawrence, Mercer, and McKean. Assessed on a tiered review, anticipated activities associated with the 


scattered sites for housing rehabilitation throughout the county include, but are not necessarily limited to, roofs, downspouts 


and gutters, windows, porches, steps, balconies, exterior doors and screen doors, fascia and soffits, exterior painting or 


siding, sidewalks, electrical system improvements, furnace , water heater, plumbing, handrails, etc.   


 


The activities proposed are categorically excluded under HUD regulations at 24 CFR Part 58 from National Environmental 


Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. Additional project information is contained in the Environmental Review Record (ERR) 


that documents the environmental determinations for this project. The ERR will be made available to the public for review 


either electronically or by U.S. mail. Please submit your request by U.S. mail to the Lawrence County Government Center, 


430 Court St, New Castle, PA 16101 or Lawrence County Social Services Inc., 1745 Frew Mill Road Suite 9, New Castle, 


PA 16101 or by email to sschwartz@lccap.org. The ERR can also be accessed online at the following website: 


www.lccap.org. 


PUBLIC COMMENTS 


Any individual, group, or agency may submit written comments on the ERR to the Lawrence County Government Center, 


430 Court St, New Castle, PA 16101 or Lawrence County Social Services Inc., 1745 Frew Mill Road Suite 9, New Castle, 


PA 16101 or by email: Lawrence County - sschwartz@lccap.org, Butler County – losche@co.butler.pa.us, Bedford 


County – jlang@bedfordcountypa.org, Mercer County – mmcconnell@mcc.co.mercer.pa.us., McKean County -  


PJBurlingame@mckeancountypa.org. All comments received by June 16, 2020 will be considered by Lawrence County 


prior to authorizing submission of a request for release of funds. 


 


RELEASE OF FUNDS 


The County of Lawrence certifies to PA Department of Community & Economic Development that Morgan Boyd  


(Chairman Commissioner - Lawrence County), Leslie Osche (Chairman Commissioner - Butler County), Joshua Lang 


(Chairman Commissioner - Bedford County), Matthew McConnell (Chairman Commissioner - Mercer County), and Cliff 


Lane (Chairman Commissioner – McKean County) all have consented to accept the jurisdiction of the Federal Courts if an 


action is brought to enforce responsibilities in relation to the environmental review process and that these responsibilities 


have been satisfied. PA Department of Community & Economic Development’s approval of the certification satisfies its 


responsibilities under NEPA and related laws and authorities and allows the County of Lawrence to use Program funds. 


 


OBJECTIONS TO RELEASE OF FUNDS 


PA Department of Community & Economic Development will accept objections to its release of fund and the County of 


Lawrence’s certification for a period of fifteen days following the anticipated submission date or its actual receipt of the 


request (whichever is later) only if they are on one of the following bases: (a) the certification was not executed by the 


Certifying Officer of the County of Lawrence  (b) the County of Lawrence has omitted a step or failed to make a decision 


or finding required by HUD regulations at 24 CFR part 58; (c) the grant recipient or other participants in the development 


process have committed funds, incurred costs or undertaken activities not authorized by 24 CFR Part 58 before approval 


of a release of funds by PA Department of Community & Economic Development; or (d) another Federal agency acting 


pursuant to 40 CFR Part 1504 has submitted a written finding that the project is unsatisfactory from the standpoint of 


environmental quality.  Objections must be prepared and in accordance with the required procedures (24 CFR Part 58, 


Sec. 58.76) and shall be addressed to the Department of Community and Economic Development at: 


chrhowe@pa.gov   Potential objectors should contact the PA Department of Community & Economic Development to 


verify the actual last day of the objection period. 


 



http://www.lccap.org/

mailto:sschwartz@lccap.org

mailto:jlang@bedfordcountypa.org

mailto:mmcconnell@mcc.co.mercer.pa.us

mailto:clane@mckeancountypa.org

mailto:chrhowe@pa.gov





 


This Notice for the County of Lawrence’s Owner-Occupied Housing Rehabilitation Programs has been posted at the 


Municipal Buildings and Post Offices in Bedford, Butler, Mercer, Lawrence, and McKean counties and at Lawrence County 


Social Services Inc. (Grant Street and Frew Mill Offices), and online at www.lccap.org and their social media outlet. 


 
Morgan Boyd, Chairman Commissioner, Lawrence County, PA 
Leslie Osche, Chairman Commissioner, Butler County, PA 
Joshua Lang, Chairman Commissioner, Bedford County, PA 
Matthew McConnell, Chairman Commissioner, Mercer County, PA 
Cliff Lane, Chairman Commissioner, McKean County, PA 



http://www.lccap.org/





















